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I teach history, Russian included. 1
tell my students about your great re-
volution (the October Socialist Revo-
lution-Ed.), and its world signifi-
cance. Western media are trying to
give a distorted picture of the So-
viet Umnion. Your publications have
given us an opportunity to learn the
truth about your country, It takes a
committed Socialist to write the his-
tory of a socialist country. Keep up
your good work.
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I believe socialism in the USSR and
some other countries has not been
built according to Marx’s notions of
the future socialist society. It seems
to me that the socialist revolutions
were premature and, like all prema-
ture babies, are developing with dif-
ficulty and painfully. A case in point
is the Russian revolution which, in
contrast to Marx's views, took place
in an undeveloped and uncivilized
country. and also in Poland.

My conclusion is based wupon ideas
expounded by Polish philosopher Adam
Schatf, now current in the West.

Giinter Rauff,
Federal Republic of Germany

Herr G. Rauff, we refer you to an ar-
ticle entitled “Adam Schaff's 'Civilized
Alternative’” by Vladimir GRANOV,
D. Sc. (Philosophy), sector head at
the Philosophy Institute of the USSR
Academy of Sciences (sce p. 12 of the
present issue).
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PROBLEMS OF WAR AND PEACE

COLD WAR OR DETENTE:
DILEMMAS OF US FOREIGN
POLICY

by Viadimir SHEMYATENKOV

Detente or a ernsade against socialism, political realism
or reaclionary ulopianism, a course for peaceful, good-
neighbourly and mutually beneficial relations with all states
or one of aggression and adventurism. of crises and de-
feals—these are the dilemmas confronting the United States
today.

TWO APPROACHES TO DETENTE

The peaceful coexistence of states with different social
systems is an objective law in foree throughout the period
of transition from eapitalism to socialism, and expressed
in various forms. The most adequate of all forms produced
so far by social practice is inlernational detente which re-
ached its peak in the 1970s. It was the result of the inte-
raction of and struggle between socialism and capitalism.
The coincidence of some objective interests of socialist and
capitalist states paved the way for the subsequent accords,
and their implementation. The different class character of
the detente partners, primarily the USSR and the USA, and
of their policies, made the detenle process contradictory
and unstable.

Editors’ note: This article was written when the US presidential
election campaign had just started. It was not the author’s task to
foretell its outcome, but to examine the deep-rooted problems facing
the USA disregarding the party affiliation of its leader. As the election
rhetoric i1s now being translated into the country's concrete political
line for the next four years, these problems acquire added topicality.

® V. SHEMYATENKOV., D.Sc. (Economics). specializes in modern
capitalism.




For the Soviel Union, the desire for developing and con-
solidating detente is the strategic line of its foreign policy.
It expresses he unanimons will of the Soviel people, em-
bodies their historical experience, world outlook and moral
values, their memory of the 20 million of Soviel ecitizens
who perished in World War Two.

The Soviet detente poliey is based on a scienlilic ana-
lysis of world processes, a deep realization of the objective.
law-governed nature of the peaceful coexistence of slales
wilh different social syvstems, Today, too, the Soviet Union
is doing evervihing possible to reduce inlernational ten-
sion, o slop the arms race and promote internalional coope-
ration. In the new, more complex conditions it is actually
conlinuing the detenle policy while. al the same time tak-
ing additional measures to build up the socialist commu-
nity’s securily and to rebuff the growing aggressiveness of
imperialism.

For the American side, the poliey of delente has never
been the result of national consensus. In the 70s, it was
supported by a majority of the population and opposed by
the imperialist reactionary forees which had not laid down
their arms. For the Us ruling cireles the transition to de-
tente policy was a foreed step, dictated in the first place.
by their major foreign policy setbacks in the 60s, The poli-
tical realism of the then US leaders was expressed. above
all, in their realization of the military-strategic parity be-
tween Lhe USSR and the USA, the Warsaw Treaty Orga-
nization and NATO. Unfortunately Washinglon's ideas for
constructive cooperalion were not that many.

The main trouble with US foreign policy in the 70s was
that it sought to achieve the unachievable: to “soften™ and
“transform”™ the =ocial system in the Soviet Union and the
other socialist countries al the most and, at the least. 1o
force them lo make unilateral concessions in polities, eco-
nomics, and ideology. Only a handful of more far-sighted
and realisticallv-minded politicians saw the illusory nature
of these hopes, but their voices were drowned by the cho-
rus of those advocaling “peaceful pressure” on the Soviel
Union.

The diserepancy of the aims and means explains why
the US “soft™ political line in the 705 was so shortlived.
It facilitated reactionary, militarist circles” advenl to power.
The inconsistent, half-hearted readiness of official Washing-
ton to participate in the delenle process gave way lo an
overtly aggressive course for undermining this process. Bt



this departure from the detente principles, far from helping
to overcome the contradictions of US foreign policy, inlensi-
hed them 1o the extreme,

A RECKLESS POLICY

The ulira-right forces which won the 1980 cleclions re-
jected the philosophy of the peaceful coexistence of slates
with different social systems. They proclaimed world soci-
alisie an “empire of evil”™ with which, according (o their
logic. it was impossible to have talks. The practical policy
of the Us government was shifted to total diplomatie, pro-
paganda aid economic warfare against the USSR and its
allies, Washington officials hegan to openly discuss a cru-
sale against socialisi and the possibility of winning a “li-
miled™ or “protracted” nuclear war. The US war machine
was geared to materially preparing for such wars. Thus, the
iltra-right Torees sel onul to undermine the policy of peace-
ful coexistence.

But the objective laws of social development operate
independently of our will and eannot he repealed by anyone.
A victory over socialism™ cannot be achieved without an
all-out nuelear war. Nor can it be won throngh such a war.
As the American leaders themselves have admitted on more
than one oceasion, there would be no vietor in this war.

That leaves the “interim™ option, the resumption of Cold
War. But the latter brought imperialism defeal once. This
course affers even fewer prospects with the present ba-
lanee of forces in the world. The poliey of brinkmanship,
e product of the US long-gone atomic monopoly on which
it is based, is today nothing but a bluff. The Soviet Union
will not be intimidated by it. Moreover, the danger of
brinkmanship. in view of the development of military tech-
nology. has risen greatly for imperialism itself.

The consistently peaceful and responsible course of the
soviel Union and the other socialist countries, the resis-
tanee of the forces of peace and demoeracy and, lastly, the
common sense of the public in capitalist countries are all
in the wav of the adventurist Cold War. The entire poli-
lical. intellectnal and moral experience of detente milita-
tes against the Cold War.

Having come to an impasse, the US aggressive forces
began (o pin their hopes on some kind of “absolute wea-
pon”™ which could “alter the course of world history”™. The
space anli-missile system is to become such a weapon. Ex-
orbitant liabilities have been assumed under this assel—to



secure the military invulnerability of UsS imperialism and,
consequently. the opportunity to dictate its will to the rest
of the world, to bring world socialism 1o ils knees. But
even if such a svstem were created. it would not make the
United States invulnerable. In the final count, the arms
race does not increase but reduces its security. If imple-
mented. the programme of America’s “arms buildup™ would
make US security even more precarious.

This i= vividly demonstrated by the deployment of first
strike nuclear weapons in Western Europe. On the face of
it, the Reagan Administration has won the day—Pershings
and Cruise missiles have been installed close to the social-
ist countries’ frontiers. But what happened then? Having
taken effective countermeasures, the USSR and its allies
have annulled this imbalance in military-strategic parity.
The balance has been restored, but on a higher and more
dangerous level of confrontation between the sides. Tt has
made it impossible to continue arms limitation talks, As
a result, the security of the United States and of its NATO
allies has been impaired.

The stubbornness with which Washington went ahead
with this dangerons move has led to the rise of a multi-
million-strong anti-war movement. Many social democratic
parties have come oul against the missiles, With their de-
ployment. the contradictions between the governments of
the West European NATO members and the US adminis-
tration, far from having been ironed out, have grown more
acute. And, perhaps, the main outcome of this development
is a profound change in the minds of the masses in Western
Europe. who have now seen for themselves who is pushing
the world towards a thermonuclear catastrophe.

On January 16, 1984, the White House made a sharp
turnabout in its official rhetorie. Those directly respon-
sible for nndermining detente suddenly began to profess
their love of peace and abhorrence of war, their readiness
for dialogne and for far-reaching accords with the Soviet
Union.

Subsequent development will show whether these de-
clarations were dictated by common sense or were jusl a
hypocritical pre-election stunt. In any case they testify to
the bankruptey of Washington's foreign policy doctrine. The
US Administration has only one alternative: either to slide
towards a nuelear holocaust or to give up ils absurd aim of
destroving world socialism and resume the detente policy.
Anyv other “interim' oplions are mere self-deception.



ATTEMPTS TO COMBINE THE INCOMPATIBLE

I'here is a rather broad basis for the capitalist coun-
tries” conducting a policy of detente. After all, besides their
specifically imperialist interests, they have legitimate na-
tional interests and, together with all of mankind, have a
vested interest in safeguarding peace on Earth, in further-
ing the international division of labour and cultural exchan-
ges and in =olving global problems.

Detente is a matter of particular interest lo the West
European countries. No wonder that the leaders of many of
them continue lo reiterate their commitment to its prin-
ciples. Despite Washington's pressure, they keep up their
political, economie, scientific, technical and ecultural con-
tacts with the socialist countries,

Peaceful competition between socialism and capitalism
based on detente rather than confrontation is not only a gu-
aranlee against a thermonuclear catastrophe but, in the
language of modern malhematics, is a game with a grow-
ing sum, ie. il opens up additional prospects of malterial
and eultural progress before mankind as a whole and each
counlry.

This is why the idea of detente is winning over the
minds of hundreds of millions of people in the capitalist
world. Social-Democrals and sober-minded bourgeois poli-
ticians are making ever louder demands for the normaliza-
tion of relations with the socialist countries. The Western
scientific press is running various scenarios of a new lurn
to detente, weighing up their pros and cons.

There are people with different views among the bour-
geois supporters of detente, including far-sighted politi-
cians who, without sacrificing their class interests, consis-
tently uphold the principles of equitable international coo-
peration. There are also quite a few of those who, in their
views and actions, are limited by capitalism’s imperialist
ambitions, the pressure of reaction, the economic mechanism
of the arms race and the undemocratic socio-political sys-
Lem of bourgeois states.

The socialist countries are painstakingly conducting a
constrnctive dialogue with the bourgeois supporters of de-
tente. Life suggests the most fruitful path for this dialogue—
the search for points of contact and common positions, at-
tainment of mutually acceptable accords, including through
compromise, the narrowing of the sphere of disagreements
on the basis of mutual trust, mutual understanding and
respect for each other’s legitimate interests,



It is very imporlant to agree on the principles of mu-
tual relations and draw the correct lessons from the past,
to see the sources of the setbacks of the past so as to avoid
misplaced efforts in laying the Toundations for the future
development of detente. An analysis of the theorelical wri-
tings of the Western press reveals that far from all the
lessons of the past are correctly interpreled. Many of de-
tente advocates are still lacking realism in defining long-
terin foreign policy objectives. In the long run, everything
boils down to attempts to somchow gain unilateral advan-
tages, lo combine the incompatible —detente and confron-
tation. These “misjudgements”, unfortunately, have rather
serious foundations. They are born of the very life style
of modern bourgeois society, of the objective contradiction
between the law-governed peaceful coexistence and the spe-
cilic interests of imperialism.

In the military-strategie field this contradiction is ma-
nifested in the idea of the “limit of detente™. In his me-
moirs Henry Kissinger complains that the US stand in in-
ternational affairs is traditionally based on the belief that
relations between states are characterized by a  state of
cither peace or war, without any intermediate state. The
former IS Secretary of State is being crafty here, for the
real problem of US foreign policy is just the opposite. Tts
makers try hard to sit on two stools: enjoying the benelits
of peace they want to draw dividends —by the mere threat
of military force or of military actions that would leave
them unseathed —which even a full scale war cannot bring.
They intend to have a free hand on the world scene and.
al the same time, insure themselves against the possible
calastrophic consequences of their own folly.

In fact, those who subseribe to this concept wonld like,
in an atmosphere of unlimited military-political confron-
tation and conlinuation of the arms race, to reach agree-
ment on the “limit” which the sides should not overstep.
They emphasize the technical problems of “hot-line com-
munication” between Washington and Moscow.

Communication lines must, of course, be improved, pre-
cantions taken against the accidental outbreak of nuclear
war. But it is clear that technology cannot remove the
flaws of politics. And the policy of the arms race, power
pressuring and unserupulous interference in the internal af-
fairs of sovereign states is bound to lead to more tension
and local conflicts, ereates the threat of mankind drifting
towards world war.



The concept of the “limit of detente” is an example
of imperialism’s brazen speculation on the peoples’ legiti-
male desire to prevent a world thermonuelear war, This ideo-
logical invention of the military-industrial complex most
adequately reflects its interests in this nuclear age. Its po-
litical aim is to knock the peoples off their guard, to create
favourable conditions for continuing the arms race and the
expansionist policy ol US imperialism. Such pseudo-de-
tente actually blocks the road to real, profound detente,
to disarmament and only ereates a semblance of guaran-
tees against a thermonuelear eatastrophe, while in reality
bringing it closer.

In the political field, we are offered the “linkage prin-
ciple” which its advocates laud as the acme of state wisdom,
while in actual fact it is ecither an example of short-sighted
bargaining or a means of undermining detente.

OF course, all spheres of international relations, all coun-
tries amd regions of the world are ultimately linked and
interdependent. Social and technological progress makes this
interdependence even stronger and more diversified. The
growing integrity of the modern world (combined with the
mounting elass confrontation of the two different socio-eco-
nomic systems) is a cornerstone of detente. It is obvions
in this context that, in principle, detente is indivisible, but
this indivisibility can be interpreted in different ways.

The Soviet Union and other socialist countries proceed
from the primacy of detente and the need of subordinating
the particular to the whole. They are working to remove
the existing disagreements on the basis of the accords al-
ready reached, to find reasonable compromises so that the
sides, without going against their vital interests, would sa-
crifice the particular for the sake of the whole. In other
words, mutual concessions should be made with the prin-
ciple of parity and equal security of the sides being stric-
tlv ohserved.

The proponents of the “linkage principle” take the op-
posite stance. They seek unilateral concessions, turning de-
tente as a whole into an instrument of blackmail on parti-
cular questions. A classic example of the ill-advised “lin-
kage” are the attempts made throughout the 70s to force
the socialist countries Lo recognize imperialism’s “right” to
interfere in their internal affairs, threatening to torpedo
detente if they did not agree to this. Such attempls are to
no avail, of course, but they did damage the development
of East-West relations.
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In the economic field, the “linkage principle” is em-
bodied in various “sanctions” against soecialist countries,
aimed at gaining military-political concessions or at trans-
forming their social system. However, the advocates of
sanctions are blind to the fact that they are not dealing
with weaker partners within the world socialist economy,
but with a fundamentally different socio-economic system
not subject to the free play of forces on the capitalist
markel.

Strategically, the socialist community countries vigi-
lantly guard their technical and economic independence
from imperialism. This explains the political and economic
inefficacy of the sanctions method applied against them.
No amount of pressure will compel them to make unilateral
concessions on either socio-political issues or purely eco-
nomic maltters.

In the ideological field, the majority of bourgeois poli-
licians find it necessary and possible to combine detente
with psychological warfare. This is as short-sighted and
unrealistic as the attempts to combine detente with the
arms race, power pressuring and economic diserimination.

Communists take a clear-headed view of the causes and
nature of the ideological confrontation in the modern world.
They qualify the calls for “halting the ideological struggle”
as unrealistic. Communists prize freedom of speech, the
right to explain and popularize their ideas, experience and
their moral values no less than representatives of other po-
litical [orces of our time.

The struggle between class-based ideologies will conti-
nue as long as classes exist. Moreover, by virtue of the
specific historical conditions in the world in the last third
of the 20th century the intensification of ideological strug-
gle is an objective law. But ideological struggle has nothing
in common with the psychological warfare being waged by
the aggressive imperialist circles of the USA and other
NATO countries against the socialist states.

The vicious lies and slander, the unremitting subversive
propaganda campaigns which imperialism had wide recourse
lo in the 70s did not produce the desired ideological effect:
but they poisoned the international eclimate, undermin-
od mutual trust, without which political accord is inconcei-
vable. This was a major factor behind the deterioration of
the inlernational situation.



THE POSITION OF THE SOCIALIST COUNTRIES

While consistently proposing the path of international
detente to the capitalist world, the socialist countries do
not sacrifice their class interests. Detente is an integral
aspeet of their foreign policy, because these interests objec-
tively coincide with those of working people, not only of
their own countries but also of the overwhelming majority
of mankind.

The essence of detente is expressed in the well known
len principles of the Final Act of the Conference on Security
and Cooperation in Europe. Sovereign equality and mutual
renuneciation of the threat or use of force, inviolability of
frontiers and territorial integrity of states, peaceful settle-
ment of disputes and non-intervention in states' internal
alfairs, respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms,
vinal rights and the peoples’ right to decide their own des-
tiny. cooperation among states and fulfilment, in good faith,
ol obligations arising from the generally recognized prin-
ciples and standards of international law and from agree-
ments achieved —each of these principles is imbued with
the most profound meaning and may serve as a true crite-
rion in appraising political actions, It is the implementation
of these principles, not the arms race or the “position of
strength™ poliey that guarantees a lasting peace and safe-
guards against a thermonuclear catastrophe. They are not
the Communists’ evil invention as the Cold War advocates
assert, but universal norms evolved by the practice of in-
ternational relations over millennia, which, in antagonistic
societies, could not yet be fully applied. Today, such a pos-
sibility has become a reality for the first time in history.

Detente cannot be achieved through unilateral conces-
sions. The specific features of imperialism’s policy, obstruec-
ting the progress of detente, cannot be altered by cajoling
and persuasion. The main condition for a return to detente
is the firm, coordinated and consistent policy of the socialist
community, the persistent struggle of the working class and
all progressive and realistically-minded forces which realize
the disastrous cffect of imperialism's aggressive course in
world affairs.

Mirovaya ekonomika i

mezhdunarodnive otnosheniya,
No. 5, 1984 *
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ADAM SCHAFF'S
“CIVILIZED ALTERNATIVE”

by Viadimir GRANOV

In his books and articles Polish philosopher Adam
Schall devotes much attention to the theme of socialism,
its essence and ways ol altaining it. Schafl thus lays claim
to be creatively developing the Marxist concept of socialist
revolution, conceplualizing the experience of real socialism
and outlining a “eivilized” perspective for radical social
transformations in the West BEuropean conntries. Yet, far
from being creative, Schaff's appraisal of revolutionary soci-
alist transformations is doetrinarian and dogmatic. He op-
poses Marx’s views to Lenin's and depiets Lenin as an apo-
logist of “underdevelopment™, “non-ecivilization™ of coun-
tries embarking upon the path of revolutionary socialist
transformations, reiterating the concoctions of bourgeois
ideologists and revisionists which Marxisls-Leninists expos-
ed long ago. The Polish philogopher proceeds from some
“ideal” scheme for accomplishing a soeialist revolution and
proclaims Leninism an execlusively Russian tradition, re-
ducing it to the “technique of seizing power” in a “back-
ward country™.

In actnal faet, Lenin, while developing his plan for so-
cialist transformations and considering the future of the
new world, called attention to the fact that the degree of
“eivilization™ is eruecial for the revolution to triumph and
for a socialist society to be built,

On the other hand, Lenin resolulely rejected the reason-
ing of E. Bernstein and other opportunist leaders of the se-

@® V. GRANOV, DSc. (Philosophy), who heads a sector at the Philo-
sophy Institute of the USSR Academy of Sciences, is an expert on
the ideological struggle.



cond International (1889) who did not believe it possible
to build real socialism in a “backward”, “uncivilized” coun-
try and tried to prove the “untimeliness” of the socialist
revolution in Russia saying it wonld lead to the deformation
ol socialist ideals. Lenin also ecriticized those who asserted
that a proletarian revolution could take place only in the
developed capitalist countries where the material prerequisi-
tes had matured and the proletariat constituted the majori-
Iy of the population.

As a counter-weight to the dogmatic, abstract and doc-
Irinarian schemes, Lenin offered the Marxist dialectical,
specific historical approach. Obviously, certain  objective
and subjective conditions are required for a socialist revo-
fution to take place: a fairly high level of development of
productive forees, the social character of production, a re-
volutionary proletariat organized in an advanced political
party, with a developed class awareness.

It would be wrong to overrate the degree of maturity of
the prerequisites Tor a socialist revolution in Russia. There
were, indeed, the essential requisites, hut backwardness was
there too, Thus, advanced industrial capitalism, with its
high concentration of production and banking, the alliance
of the monopolies and the state coexisted in Russia with
a backward agriculture.

However, neither Marx nor Lenin (and Schalf should
kinow this) believed that the development level of the pro-
ductive forces directly determined socio-political processes:
decisive here is the degree of acuteness of the contradic-
tions between productive forees and production relations and
the maturity of the subjective factor, i.e., the vehicle of the
historical process—the revolutionary working elass and all
working people, their readiness and ability to struggle. While
pointing to the high development level of productive forces
as a [avourable condition for a more rapid transition to so-
cialism, Marx would add that it is more difficult to start
# socialist revolution in the capitalist centres than on their
peripheries,

Lenin also spoke on this, noting that a revolution can
be more easily started in conntries where capitalism is not
as strong and_the bourgeoisie is not as omnipotent, organi-
zed, experienced and versed in politics as in the advanced
capitalist countries. In his polemies with the opportunists
Lenin showed that they treated Marxism as a ready-made
core for all ills, whatever the place, time and conditions.
They were witnessing capitalist development in Western
Enrope, he wrote, and were not able to imagine that this

13
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could only be regarded as a model by taking into ac-
count the specific conditions in a particular country or re-
gion. They could not understand that “while the develop-
ment of world history as a whole follows general laws it is
by no means precluded, but, on the contrary, presumed, that
cerlain periods of development may display peculiarities in
cither the form or the sequence of this development.” !

Marxist dialectics, Lenin stressed, demands that the ge-
neral provisions and general truths be applied specifically.
Lenin analyzed the development of social revolution in Bus-
sia and showed that it was unique due to international as
well as internal factors, the most important being the cir-
cumstance that Russia’s participation in the first imperialist
war of 1914-1918 had exacerbated the social antagonisms
between the exploiter classes and the working people to the
utmost. The latter mounted a struggle for the country's
withdrawal from the war spelling privation and misfortune,
for democratic reforms, the transfer of land to the peasants
on a fair basis, ete. Accordingly, Lenin pointed out, the so-
cialist revolution in Russia could and was, indeed, bound
to reveal certain distinguishing features; although these, of
course, are in keeping with the general line of world develop-
ment, they distinguish our revolution from all the preced-
ing revolutions in West European conntries. ?

A. Schaff, who styles himself a committed Marxist, sim-
ply echoes the anti-Marxist fabrications of the opportunists
of the Second International who unjustly accused Lenin
and his supporters of voluntarism. He speaks in unison with
the present-day bourgeois ideologists, social-reformists who
are far removed from Marxism, and other right-wing and
left-wing opportunists who also make unfounded claims
that Lenin broke the law, thwarted the doctrine, rejected
Marx's model conforming to the objective economic laws,
and as a voluntarist plunged himself into a revolution for
which Russia had, allegedly, not yet matured.

A.Schaff’s abstract dogmatic treatment of the maturity
level of the objective prerequisites for a socialist revolu-
tion is starkly revealed with regard to Poland. By repeat-
ing the trite schemes of bourgeois Marxologists and oppor-
tunists, he is out to prove that in Poland in 1944-1945
there were no adequate prerequisites for a socialist revo-
lution “in the Marxian sense”: there was no property to be
divided: a backward country that it was, Poland had been

' V. L. Lenin, Collected Works, vol. 33, p. 477.
2 Ibid.



severely destroyed during the war; there was no working
class to speak of, 75 per cent of the Polish population were
peasants, while the few workers were of peasant stock;
lastly, 95 per cent of the Poles were practising Catholics.

The very first thesis about “property lo be divided” is a
puzzle, This is not a chance phrase. To Marx too, Schalf
attributes the phrase that the immediate distribution of pro-
perly (wealth) is a sine qua non for a successiul socialist
revolution. In their time both Marx and Lenin resolutely
criticized the petty-bourgeois utopian notions of socialism
which required the immediate egalitarian distribution of
commodities and food. Both Marx and Lenin said that so-
cialism does not come about by wishful thinking, but is
built by the working people on the appropriate economic
foundation. They warned that any attempts at immediate
egalitarian distribution may lead to the old orders being
restored.

Schaff always refers to Poland’s backwardness. In doing
so he disregards the essential features of capitalism’s deve-
lopment in this country, notably, the fact that during nazi
occupation large- and medium-scale industry, the banks,
railways and means of communication were in the hands of
German capitalist monopolies. After the rout of fascism and
the country’s liberation from the invaders the basic means
of production were nationalized which was sure to faeili-
tate the country's advance towards socialism. While con-
slantly repealing that Poland was reduced to ruins (and
this, allegedly, ruled out the “introduction™ of socialism)
Schall conveniently forgels that even in 1947 the country’s
industrial output surpassed the pre-war level. This was
achieved through the dedicated work of millions of Poles
and the fraternal assistance rendered by the Soviet Union.
That the Polish economy was restored very quickly was
precisely because socialist principles were reinforced in in-
dustry. Accentualing the fact that the peasantry predomi-
nated in Poland at that time, Schafi shut his eyes lo the
existence of the proletariat with a wealth of experience
and revolutionary traditions,

Claiming the role of innovator and scoffing at “dogma-
lists” Schafi, by the way, basely adheres to an abstract
historical-philosophical scheme ignoring the specific histori-
cal conditions of the development of this or that country,
Poland among them. We shall remind Schaff once more that
Marx, Engels and, later, Lenin foresaw the possibility of a
country moving lo socialism in its own way. Thus, Marx and
Engels did not exclude that, for instance, the Russian com-
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mune could be transformed along communist lines and un-
derlined the fact that following the triumph of the prole-
tariat in Europe backward nations could “considerably shor-
ten their road to socialist society.” 3

P’resenl-day social praclice convincingly confirms the
Marxist-Leninist thesis about the possibilities for many
countries lo achieve socialism quickly and in their own
wav, This is shown by Mongolia, Cuba and Vietnam where
the socio-economic prerequisites lor socialism were created
under revolutionary demoeratic governments, where they
qul to start from an economic level mueh lower than Rus-
sia’s in the early 20th century or Poland’s in the 40 and
Ols,

Schaff links his untenable conclusion about the absence
of the requisile conditions for socialist revolutions in what
are now countries of real socialism with the activities of
Marxist-Leninist parties and Lenin's and Marxists-Lenin-
ists' “departure” from Marx's concept. On the strength of this
premise he argues that, in these countries; the development
of the revolutionary parly inevitably assumes a “lragic cha-
racter”. Wherein lies the essence of this tragedy? Schaff
claims that, lacking mass support and in view of the weak-
ness of the new government, the parly, of necessity, estab-
lishes a one-parly political system and acquires a monopoly
position in society.

The above certainly does nol mean that Marxists oppose
a multi-party system as sucli. Marxists or Communists have
never said that the one parly system is obligatory for buil-
ding and perfecting socialism, or wonld be the inevitable
consequence of a transition to socialism. They grant in the
course of =ocialist construction different classes and sirata
ol soeialist sociely may have specific interests embodied in
their respective programmes and that they may form poli-
lical parties and organizations. Along with the communist
parly other parties exist in a number of socialist countries,
stich as Bulgaria, the GDR, Czechoslovakia and Poland.
Only their role is not the one that the enemies of real
socialism wonld like them to play. These parties believe
in socialist construction and recognize the leading role of
the working class and Communisis in the building of so-
cialism. Expressing the specific interests of definite popu-
lation gronps (peasants, intellectuals, believers, elc.) these
parties are building and advancing socialism jointly with
the Communist Parly and under its leadership.

* K. Marx and F. Engels. Works, vol. 22, p. 446 ((in Russian),



Schall has obviously examined processes developing in
the socialist community countries from the angle of the ne-
galive aspeets of Polish experience, e wrongly elevates the
specific difficulties facing Poland in socialist construetion to
the rank of “general laws™ applicable to all countries of
real socialism.

Indecd, people’s Poland is now going through a highly
complicated and painful period in its development. 11 has
o overcome the altermath of the 1980-1981 erisis  which
erupted as a result of subversive aclivities by external and
domestic counter-revolution that exploited the mistakes and
miscaleulations made by the former leadership of the Polish
United Workers™ Party (PUWP).

However, Poland’s current  development  demonstrates
that socialism’s enemies have failed 1o lead the Polish peo-
ple Trom their chosen socialist path, and will never be able
o do so. Led by the PUWP, the working class, all work-
ing people and true patriols are mustering their forces to
normalize the country’s life and build and improve their
socialist society. Al this graphically shows thal the crisis
phenomena in Poland (and in some other countries build-
ing socialism) did not stem from the nature and essence of
real socialism. but rather from encroachments on ils na-
ture, from departures from its laws and principles.

Having discarded the “old”, “deformed™, *bureaucratic”
model of socialist sociely Schaff is striving 1o outline a
“new” one, which would inspire the working people in the
capilalist countries to struggle against the capilalist system
and wonld serve as a theoretical model of a genuninely so-
cialist sociely without the shortcomings typical of real =o-
cialism,

In propesing his “civilized”, “democratic™ alternative to
real socialism Schaif is pinning his hopes on the developed
capitalist conntries of Western Europe. He holds that in the
next 20-30 years they will witness socialist-type socio-poli-
tical changes. Ile believes that the automation of produe-
tion and the services will make the capitalist mode of pro-
duction impossible. This entitles him, he says. to pul for-
ward his thesis about capilalism dying away in the highly
advanced capitalist conntries.

Even though Schaff mentions the aggravation of the
contradiction between produetive forces and production re-
lations he relegates this to the background. He turns the
technology wrested from the system of productive forces
and production relations, and ils spontancons development
into the starting point of social transformations.

2377
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Marxism proved long ago—and historical experience has
cerroborated this—that changes in technology, however ra-
dical and revolutionary, do not at all automatically entail
changes in a sociely’s basis, in property relations, and im-
mediate socialist transformations.

Schaff, among other things, distorts the Marxist views
on the level of maturity of the subjective factor, on the
role and place of the working class, its partly, and Marxist-
Leninist ideology in the present-day revolulionary struggle
being waged for radical social transformations. Assessing the
revolutionary potential of the working class Marx and Lenin
always used precise class and political eriteria. To them. it
was self-evident that, launching its revolution, the prole-
larial must be sufficiently strong to take power inlo ils
hands, assume the responsibility for sociely's Tulure, con-
vince the non-proletarian strata of the urgenl need for
social reforms, and suppress the inevitable resistance of the
exploiters. The accomplishment of these tasks, as the entire
history of revolulionary struggle shows, does not directly
depend on the proletarial’s numerical strength or proportion
in society, bul solely on the proletarial’s political maturity
and deological commitment. its readiness and  ability to
wage a revolutionary struggle, This, according to Marx and
Lenin, is precisely the eriterion determining  the success
in accomplishing (he revolution and in laying the founda-
Lions of the new society. Schaff. in fact, discarded the pre-
cise class, political and ideological characteristics of the
working class in favour of technological, technical and orga-
nizational and other eategories,

Schall does not rely on a conerele analysis of the class
forces either when proposing the ways and means ol strog-
gle for the fundamental social transformation of modern
capitalist society. He utopically makes an absolute of the
peaceiul ways of effecting social transformations and re-
adily admits that the “new™, “civilized” model of social-
ism will be asserted during the organized retreat of the
bonrgeoisic which will prudently cede one position after
anather until the last handinl of monopolists will “be shown
the door™. Meanwhile historical experience shows that the
bonrgeoisie, onee ils role is endangered, unserupulously
abolishes all rights and freedoms and uses extreme, openly
violent, terroristic methods of struggle against the revolu-
Lion.

Schall hereely atlacks proletarian dietatorship when he
expostulates the  strouetural  prineiples of  his  “eivilized™
madel of socialism. Just like bourgeois ideologists, refor-



mists and revisionists he tries to impress that the dictator-
ship of the proletariat is synonymous with arbitrary rule,
violenee and hence it cannot be used as a form of leader-
ship in a demoeratic socialist sociely, Schaff again refers to
Mary and Engels alleging that they did not identify prole-
tarian dietatorship with violence and recognized the former
as suitable only for the brief period of transition from ca-
pitalism 1o socialism. He charges that Lenin and especial-
Iv Marxists-Leninists identified proletarian dictatorship with
the nodivided  rule of the bureancratic power apparatus
which, he sayvs. merely acts on behall of the proletariat, that
they extended it to the whole socialist era.

Contrary to what the old- and new-time falsifiers of
Mirxism-Leninism assert it was precisely Lenin, who pro-
foundly substantiated the constructive tasks and functions
of proletarian dictatorship. Lenin stressed that the latter’s
major funetion was to promote the organizational, economic
and eultural efforts of working people to reorganize pro-
duction, overcome the forces and traditions of the old so-
ciely. abolish society’s class divisions and build the new
life. As socialism develops into an advanced socialist so-
ciely the dietatorship of the proletariat, upon fulfilling its
mission, becomes a stale of the whole people. This change
in the role of the socialist state, particularly in the Soviet
Union, is recorded in the new Soviet Constitution.

Rejecting proletarian dictatorship Schaff, in fact, incor-
porates into his “eivilized” model of socialist sociely the
political mechanism of formal bourgeois democracy with its
political and ideological pluralism which the bourgeoisie
crealed for ils own needs.

sSchaff’'s model creates the illusion that socialism could
be built using the ways and means of bourgeois pluralistic
democracy. that all development problems of the communist
movement and  all the diffienlties in building soecialism
coulil be overcome if the “Soviet model” of socialism were
renonneed, and the strategy and tacties of the communist
partics in the capitalist Woest opposed to the experience
gained by the communist parties in the socialist countries
in building and advancing socialism.

Wihatever AL Schaff's subjeetive motives, his altempt at
a “Tresh interpretation™ of the history of real socialism and
the search for some new model of “genuine™ socialism add
gri=l to the mill of the enemies of socialism.

Voprosy filosofii, No. 4, 1984 *
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NEO-CONSERVATISM IN THE
SERVICE OF MILITARISM

by Timolei KONDRATKOV

In intensifying atlacks on Marxist-Leninist ideology the
defenders of capitalism, reformists and revisionists, employ
the most reactionary tremds, inchiding neo-conservatism.

Modern bourgeois ideology is in crisis which even ils
most zealous exponents cannol conceal. West German poli-
tologist R. Ebbighausen was forced 1o admit that the so-
cial thonght in Western Enrope and America had experi-
enced a “spiritnal earthquake™. is epicentre lies deep wi
thin the capilalist system, in the aggravalion of ils gene-
ral erigis, in the unprecedented growth ol militarism which,
like malignant tomour, has affected all aspeeis of hourgeois
sociely —economics, politics and ideology.

THE ANTI-COMMUNIST STAND

Secking to extricale themselves from the ideological -
passe a group of theorelicians calling themselves nco-con-
servatives— 1 Kristol, D, Bell, N, Podhoretz.  R. Nizhet,
S Huntington, S, Hook, H.Kkalin and others—set the aim of
surmounting the “spiritnal vacuum™ by evolving an ideolo-
gv which would slow down the process of the revolutionary
renovalion of the world and conserve the bourgeois syslem
giving il a new lease of life.

Unable to work onl a new system ol views on the workld
and social reality or advance any new social ideals, the neo-
conservaltive theoreticians are Torced 1o extract reaclionary

@ 1. KONDRATKOV, D.Sc. (Philosophy), specializes in problems of
ideological struggle.
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ideas and theories from the “archaeological dust”. Treading
this shaky ground, they try to surmount the “spiritual im-
poverishment”™ of the ecapitalist West and formulate “con-
servative ideals”™ suniting the dominant imperialist elite.
which is Tavourably disposed to sueh efforts of neo-conser-
vilive intellectuals and encourages their zeal.

Neo-conservalives presenl a set of old-fashioned ideas
spiced with diverse futurological fancies and scenarios which
give a distorted picture of the development of human so-
ciely as the ideology of the present and the future. Thus,
i one of his latest works a well-known American futuro-
logist Herman Kahn declared with much self-conceit that
he saw the ideology of the year 2000 as a more or less
Western capitalist ideology growing “transideological”, i.e..
supraclass, supranational. planetary. This is obvionsly a
picee of advertising which has nothing in common with the
real state of things.

The theoretical-methodological impolence of neo-conser-
valive intellectuals is conspicnous also in their treatment
of the sources and nalure of ideology itsell which they cha-
racterize from clearly idealist positions as an exclusively
“spirvitnal education”™ divoreed from the soeial life.

The incompetence and short-sightedness of neo-conser-
valive methodology are particularly streiking in the apprai-
sal of the role ideology plays in the modern world. Two de-
cades ago neo-conservalive theoreticians voeiferously  pro-
claimed the concept of “deideologization™, prophesyving a
“decling of ideology™, of faith in it. and called Tor replac-
ing ideology with technology.

Thie realities have eonsigned this eancept to the serap-
heap. But this did not embarrass the neo-conservative theo-
reticians who began to propagate a direetly opposite con-
cepl of absolutization of ideology with even greater zeal
They have ivordinately exaggerated the role of ideology.
qualified it as a dominant factor of socio-historical develop-
ment, and deelared an ideological war on all thal is advan-
ced and progressive,

The core of neo-conservative ideology is vituperative
anli-sovietism and anti-communism. Anti-communism rais-
el by neo-conservatives 1o the rank of the official policy
amd wleology of the USA and itz allies is growing more
and more aggressive and bellicose, It has been made the
wain weapon of struggle against the Soviet Union, the
calive sociali=t commnnity and all peace-loving forces, an
instroment for escalating the arms race and preparing a
nuelear war.,
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In order to reinforce the crusade against communism,
right-wing politicians are uniting their forces international-
Iv. In June 1982 representatives of 22 conservative parlies
from 19 Western countries met in London and formed a bloc
of right-wing political forces which they called an “inter-
national demoeratic union™. Under the slogans of struggls
for “democracy” and “freedom™ this organization is con-
dueting anti-Soviet and anti-ecommunist propaganda and al-
tacking left progressive forces.

The propaganda of anti-communism and anti-Sovietism
used by imperialism as an instrumenl for interference in
the affairs of the socialist countries goes together with the
defence of capitalism, bourgeois demoeracy and the Western
way of life. Hoodwinking the masses, the neo-conservatives
cuibellish capitalism, gloss over its evils and spread gnasi-
scientific fabrications about it. The USA is cast in the role
of the “leader of the free world™ capable of establishing
by force a “world order”™ close to the neo-conservalives'
hearls.

STAKING ON HNATIONALISM AND RACISM

Fearing that their propaganda of anti-communism and
atlvocacy of bhourgeois realily are not effective enough. the
neo-conservalives frantically eling to nationalism, the tried
and tested weapon of imperialist reaction. This ideology
served the imperialist bourgeoisie as a tool for preparing
two world and numerons local wars. Today it is taken up
by neo-conservalives. Nationalism is very widespread in the
United States and other NATO econntries. That nationalism
and Jingoism are rife in the USA  was revealed in a poll:
cight oul of every ten Americans approved Reagan's deei-
sion lo make a piratical atlack on Grenada in 1984

Cultivaling nationalism, neo-conservalive (heorelicians
cannot disregard the fact that this ideology disunites the
imperialist states, hinders their cohesion within the Atlan-
tic and other bloes, so essential for their struggle against
existing socialism. Consequently neo-conservalives lLave lo
update the old ideological weapon. adapt it to the present
sitnation and pass it as something new. Thus, in his reporl
al the symposium in West Germany on the historical. phi-
losophical and  sociological  roots ol  neo-conservalism
N. Podhoretz defined this ideological trend as a “new na-
tionalism™ suceceding the old variety which cultivated iso-
lationism. Unlike its predecessor, N Podhoretz assures us,
“new nalionalism™ serves the interests not only ol the
United States but of the Atlantic community as a whole, In



other words, attempts are being made to turn the national-
ism of individual West European bourgeois nations into its
cosmopolitan variety—“Atlantic” nationalism as an ideolo-
gical Toundation cementing the NATO bloe, as a counter-
weight to the ideology of proletarian, socialist international-
=11,
The reactionary ideas of “Atlantism™ are exploited by
imperialist propaganda, on the one hand, in order to delete
national awareness [rom the minds of the European peoples,
to condition them in the spirit of “Atlantic solidarity™, a
luckey's lovalty to the leader of the bloe, the USA, and,
on the other hand, to fan jingoist moods among broad
strata ol the population, drum into their heads the ideas of
“spiritual” superiorily over other nations, extol the Western
civilization and step up anti-communist and anti-Soviet pro-
paganda.

The nationalist ideology blending with racism permecates
the socio-political, ideological and cultural atmosphere in
the UsA and other NATO countries,

As the new programme of the Communist Parly of the
USA points out, about 50 million American citizens are
subjeeted o oppression, diserimination, segregalion and ex-
ploitation on grounds of race or nationality. Political and
racial reprisals have reached unprecedented proportions in
the United States. In 1982 alone about 300 people died
at the hands of the police in the country. About 60 per
centl of murders committed there were racially or political-
Iv maotivated. This is how the ideology of “new national-
ism’” fostered by the reactionary imperialist forces works
in practice. On the rising wave of nationalism and racism
in the USA the neo-nazis and revanchists raise their heads
in West Germany and Zionists and South-African racists
encouraged from across the occan perpetrale their bloody
alrocities.

The ideology of nationalism amd racism in its old and
new varielies is rebuffed by the progressive forces and wor-
king people who know through the experience of imperial-
ism-instigaled two world and numerons local wars how rui-
nous and dangerous it is. In the bautle of ideas viclory
was and is being won by the Marxist-Leninist ideology of
inlernationalism which proclaims and upholds the equality
of all nations and nationalities, repudiates all forms of
mitlional and social oppression, promotes peace among na-
tions and resolutely combats nationalism in all its forms.

The religious trend is very prominent in neo-conserval-
ism. Its representatives claim that there is a close unily
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between religions  convictions  and  conservalive political
Views,

The elerical religions ideology attracts the neo-conser-
vative theoreticians above all by its cosmopolitanisin. Tak-
ing advantage of the religionus clerical platform that passes
over national boundaries, the imperialist circles endeavour
to achieve the ideological unity of the Atlantic bloe, to lay
the “spiritual Toundations™ on which to rally the peoples
of the NATO countries and their armed forces for the de-
fence of “Christian values™ from “godless communism™.

Another feature of religious clerical ideology which has
so much appeal for the neo-conservalives is ils irreconci-
lability towards socialism and communism. Clericals elosely
linked with imperialist  reaction conduel  anti-communist
propaganda among the population of NATO countries. At-
tacking communism, they fosler among the masses faith in
the mmmutability of capitalism “blessed™ by God, cultivate
slavish submission to the powers that be. fan hatred of
athieism, of all that is progressive.

ADVOCATES OF NUCLEAR WAR

Neo-conservalive ideology appears in ils true colours
when il comes to cardinal foreign policy questions, and,
first and foremost, problems of war and peace crucial Tor
mankind’s destinies, Neo-conservalives exaggerate the role
of foree in the historical process and justily the policy of
foree in relations belween peoples and states. They believe
that any foreign policy problem can be settled by the threat
or direel nse of foree,

Neo-conservative ideologists obscure the real sources of
violence which they examine outside the context of the so-
cial and political system. In their view, violence is built
mlo man’s biological and psvehological nature. In this way
neo-conservalives acquit and  whitewash imperialism, the
true <ouree of the aggressive policy of wars and armed con-
fliets.

Intoxicated with the successes of nuelear missile lech-
nology, the neo-conservatives have bhecome fervent advoca-
tes ol the poliey and strategy of war, especially nuelear
war. Thus, Kahn sces nuelear war as a forced but “rational™,
“controllable”™ means of poliey. as an effeetive weapon of
struggle against world socialism. It is quite likely, he says,
that a thermonuoclear war would be an unprecedented ca-
tastraphe for the defending side. Depending on the course
of events on the battlefickds, it may. bul nol necessarily,



beeome an unprecedented catastrophie also for the attacking
sule, just as for some neutral states. However, he goes on.
“unprecedented catastrophe”™ does not yel mean “boundless
catastrophe™. This shows, and this is most important, that
the scale of the catastrophe closely depends on the precan-
tions taken in anticipating it, on how this war is launched
and how it is waged. In Kahn's view, the United States
would survive a nuelear war, since the colossal destruction
and saertlices inenrred would not exclude normal life for
the survivors and their descendants.

Waorld wars would, in Kahn's view, continue not only in
the near Tature but also in the distant foture. IHe lists
cight world wars: two of them have already taken place and
the other six lie in store for mankind, he grimly prophe-
sies (luckily for mankind not one of them has yet broken
uil). Each war would be preceded by a technological re-
volution. In view of the rapid progress made in the pro-
duction of war hardware and weaponry people would even-
tually give up noelear bombs and missiles in favour of more
sophisticated means of waging war—arlificial earthquakes,
temperature and weather changes on the enemy's territory
and <0 on. This is the sum and substance of Kahn's theory
of nuclear war.,

[ts component is his concept of “controlled escalation”
comprising more than lorly stages leading from a conflict
o minor wars amd from them to a world noclear war. Con-
trolled escalation hias become the central coneepl among the
host of Us strategic doetrines. 1t has been adopted also by
other participants in the NATO bloe. In the foreword Lo the
German edition of Kalin's book on escalation former FRG
Chancellor 1. Schmidt admitted that the mode of thinking
of this neo-conservalive theoretician has become “a school
i the application of pure rationality in polities and stra-
fegy ™, This Kind of rabionadity moone age is a form of irra-
tionality spelling a mortal danger for mankind, because nu-
clear war cannot be controlled, limited or won.

The facts prove that neo-conservative ideologists acl as
theoretical advocates of nuclear militarism, the arms race
amd  the  aggressive  foreign poliey  line  of  American
imperialism.

A RUINOUS MODEL OF PEACE

Another highlight of neo-conservative ideology is the mi-
litarization of peace which is reduced to a dangerons power

confrontation in political relations. French sociologist Ray-
mond Aron in his book “Peace and War™ asserts that in the
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nuclear age the formula “War is the continuation of poli-
ties by other means™ has turned into its opposite: “Polities
are a conlinuation of war by other means.” Both these for-
mulas are equivalent. he assures us. In other words, Aron
does nol see the difference between a poliey pursuned by mi-
litary, violent means and a policy pursued by peaceful, non-
violent means. Accordingly. he defines peace as “a conti-
nuation of war by other means”. Kahn writes that war is
horrible but “*peace too is horrible.” This jungling with de-
finitions and conceptions can have but one aim, namely, 1o
blur the dividing line between the two qualitatively different
socio-political phenomena—war and peace. to confuse the
prople fighting for peace, against the nuelear catastrophe.

The core of the neo-conservative views on peace is the
slogan: “Only he who arms lives in peace.” This is just a
slightly refurbished thesis of the Roman slave-owners re-
duced to absurdity in the nuelear age: “If yvou want peace,
prepare for war.” Il keynotes the views and actions of the
rightist ideologists, political fignres and generals. They are
convinced that peace without arms is a pacifist utopia, a chi-
mera. Only peace based on military power, on Himalayas
of weapons is recognized as genuine.

In line with this, neo-conservalives try to justify the
arms race, both nuclear and conventional, which is said to
be a stabilizing factor in international relations, a guarantor
of peace. Peace can he safeguarded, they believe, only
through nuclear powers” mutual intimidation, by means of
a “balance of fear” between them. The state of peace is
deseribed as permanent detervence ensured by the conti-
nuons buildup of armaments. And the neo-conservatives wan!
mankind to be guided by this reinous model of peace for a
long time o come,

The neo-econservative model of peace based on military
power is an ideological sereen for nuelear militarism. Whal
it means in practice can be seen in the US eriminal aggres-
sion against the people of Grenada, in the counter-revolu-
tionary raids on Nicaragna, the Us collaboration with Israel
in the armed brigandage in Lebanon, the transformation of
Western Europe into a launching site for American nuclear
missiles.

HE WHO SOWS THE WIND WILL REAP THE WHIRLWIND

The neo-conservalive ideology and poliey of maintaining
peace through intimidation and the buildup of armaments
pursued by the USA and NATO have engendered a power-




ful anti-war, anti-nuclear movement which embraced mil-
lions of people in Europe and other continents. This move-
ment for peace is galhering momentum. Its participants
holding different ideological and political views have one
common noble aim—to defend peace from nuclear maniacs.

The anti-nuclear movement in the United States is sup-
ported by many prominent Democrals and even some Re-
publican politicians. Particularly popular among its parti-
cipants is the idea of freezing the nuclear arsenals of the
USA and the USSR It is directed against the poliey of
American imperialism and its partners.

Frightened by the nnprecedented scope of the peace mo-
vemenlt, neo-conservalives and their patrons are doing every-
thing to slander it, to describe it as “Moscow's f[ilth co-
lumn™ subverting the defences of the “Atlantic alliance™
and ereating “a threal to peace™. They want to undermine
the peace movement from within. to fan conflicts in il, wea-
ken il and create organizations which would support the
USA and NATO and oppose the USSR and other socialist
countries,

In contrast to the USA bent on a militarist course which
endangers peace, the USSR and other socialist countries
condemn nuclear war as the greatest erime against huma-
nily.

In the socialist countries. there are no classes, social
strata or professional groups interested in war, ils prepara-
tion, or the arms race. Socialism and peace are inseparable,
Socialism needs peace to fully bring out its potential, while
the strengthening of international peace is the direet result
of the formation amd consolidation of socialism. The wars
which the Soviel state was compelled to wage were nol
cansed by internal but by external factors— imperialism’s
ALETESSIVeNUSS,

- » -

Thus, the neo-conservalive ideology is ecleclie, contra-
dictory and is turned to the past. Imbued with subjectivism,
voluntarvism and veligions mvsticism, it is the world outlook
of the ruling imperialist bureaueracy and militarist, reactio-
nary circles, which is alien 1o the working masses and to
soctal progress. Henee il is doomed to defeat in the world-
wide stroggle of ideas,
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SOLZHENITSYN'S VISION OF THE WORLD

In the chorus of anti-Soviet propaganda conducted
by the imperialist circles and the US secrel ser-
vices the voice of the “writer” Alexander Solzhe-
nitsyn again is heard loud and shrill. The orga-
nizers of the psychological war against the USSR
and other socialist countries exploit his scandalous
notoriety in order to eall public attention to an-
other of their anti-communist sermons. He is their
wleological mouthpiece. The Voice oi America
broadecasting station, the Foreign Affairs journal
and other mass media outlets occasionally allot
hoth time and space to his mouthings and writ-
ings.

What is the real creed of this preacher? Why is
so much made of his name? What are the forces
that steered the events which determined his fate
of a political renegade? This is the subject exami-
ned by Professor Nikolai Yakovler, a noted Soviet
historian, in his recent book The CIA Versus the
USSR. The material below is based upon a chap-
ter from lhis book.

UNDER THE VENEER OF “MORAL
REVOLUTION"

Solzhenitsyn’s pet theme which
e often returns 1o in his books,
articles and public ntterances is
“moral revolution”, He toys with
this idea in a variety of ways, its
overtones depending on the audi-
ence he is playing to at ecach
particular moment, In November,
1974 he gave a press conference
in Zirich (switzerland), on the
tuture of Russia, where he de-
clared. among other things, the
[ollowing: =1 call the programme
which | propose Tor my conntry
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moral revolution. I've set il ont
in o docoument entitled A Life
Without Lies” Solzhenitsyvn saw
the initial signs of this revelu-
tion in civil disobedience campa-
igns in which the broad publie
refuses to take part in meetings,
vallies, demonstrations, ete,
Later an  anli-Soviet literary
collection From Under Boulders
appeared in the West: Solzhenit-
sviowrole a thivd of it. In parti-
culiar hie asserted that it was only
throvugh the repentance of a great
many people that the Russian air
and soil could be “cleansed™. He



viewed his moral revolution as
a precursor of a political revo-
lution in  which  Bolshevism
would be utterly defeated.

In their essence and even in
the manner of presentation the
anthor’s ideas are very close to
the slogans and theses set forth
in the docoments issued by the
Popular-Labour Union of Russ-
ion “solidarists”™—the  PLU L
Amd this is no mere coincidence.
Over the vears Solzhenitsyn has
been expounding his views under
the  immediate  impact ol the
PLU, virtually acting as its lite-
rary conltractor.

What then is moral for the
“great. moralist™? What kind of
ideology does hie propose in place
ol communism?

“TO HIM COMMUNISM IS THE
EMBODIMENT OF EVYIL”

This is how the Washington
Post, dated July 3, 1975, summedl
np Solzhenitsyn’s political credo.
By then he had  expressed  his
persuasions with suflicient ¢lar-
ity in his literary works and in
numerons public appearances in
the West. The newspaper said
further about his position that
“from his point of view, any con
tacts between the Western and
the communist worlds are evil,.”

This  pen-pusher was in o«
hwrry to produce  books nrging
the West to come into direct con
frontation with the Soviet Union.

In his novel August XTIV he de-
plores the fact that the “clever
nation” (German) failed to sub-
jugate the “fairly stupid™ nation.
In the third volume of The Gul-
ag Archipelago whicli appeared
in 1975 he also reproves nazi
Germany. “Had the comers nol
been so  hopelessly  obtuse and
self-conceited™, Solzhenitsyn la-
mented  referving to the nazis
who invaded Soviel lerritory in
1941, “we would hardly have
had  oceasion 1o celebrate  the
25t anniversary  of  Russian
communism.” (In other words,
nazi Germany would have de-
feated the USSR by 1942). He-
aping mountains of lies upon his
lhome  conntry, he  deliberately
passes over in silence the hero-
it of the Soviet people and the
Red Army thanks to which the
nazi offensive was stopped. Inci-
dentally, but Tor their heroism,
solzhenitsyn himsell would hard-
Iy have survived, and, indeed,
his libellons writings would nev-
er have seen the light of day.
The nazi “new order” spelled
death for all people with the ex-
ception of the “master race”™ and
their unmuormuring and submis-
sive slaves,

Solzhenitsyn alleged that  the
soviel people were looking Tor-
ward to their  liberation  [rom
Bolshevism which, in his view,
could be secured by an invading
foreign army. He acensed  the

' In close contact with many foreign intelligence services including the CIA
this organization has vigorously pursued subversive activities against the USSR
for more than 50 years. A document elaborated by the strategic commission of
the PLU Council, The Strategic Problems of the Liberation Struggle (1971-1972),
says, among other things, that Russia neceds not only political but also moral re-

structuring,
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Western countries of inaction, of
short-sighted policies which, he
claims, was expressed in their
warlime cooperation  with  the
USSR, He even “invoked” the
spirits of F, Roosevelt and W.
Churchill, the then leaders of the
U'sA and Great Britain, in ord-
er lo castigale them for their
policy of cooperation with the
UsSKR which, as is known, was
dictated by the national inter-
ests of their own countries.

Obhsessed by the fixed idea that
the Soviet Union must be dest-
roved he also bitterly hates and
anathematizes detente. He elaims
that ever since October, 1917 the
West and the USA above all
have been making endless mis-
takes by tolerating the existence
of the Soviet Union instead of
destroying communism by the
force of arms. In his speech in
the Hilton Hotel, in Washington,
on June 30, 1975, Solzhenitsyn
branded as “immoral deals with
communism” the Wesl’s refusal
lo support the tsar, its recogni-
tion of the USSK in 1933 and its
cooperation with the latter in the
war against Germany.

This renegade’s hatred for his
own people hits the elimax when
he writes in the second volume
of The Gulag Archipelago: “No
nation in the world is more con-
temptible, more abandoned, alien
amd worthless than the Huss-
ians.” And this about the nation.
which was the Lirst 1o carry oul
the victorions =ocialist  revolu
tion in 197, and which made
i decisive  contribution  to the
viclory over fascism in 1945,
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A BEACON OF LIBERALISM OR AN
ADYOCATE OF
AUTHORITARIANISM!

Anti-communists exploil peop-
le ol the Solzhenitsyn mould,
given Lo political bigotry and de-
magoguery, in their psychologic-
al warfare against the USSR,
only as long as such people live
in their nalive countries. Once
in the West they completely
show themselves for what they
are. When at home, thanks to
the efforts of capitalist propagan-
da, they could be depicted as
“martyrs” and “perseculed and
victimized civil rights champ-
ions”, and the Western public
believed this was so; but on clos-
er examination both they and
their ideas were found to be far
removed  from the ideal  image
ol a “libertarian and demoerat™.
Alter solzhenitsyn was expelled
from  the  Soviet  Union  in
February 1974, the  Western
secret services which had staked
upon his subversive activities in
our country had to change their
tactics. It soon became clear that
it was by far from always that
he justified the hopes placed in
him in his new capacity.

What, then, are the true views
and conviclions of this “homan
rights champion™?

Sulfice it to say that this
mucl-vaunted apostle of social
“liberalization™ and spiritual re-
volution is in fact a zealovs ad-
vocate of authoritarianism whose
principles “can  have little in
common with modern democra-
ey, He considers the ideas of
authoritarianism to be universal-
Iv applicable to all of mankind



and this exposes his ideological
alfinity with the ideclogists of
fascism. According to the News-
week magazine (US) many pe-
ople were bitterly  disappointed
when meeting the anthor of The
Gulag Archipelago in the flesh.
This evidence is sufficiently elo-
quent: “Alexander Solzhenitsyn
has come West to embarrass some
of ils intellectnals once again. . .
For most Westerners, the messa-
ge was clear enough. Alexander
Solzhenitsyn  was  ideologically
amdl  temperamentally  one  of
them, a libertarian and democrat
whose exile to the West. .. was
really a sort of final reward and
homecoming. This conceit didn't
last long. .. What emerged from
this torrential flow was a far less
lidy awd containable vision than
anyvone  had  previously had ol
Solzlicuitsyn, .. highly authori-
tarian, a disbeliever in democra-
oy *

Why did the West underlake
to  palronize a man  espousing
ileas which are alien even to a
large segment of the ruling clas-
se=, say, in the USA? The answ-
er is given by the Bulgarian po-
litical writer N. Pavlov who ex-
plored the nature and canses of
this  phenomenon.  “lmperialist
propaganda”, he writes, “origin-
ally  created  the stereotype of
Salzhenitsyn  as o Clibertarian’
shonting slogans widely currenl
in bourgeois  democracies.  The
ideological message of his A\u-
gust - NIV tolally  demolishes
this pious stereotype. His repu
diation ol political activity, ol

- Nemwsweel, March 18, 1974, p. 48

parliamentarism, and, consequ-
ently, the atomization of society,
liis ‘promising’ speeches aboul
the technocracy being capable of
government are all the stock-
in-trade and theoretical [unda-
menlals of the philosophy espo-
nsed by totalitarian fascist regi-
mes, .. This extraordinary ‘bea-
con of liberalism® hoosted by
bourgeois propaganda on closer
examination turng out to be an
ordinary unoriginal exponent of
anthoritarian ideas. Once power
i= given Lo the sort of people por-
traved and feted by Solzhenitsyn,
rivers of blood will flow. The
author is far to the right of bo-
urgeois democeracy. .. He is stea-
dily supported and sustained for
olvious reasons. After all, why
cin't the international  bourgeo-
isic. using dictatorial regimes in
its struggle against the world re-
volutionary process, pul to work
an  ideologist, even il he es
pouses totalitarianism?™"*

Why not, indeed. The latter-
dayv anti-communist erusaders be-
lieve that their aims justifly any
means,

HIS CREDENTIALS—
ANTI-COMMUNISM AND HATRED OF
THE USSR

Solzhenitsyn's extremely reac-
Lionary revelations bewildered le-
alling  politicians in the WesL
Newsweek reports  that in dis-
cussing  Solzhenitsyn’s  political
views with Nixon, the then Us
President, Sccretary of  Slale
Kissinger, historian by profess-

' Otechestven front, June 11, 1974
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jon. mnoted that  Solzhenitsyn
stoodl to “the right of the tsars™.
And Le had ample reason lo say
50.

The world in the opinion of
the “prophet”™ and “great moral-
ist” must be purged from the
curse of communism. And the ca-
pitalist West should undertake
this liberatory mission. Solzhe-
nitsvn treated British televiewers
to this stuff in 1976, A series of
hi= televized appearances  was
also arcanged then in France and
Spain. Blanco y negro, a popular
Spanish periodical, described the
reaction lo these discourses as
fullows: “His speeches exasperat-
o the extreme left and exulted
the right™. * Among other things,
Solzhenitsyn extolled Franeoism
which, allegedly, “brought abso-
lute freedom to the Spanish pe-
ople”™. The public’s closer acqua-
intance with this “preacher” and
“thinker” failed to produce the
effect the sponsors of his Euro-
pean tour expected. Most people
were clearly disappointed.

The CIA transferred him to
the reserve for a time. The “writ-
er’" settled in the state of Ver-
mont and led a  solitary life

——e————

¢ Blanco y negro, March 27, 1976.

awhile. But in the early 1950s,
when another anti-Soviel campa-
ign was mounted, Solzhenitsyn
was given his customary and
filting role.

His  eredentials—anti-Soviet-
ism, hatred of the USSR, a desi-
re 1o see the socialist system un-
dermined internally and interna-
tionally —have lost none of their
validity for the imperialist [ore-
es. In an article published in the
US Foreign Affairs journal he
again urges the \West to serap
detente, join forces with the
enemies of soeialism within the
socialist community and try and
end socialism by any means in-
cluding military, as “it is im-
possible to coexist with commun-
ism on the same planet.”

However, loday. fewer and
fewer people in the West heed
the calls of this man whose
vision of the world’s present and
future is distorted and who has
discredited himself by his unba-
lanced character and extremely
reactionary views.

From N. Yakovlev's book The CIA
Versus the USSR, Moscow, 1983
(in Russian)



GLOBAL PROBLEMS OF OUR TIME

THE FUTURE OF MANKIND
IN THE LIGHT OF GLOBAL
PROBLEMS

The world is on the threshold of the third millen-
nium A.D. What will this age be like? This ques-
tion is increasingly stirring man’s imagination.

TWO APPROACHES

Marxist-Leninist teachings on communist sociely ori-
ginated as the embodiment of mankind's dreams about a
radiant future. Yet these teachings are in no way ulopian.
Communists are not given to inventing myths with a view
o saving or solacing mankind: much less are they in-
clined to make up threatening or apocalyptic ones. They
scientifically discover the objective Jaws and motive forces
of the historical process and indicale its perspective-com-
munism as a future historically inevitable and desirable
for all peoples. And the main thing is that Communists,
relying upon the reallife conditions of our day and draw-
ing upon mankind’s development experience which they
view as a law-governed natural historical process, the-
oretically explore the paths leading to the future and
franslate  them into  the practice of existing socialism
eventually growing inlo communism.

On the other hand. today there is no dearth of diverse
futurological schemes within the framework of bourgeois-
reformist thought. In many capitalist countries, primarily
in the USA, countless scientific centres have been set up
with the sole purpose of making forecasts for the fore-
seeable future.

The future has thus become an object of special at-
tention by both scholars and practical workers. One might
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say that it is now a central problem around which the
contemporary world-wide battle of ideas is being fought,
and socialism and capitalism compete in the field of social
theory.

One must admit that, in their theories about the future,
bourgeois scholars have put forward quite a few interest-
ing ideas and specific proposals. This, in parlicular, ap-
plies to the Club of Rome, an international association for
the study of global problems, established in 1968, How-
ever, the works of bourgeois scholars conlain no acceplable
concepts of a general nalure, no logical, intrinsically non-
contradictory concepts about the prospects of social devel-
opment. The reasons for this are generally objective—not
subjective. Although quite a few talented people know-
ledgeable in many fields are to be found among the bour-
geois authors, their ideological and methodological guide-
lines prevent them f[rom elaborating scientifically valid
concepts about mankind's future.

The authors of [uturological schemes assume that
capitalist society, providing their living and working con-
ditions, should continue indefinitely. Consequently, for
them, the framework of the future is artificially restricted,
and its social parameters are identified, in some form or
other, with the capitalist ones.

True, tangible changes have taken place in this sphere
in the past few decades. Today, a growing number of
opponents of the idea of preserving capitalism unchanged
have been emerging among Western futurologists. They
believe that in order to save capitalism, certain radical
reforms must be carried out, without, naturally, under-
mining its foundalions.

Today in the West there are also proponents of a
social compromise, of a middle course between capitalism
and socialism. These ideas have nol been given any serious
theoretical substantiation, much less practical confirmation.
Nevertheless, such convergence-type projects abound and
the sphere of their application has somewhal increased,
for instance, in examining global problems and in seeking
solutions to them.

Incidentally, the ideas of a compromise belween the
lwo systems are also current within the labour movement.
Thus, since its inceplion, Right-Wing Social Democracy
has visualized the historical perspeclive as a [usion of
capitalism and socialism. Such ideas crop up in some
communist parties, too.



How can one dovetail the socialist perspective (that is,
if genuine socialism is meant, a society without exploita-
tion and oppression, a system of social equality and free-
dom, and of true democracy, and not plutocracy) with the
preservation of private ownership of the basic means of
production, of the political forces of reaction and their
organizational structure? For this is precisely how sundry
ideologists of a “third way"™ =see the socialist perspective.

The communist, i.e., the proletarian class approach to
the problems of our future. has nothing in common with
attemplts to reconcile socialism with capitalism. The victory
of socialism is not the perpetuation of any social or econ-
omic relations existing today, but the removal of all social
barriers in the path of mankind’s progress. The working
class itself, emerging victorious in the struggle against
capitalism, does nol strive to perpetuate ils own domin-
ance. On the contrary, it believes its historical mission
is to build a classless society in which the very notion
of dominance will only be found in history books.

In other words, the communist concept of the future
is dynamiec, placing no limits on the development of so-
ciety. save those arising through necessity and understood
as an ohjective law, The authors of the concepts of the
future put forth in the capitalist world seek, consciously
or unconscionsly, to prevent the downfall of the capitalist
system based on private property to preserve the past,
mankind’s vestervear.

The fundamental difference of these two sociallv-deter-
mined approaches is clearly manifest in the respective
positions with regard to scientific and technolarical pro-
gress, ifs consequences.

FUTUROLOGISTS' ILLUSIONS AND MISCALCULATIONS

Science and technology today have a substantial in-
fluence upon man’s life, conscionsness and emotions.
They have transformed our nolions about the world ani
ourselves. However, science and technology have not only
opened up new horizons and directions for man’s activily,
but have also given rise to a host of complex social prob-
lems and sharply posed the issue of man's future. These
problems are truly global and, so, they require to be
resolved on a global scale (e.g. the threat of a world ther-
monuclear war, environmental pollution, the problem of
energy, raw materials and food supplies against a back-
ground of the population explosion, the mounting threat
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of negative genetic and psyehie changes, human health in
general, ete.).

Thus, there has cmerged a new social and eultural
cnvironment in which the problems affecting the future
of mankind are posed and resolved. Not only the improve-
ment of the conditions of man’s existence is often at issue;
man’s very survival in the coming decades is in doubt
Are we justified in posing the question thus? Or is this
a dramaltization?

Marxists have provided scientifie answers to all these
questions taking into account the new sitnation and the
importance of resolving all global problems within the
context. of overall social transformations in the direction
of socialism and communism. On the other hand, they
further emphasize the need for these transformations which
are consonant with the fundamental principles of scientific
communism and the Marxist coneept of the future.

These principles lie at the bhasis of the real movement
of a  signilicant  section of mankind living in socialist
conntries for a communist future and they allow projects
which do not correspond Lo such a concept of the fulure
1o be critically assessed.

Bourgeois-reformist  fulurological  econcepls  envision
scientific and technological progress in a different way.
Thus, it is often pictured as a panacea against all ills,
a magical remedy allegedly giving capitalism “a new lease
ol life" and fresh hopes for the Tature. Or else it is de-
picted as a “demon’ threatening mankind with destruction
and inflicting all sorts of woes and troubles on it

For all their seeming differences these futurological
projects pursue the same social and ideological goal. There
i= a certain logic in a particular project being advanced
al a given moment, in it being offered an alternative
which, in fact, is only designed to supplement it. This
logic makes it plain, in particular, why the concepts of
“technocratic”™ optimism, turning scientific and technical
progress into the sole source of general progress, so easily
coexist in the West with “disenchantment with progress”,
“lechnological pessimism™ and abstract ideas of “humaniz-
ing science™,

They all have the same aim of proving that scientific
and lechnological progress confronts mankind, irrespective
of the existing social systems, with the problem of survival,
which obliterates  the fundamental distinetions between
capitalism and socialism.

In their projects of future world development, the Club



of Rome members assnme stands which have much in
common but are not identical.

The Marxist consensus is that the most serious short-
coming of these projects is their non-class approach Lo
global problems, divorcing them from the socio-economic,
political and ideological aspects. Consequently, the search
for solutions to these problems is largely utopian. True,
in some of the latest  papers delivered at the Club
of Rome sessions the problems of the fulure are viewed
more  realistically.  However,  they oo equale the
capitalist and socialist countries, thereby distorling social
reality. In a special project entitled “Food for a Doubling
World Population™, project leader A, Linnemann of the
Netherlands divided the world into three groups of coun-
tries, namely: those with [free-market economies (capilal-
ist), those with centrally-planned cconomies (soeialist)
and developing countries, plus len regions roughly eoin-
ciding with the classification proposed by M. Mesarovic
and E. Pestel in their carlier models.

Similar ideas are voiced in the UN-commissioned
study, “The Fuoture of the World Economy™ (1976),
carried out by W. Leontiel (USA), a Nobel Prize winner,
and his co-authors. The concept at the basis ol the project
is more realistic. The proposed global world economy
model comprises 15 world regions (three of them eneom-
passing Lhe socialist countries). The authors admit that
socialism  has so far ensured cconomic development at
rates  exceeding  capitalism’s  economic development and
stress that the new social system will retain its lead in
the yvears ahead. Socialism’s share in world production will
continue to increase, the aunthors note. Nevertheless, the
economic and organizational measures proposed for either
bridging or substantially closing the gap between the de-
veloped and developing countries are set forth outside the
socio-political context. It is not clear which class forces
would implement the authors’ plans [or coping with world
development problems.

The same is true of the project proposed by the D. Ga-
bor group (co-authors U, Colombo, A. King and R. Galli)
under the auspices of the Club of Rome, and which was
published in the book “Beyond the Age of Waste” (1976).
The authors see the possibility of overcoming the ineffici-
ent and irrational utilization of the planet’s natural resour-
ces in adopting an economical and judicious system of
their management, In their view, science and technology
today can provide mankind with energy, raw materials
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and food in quantities sufficient for its vital activity
(considering the projected population growth). D. Gabor
and his co-uuthors come closer to the heart of the
matter than many other Weslern scholars, They nole
that the difficulties  here do not derive from science
and technology. What is needed is for certain nalional
states  and  mankind as  a  whole 0 produce the
appropriate political and social goals. institutions and
mechanisms which would assure the ulilization of scien-
tific and technical achievements Tor harmonious social
development, It is precisely the lailings of the social
institutions and socio-economic mechanisms that, in the
authors” opinion, lead to an unacceptable squandering of
the planet’s natural, material and human resources.

What is meanlt here by the failings of the =ocial
institutions? One of the causes of the squandering is, ac-
cording to the projecl, overemphasis upon economic in-
centives, resulting in the unlimited consumptlion growth
but doing little to promole social progress and the har-
monious development of society and the individual. Rejec-
tion of the course for wastefulness and the switchover
to more balanced socio-economic development presuppose
a radical restructuring of both nalional and inlernational
institutions, improvements in the systems of decision-
making and management ol material and human resources,
and also drastic changes in lifestyles, and a revision of
socio-political goals and priorities. The very system of
social values should bhe changed eventually,

Obviously, the authors note, although in passing, the
role of socio-economic factors in dealing with the global
problems of the present and the future. The main stress,
however, is laid upon the need to change “human quality”,
i.e., the derivative goals which cannol be altained without
fundamental socio-economic transformations.

IDEALISTIC RECIPES

This came through clearly in the fifth report to the
Club of Rome, entitled “Goals for Mankind”, submitted
by an international research team under the guidance
of E. Laszlo (USA) in 1977.

This study is based on the resulls of sociological
surveys involving different population strala in a number
of countries; it also included an examination of govern-
ment documents and an analysis of ideological, political
and economic platforms of the main contemporary social



movements, ele. Basic to the study are the authors’ ideas
of the “inner limits of global development”, “a world
solidarity revolution™ the accomplishment of which is said
to be “a great imperative ol our time".

History shows, it is further stated in the report, that
revolutions in the ideological sphere served as powerful
catalysts for human aclivity. The process of “revolution
in conlemporary consciousness” stimulated by the develop-
ment of communications and techmology is regarded as
a point of departure for solving global problems. The
authors believe that the development of new forms of
consciousness, such as  the realization of the need to
control population growth, sparing use of non-renewable
natural resources, ele., might provide the basis for the
development of a new. inlegral, truly universal human
CONSCIONSNESS,

A “new world order”™ corresponding to this programme
should arise with the emergence of new humanistic stan-
dards which will become the norm in all major spheres
ol state aclivity. This conclusion is based on an analysis
of the “great religions™ (Christianity, Islam, Buddhism,
the Chinese religious tradition—Confucianism and Taoism,
Judaism and some African tribal religions), and, also, of
the leading contemporary philosophical and ideological
systems, namely: liberal democracy, Marxist communism
and  “alternatlive cultures”, which are described in the
report as a reaction to both “underdevelopment” aud “over-
development”, to the dehumanizing consequences of scien-
tific and technical progress, alienation and the like. In
other words, we have a clear case of the idealistic ap-
proach which divorces the ideological, political, moral, ani
other supersiructures ol society from its socio-economic
hase and ignores the necessily of fundamentally changing
the entire system ol social relations to achieve real social
rogress.

Some considerations sct out by Aurelio Peccei, Presi-
dent of the Club of Rome, in his book “The Human
Quality™ (1977) merit attention.

Peccei believes that “the real problem of the human
race” al this stage of ils evolulion is that its cultural
development is out ol step with the times; consequently,
the huoman race cannot fully adjust to the realities it
itsell  ereated. In the author’s words the whole matter
boils down to the “human quality™ and to the possible
ways of improving it. It is only through the proper deve-
lopment of the “human quality” and of man’s abilities

39



world-wide, that our material civilized  world can be
changed and its immense potential used Tor the good of
man. He adds that what he means is nol the cultivation
of some elitist stratiom but of mankind as a whole.

“New humanism™ is proclaimed to be an instrument
for ineulcaling this “human quality™: it is called npon
to restore harmony between man amd oature, bring aboul
a “human revolution™ aund engender new values  cultural,
philosophical, ethical, social, cle.

The humanistic flavour of the ideas expounded by
A. Peccei and by other Western scholars, is beyond gques-
tion. But how can they benelit mankind? The Tacl that
these proposals are nol rooled in socio-economic realilies
detracts Trom their practical value. For instance, who will
regulate  the  atilization  of natural resources and how
(Peceei’s First Task)? Should the monopolies tackle it
there can be no question of any harmonious development,
similar questions can be posed in respect of other “lagks”
formulated by Peccei, He, for his part, does not raise such
points,

Unfortunately, in the lalest reporls Lo the Club of
Rome this kind of worealistic approach, ignoring the fun-
damental  distinelions  belween socialism  and  capitalism,
has been much oo evident. Tn some instances it is patent-
Iy anti-communist, Under the pressure of the international
situation, aggravated by the actlivities of imperialism,
primarily US imperialism, the Club of Home leaders have
adopted, on a number of issues, positions which not only
betray their social narrow-mindedness but also represent
direct allacks on socialism, the Soviet system, ele,

One example ol this is the report to the Club of Nome,
<ubmitted by bourgeois economist Gavrilishin, (1930).

In the preface the author substantiates the need to
tackle the questions of society’s effective funclioning, with
elfectiveness being deseribed as a result of the interaction
of the following three factors: the system of values of a
particular society; the forms of ils political government,
and its economic system.

In dealing with the systems of values basic to different
social systems, Gavrilishin  singles out three principal
groups: individualistic compelition, cooperation and equa-
lity. Speaking of the other factors, the author further
singles out three main groups of forms of government
and economic systems. Significantly, Gavrilishin does
not altach deeisive importance lo any one factor; he stres-



ses that “only their interaction determines the effective-
ness of any particular soeial system™.

This thesis is elaborated on in subsequent chapters,
especially - where the author enunciates the concepl em-
phasizing the need to evolve a certain universal “world
order™ wder which, the author helieves, mankind will be
able to cope with the existing problems and with those
which are sure to arise in lthe [ulure,

Lo Ceavrilishin's view, particular states” renuneiation of
their worship of sovereignly in favour of a convergence
ol societies should be basie to the projected “world order™.
In connection with this he expresses some sober aml well-
founded views (e urges the need to halt the arms race,
establish normal cooperation between different social sys-
tems, ¢te). But most often he puls forward considerations
which are nothing other than meddling in the internal
affair=s o states, including attempls to change their exist-
ing svstems, Specifically, where the USSR is concerned,
the author calls for “modifying™ the Soviet political and
economic system. The anthor also deems il necessary o
“restrueture’” the social systems of some other countries in
order to establish his brand of “world order™.

Obviously, there is no need to prove that such an ap-
proach is unaceeptable, and that any attempls to throst il
upon mankind can only do harm.

Typically, the attempts o make an absolute of the
lman nature Yaclor, accompanied by ulopian schemes in
the social sphere coexist, in the activities of the Club of
Rome.  with  technoeratic  cancepts,  although  sometimes
crucially important processes ol the development of con-
temporary  civilization are singled ont within the frame-
work of this false world view.

One example of this is a reeent report to the Club of
Rome entitled  “Microolectronies amd  Sociely: For Better
or Tor Warse™, The report aims to elueidate the prospects
and problems and (o enlighten the public at large on whalt
the development of microclectronies can mean to it. There-
by an inlormed public discussion is stimuolated of the kind
ol strategy needed (o ensure that new technologies are put
to the good of mankind, and not to its detriment.

A< Jar the prospeels  of the wide-scale adoption of
microclectronies,  the authors claim thal, assuming that
the world’s Tuture can be envisioned against the hack-
ground ol the infloence of technology and microelectronies
on the development of its different regions, together with
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other important trends, it is safe to say that we are
embarking upon a period of profound transitional proces-
ses. This period will possibly last 3050 vears before
culminating in a totally different type of warld society,
much more populous, with new values, new political and
administrative structures, new forms of institutional be-
haviour, with a technical base substantially different from
today's, a base which will decisively influence the lifestyle
and culture of countries. The authors indicate three prin-
cipal factors among the causes of such a transition: popu-
lation growth: the need for a more or less complete
renewal of the planet’s system of energy production: the
impact of new technologies, especially those based on
microelectronices.

The authors are justified in their belief that the car-
dinal social changes resulting from the wide-scale adoption
of microelectronics will call for radical measures for con-
trolling and regulating these processes. Having arrived at
this conclusion, they do not, however, specifically differen-
tiate the existing social systems, nor do they identity the
ability (or inability) of these systems to develop the
positive and neutralize the negative social consequences
of the development of microelectronics. But some of the
authors”  conclusions and  observalions are interesting,
thonght-provoking and require philosophical generaliza-
linns.

The authors note that in our civilization, based as il
is upon technology, there are those who understand its
nature and how it functions and those who simply use it
“pushing buttons™. Following the large-scale introduction
of electronics conflicts may arise between the kuowledge-
able minority and the ignorant majority. This may lead
to the emergence of a new lechnoeratic elite. The authors
believe that such an extremely undesirable thing can bhe
avoided. Therefore, such an eventuality must he foreseen
and precluded.

Here, we again encounter a biassed socio-political posi-
lion equating socialism with ecapitalism. The wrongness
of this is patently obvious, especially when the authors
toneh upon the question of employment in connection with
the expected development of mieroelectronics. Allowing for
the authors’ biassed views, one should also consider many
of their interesting observations concerning the develop-
ment of edocation, the meaning of human life in
a robotized society, etc.



FOR THE SAKE OF MAN AND HIS FUTURE

The debates between Marxists and bhourgeois idealogists
as o the shape of things to come are nol anyvthing new,
They raged back in the last century and in early Lhis one.
Bul then the Marxist views were theory, largely uncon-
firmed because socialism did not yet exist. In our day,
Marxist-Leninist teachings about socialism and  commun-
ismas the future of mankind are borne out by the social
pracltice of the new world. Today, although socialisin has
far from fully realized its potential, it implements, both
on the seale of individual countries and within the frame-
work of inlerstale cooperation, a growing range of measu-
res designed to overcome the problems facing mankind.
One example of its approach to solving cardinal global
problems is the cooperation between socialist countries in
satisfying Lheir energy requiremenls.

Each of the socialist countries takes greal pains to
protect and rationally ulilize its land and mineral wealth,
water, plant and animal resources, to keep its waters and
air pollution-free, to ensure the reproduction of its natural
wealth and ameliorate the natural environment.

Marxists-Leninists are convinced that now, despite all
kinds of difficulties, there are real possibilities for making
steaddy progress in solving global problems, through the me-
dinm of international cooperation. Positive results  have
indeed been achieved here, especially in the 70s.

The West's tendency to hold back this progressive
process has become particularly evident of late. Scientifie
and technical contacts between the Soviet Union and other
socialist countries on the one hand, and the UsA and
other capitalist countries on the other, are heing hroken
off under various pretexts and a virulenl anti-Soviet and
anti-communist  political  and  propaganda  campaign is
being waged. Obvionsly, this does nolt promote the cause
of peace and progress, let alone the settlement of global
problems. For it is nol only the socialist countries that
have a vested interest in scientific and technical coopera-
tion. Acknowledgement of the need for international eoope-
ration  reflects  the realism of the Communists” general
position and conerele policies, their hoamanism. which is
totally divorced from ntopianism and geared to practical
action to solve the pressing problems of our day and age
for the good of man and his future.

From the book Problems of Peace and Social Progress in

Contemporary Philosophy,
Moscow Politizdat, 1983 (in Russian) *
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SECURITY THROUGH
ARMAMENT BUILD-UP?

A Wise Warning by Erhard Eppler

Frhavd Eppler is a noted political hgure in the FRG,
member ol the Presidiom ol the SPD Board, a deputy
of the Bundestag for several vears, He wrole a number of
Looks on prablems of foreign poliey  awmd  international
relations. sinee the adoption of the NATO's double-track
decision Eppler has apposed the deployment of the new
US nuelear missiles in the FRG. Ilis new book ' put on
the I'RG book markel at the height ol the debate aronmd
the attitude of West German Social Democracy lowards
the =iting of the new US missiles in Europe has had
considerable  repercussions i the  political and  public
cireles ol the FRG. It deals wilh the nrgent problems
pertaining to the struggle for peace amd contains a wealth
ol Tacts on the missile issue. The anthor analyvzes the
changes in Us strategy o the late 18970 and the carly
1980« and lays mueh stress upon the Buoromissile issue
which  ocenpies a special place in this stralegy. Giving
numerons gquotes and excerpts Trom oflicial sources Eppler
incontrovertibly proves that the striving of the present Us
leadership for military superiorily poses a grave theeal to
peace amd pushes mankind towards the brink of danger.

With the emoergence of Lhe latest means ol warfare,
Eppler writes, the states” conceplion of their secnrity and
the means of safeguarding il has nndergone a Tundamental
change. In the fiest hall of the twenlicth century  the
country [elt seeure in the knowledge that il it were al-

! E. Eppler. Die todliche Utopic der Sicherheit. Rowohlt Verlag
CmbH. Reinbek bei Hamburg, 1983,



tacked ils armed forees could repel the aggressor, ie. that
the task ol safeguarding ils securily lay primarily in
defending  its borders. Bub during  the years of World
War 11 this customary concept of securily was no longer
valid  beeause  airforce  strikes  and  bombing  of  largels
behind the lines destroyed what the Tront was called npon
to defend (page 24). The development of nuelear missile
weapons, stresses Eppler, pat an end to the process which
wis  just beginning 1o emerge: defence in the elassical
meaning of the word is out of date, at least in Europe.
The concepl ol deterrence has replaced  the eoncepl ol
defence. (Ibid.).

This means, the author continnes, that every side secks
ils own security by crealing amd building up a theeat for
the opposing side. This being so, each side feels that the
grealer the threal it is capable of creating for the potential
enemy the greater ils own security, Paradoxically, in the
nueclear epoch offensive weapons furnish the hasis ol the
counlry’s defences while purely defensive capabilities are
very limited, and the main principle of deterrence is one
of intimidating retaliation, meaning the capability of every
side to deliver a devastating retaliatory strike,

Coneluding, in the carly 19705, the SALT-1 Treaty amd
the Treaty on the limitation of anti-ballistic missile sys-
tems, the author notes, the USSR and the UsA thereby
acknowledged  the military-strategic parity  hetween  them
and between the Warsaw Treaty Organization (WTO) and
NATO that had evolved by then. This parity lettered, to
a certain extent, the frecdom of action of the Us ruling
circles in the intlernational arena. It was precisely this
fact, Eppler points oul, that did not suit the influential
ultra-conservative quarters in the USA which did not wish
to tolerate a stale ol affairs when America could not acet
as il saw [t in crisis siluations. These quarters not only
siuceceded in preventing the SALT-2Z Trealy from ralilica-
tion but, moreover. installed in the Presidential oftice their
man who openly proclaimed the goal of restoring America’s
lost military superiority.

Eppler convincingly proves that  Washington intends
pursuing a “positive loreign poliey™ which is interpreted
to mean military superiority that may be freely used to
exerl, al least,  political  pressure apon other countries
(page 39). To this end. the White House strives at all
costs Lo preserve the threat of nuelear war as parl ol ils
foreign poliey arsenal. People in Washington believe, the
anthor writes, thal nuclear weapons even il available in



quantities  sufficient for an “overkill”™ of mankiml are
useless politically if you ecannot wage a war with them.
But then a war which is impossible to wage is no good
as a threat o other countries. Hence the conclusion that
it is necessary to search for ways that would enable the
USA Lo use nuelear weapons as an instrument of pressare
and, simultaneonsly. reduce to nonght the threat of a
nuclear attack upon the USA,

Eppler does not confine himsell to the criticism of the
Heagan Administration, He points out that Reagan conld
not  have put  forward his present-day super-armament
progeamme il his predecessors had not conducted vigorous
military preparations destabilizing the international situa-
tion. The arms build-up by the USA is inseparably linked,
as noted in the Prague Political Declaration of the Warsaw
Treaty Member States, with an escalation of the stralegic
concepls and doetrines, such as the “hest incapacitating
nuclear strike”. a “limited nuclear war™, a “protracted
muelear conflict”, and the like. The greater accuracy and
the sharp inerease in the total number of warheads carried
by strategic delivery vehicles, Eppler emphasizes, are in-
dicative of Washington’s desire to secure the incapacilal-
ing first strike capability. Since the lirst hall of the seven-
ties, hie wriles, US strategisls have also been elaborating
the doctrine of a “limited nuclear war™ and the appro-
priate hardware has been developed for the implementa-
tion of this doetrine.

After the installation of Reagan's crew, the author
writes, the military superiority line in the United States
was spelled oul in every detail. The US military and
political leadership have now begun to interpret their de-
terrence theory as the necessity to demonstrate o the
world a US capability to wage a nuclear war and win it

Blinded by a utopian idea of “absolute security”,
Eppler writes further, Washington violates existing lreaties
and agreements and spreads the arms race to new fields
and spheres. This is a mortally dangerous utopia, the
author stresses, and above all it threatens those who have
blind faith in it. No method of destroying oneself and
others is more effective than by trying to achieve perfect
security through the arms build-up. This is the key note
of Eppler's book.

The author notes thalt in ils plans for achieving
strategic superiority over the USSR, Washington assigns
a foremost role to the new missiles to be installed in oa
number of  Euwropean countries. (Their deployment has



already begun—Ed.)). The US encourages NATO's rear-
mament nol to enhance European security but secure ils
own freedom of action in the region. These missiles de-
ployed in close proximity to the Soviet Union with its
strategic targets in their sights, reveal the true meaning
of the new US strategy with the utmost clarity: to develop
the capability for winning a nuclear war so as to attain
I's objectives by threatening to unleash such a war with-
oul actually doing so (page 74).

In Eppler's opinion. the thesis whereby the deployment
of the Pershing-2 and Cruise missiles in Western Europe
is an answer o the threat allegedly posed by the Soviet
S5-200 missiles  is absolutely false. That medivm-range
missiles were being deploved in the Western part of the
Soviet Union in the late 1950s and in the early 1960s
was well-known in the FRG at the time. This fact did
not however worry the Americans or the West Germans,
AL any rate, Eppler who was a Cabinet member in 1968-
1974 does not  remember a single government session
diseussing this threat, Not a single Chancellor, Kiesinger,
Brandt or Schmidt, ever thought it necessary to hring up
this subject before the Cabinel. Even the opposition re-
presented by the CDU/CSU coalition which at the time
of the 1972 pre-election struggles brandished the “Soviet
threat™ hogey in attemplts to prevent  the ratification of the
Eastern  aceords, didl not then =ay a word about these
missiles (page 76).

Eppler is certain and proves that the appearance ol
the S5-200 missiles did not pose any additional threat for
Western Europe. The author disputes the thesis that the
Pershing-2 and cruise missiles are equivalent to the Soviet
S5-200 missiles. Drawing upon vast material he highlights
the idea that the US Euromissiles are strategic weapons,
an instrument of blackmail against the USSR,

Eppler  recalls  that H. Schmidt, the former FRG
Chancellor, once advoeated a naval variant of rearmament
as a reply to the Soviel S8-20 missiles. This varianl en-
visaged the installation of cruise missiles aboard warships
in coastal watlers of the Atlantic and not in the densely-
populated West FEoropean states. Calling attention in this
connection lo the US plans to deploy over 2,500 sea-based
cruise missiles towards the oulsel of the 1990s, Eppler
stresses  the  faet  that the Europeans will receive the
Pershing-2 and Tomahawk missiles not as an alternative
to the sea-based missiles, as was planned earlier, but in
addition to them. This “addition™ of several hundred mis-



siles is meant, according o Washington’s scheme not so
much o protect the West Huropean conntries as to further
tiec them down to the USA politically (page 84). VFppler
noles,

Eppler writes that by adopting the “double-track deci-
sion’” in 1979 the West Europeans fatally miscalenlated.
They believed that it would force the Soviet Union to
engage in negoliations and they regavded the deployment
ol US systems first of all as a means ol pulling pressore
upon  the Soviet Union which, they hoped, waould foree
it to reduee the number of its Euromissiles. However, the
Furopeans lost sight of the fact, Eppler writes. (hat for
the UsA NATO's decision on rearmament was nol a
“double-track™ one. For them the deplovment ol missiles
was @ loregone conclusion right from the start. But while
the development of the new systems was being completed
the Americans agreed, o quote Eppler, “lo spend  some
Lime at the negotiating table in Geneva” (page 31).

All this time, the anthor continues, the negoliations
served Lthe USA as a screen behind which it unswervingly
laid the grounds for deploying its new nuclear systems in
Europe. Proposing the zero option and then the interim
variant in Geneva, the USA knew the USSRKR o coulid not
accept either and, thus, was deliberately playing lor lime.

It should be noted that some of the forecasts made
by  Eppler. eg. that Washington's policy of blackmail
designed 1o wreek the negotiations in Geneva had no
future, have come troe. But so have Lppler's worst fears:
the governments of Great Britain, the FRG and ltaly have
pushed through their parliaments the decision which makes
Western Euarope the Pentagon’s nuclear missile launching
site. Eppler writes that the FRG would be wiped off the
face of the world in the event of a limited nnelear war
(page 92). Now Lhat the deplovment of the Us nuclear
missiles has started these words are acquiring a special
meaning for the author’s compatriots.

Ivan BORISOV

New Books on Social Sciences Published Abroad,
Moscow, Progress Publishers, No. 2, 1984 *
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