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PROBLEMS OF WAR AND PEACE

“LIMITED NUCLEAR WAR"—
A GLOBAL SUICIDE STRATEGY

by Vadim KORTUNOV

The “limited nuclear war” doctrine occupies a
special place amongst the numerous military theo-
ries widely current in the USA. US slrategists work
overtime to impress upon the peoples the idea that
nuclear war is mnol only permissible but also
inevitable and natural. US propaganda plays down
the real danger posed by the nuclear catastrophe,
its scale and aftermath, and tries to convince the
public that the “limited nuclear war” is not fatal,
as some people predict.

“FIRST STRIKE” STRATEGY

The “limited nuelear war” doclrine reflects the striv-
ing of the aggressive circles of American imperialism to
efface at all costs the borderline separating convenlional
and nuclear wars and make nuclear blackmail a perma-
nent factor of their foreign policy. It is alleged that the
scope and outcome of a nuclear conflict can be controlled
either by means of different military doctrines or through
the use of special types ol weapons. In realily, any aggres-
sive doctrine inevitably requires further refinement of
arms. The arms, for their part, lead to modifications in
the military doctrine, adding to its adventurism. The two
factors inevitably enhance and stimulate each other.

Washington’s military concepls, including those of
“massive retaliation”, “flexible response”, “realistic deter-

@® V. KORTUNOV, DSc. (History), is an authority on international
relations and author of the books Ideology and Policy (Moscow, Polit-
izdat, 1974), Communism and Anti-Communism in the Contemporary
World, (Moscow, Politizdat, 1978), etc.



rent” and “direct confrontation™ all have a clearly inten-
sified anti-Soviel thrust and pose the mounting threat of
hegemonistic encroachments upon osher countrics and peo-
ples. The escalation of US aggressiveness is accompanied
by a feverish development of ever more destructive wea-
pons of all types. and of various delivery vehicles.

The Pentagon war hawks claim that the greater the di-
versity of the weaponry in the arsenals of the armed for-
ces, the wider the scope for selecting weaponry and defin-
ing the character of nuclear war. They harp on the idea
that nuclear weapons are hardly different from conventio-
nal ones and that their nse is quite permissible both in a
global and a limited war.

It is important to note that while putting forward its
“limited nuclear war doctrine”™ the USA never once stopp-
ed its preparations for a global war always according pre-
cedence to the development of lirst-strike weapons. Henee,
it is clear that the “limited nuclear war” is viewed by 'S
strategists as an intermediate stage. A large-scale clash
with the employment of nuclear missiles and. indeed. all
weapons of mass destruction, is not excluded at all bul
for the time being is regarded as a “standby™ and a means
of pressurizing the enemy.

Towards the close of his term in the White House in
1980, President J. Carler issued Presidential Directive 59.
It contained a number of new elements. For instance, it
expressly oriented the armed forces towards launching the
first disarming attack with the use of not only stralegic
bul also Eurostrategic weapons, i.e., the US medium-range
missiles sited in Western Europe.

In keeping with this document the “limited nuclear
war” scenario envisioned the delivery of a surprise strike
by the strategic offensive forces with the main aim of wip-
ing out the potential enemy’s strategic nuclear and other
capability, of making a retaliatory attack or, failing that,
diminishing its strength to the minimnm. There is no
doubt thal the stake is put on a first-strike altack.

To achieve the projected goals it is. naturally, necessa-
ry to have the appropriate capability. For this the nuclear
arsenal for waging a global war is not sunilable. The deve-
lopment of first-strike weapons began in the USA as early
as the first half of the 1970s, in step with the theoretical
elaboration of the “limited nuclear war™ concepl. These
efforts were further intensified in the second half of the
1970s. The Reagan Administration gave them truly unpre-
cedented scope. Special attention is being given to such



systems as the MX intercontinental strategic missile, 'Iri-
dent-2, the new MK-12a warhead whose yield and accuracy
are double that of the phased-out MK-12 warhead, and the
cruise missiles. These systems and also the Pershing mis-
siles deployed in Lurope are all first-strike weapons.

The buildup of this “counterforce’” capability, as it is
dubbed in the USA, is depicted by US military experts
as a way, found at long last, of breaking out of the nuc-
lear parity “deadlock™, as a possibility of using nuclear
war as an instrnment for solving political problems. It is
claimed that the damage to be inflicted by a “counterfor-
ce’ war will not be that great because wilitary facilities
alone will be destroyed while cities and other population
centres will be spared. Consequently, these experts hold,
the loss of life will not be excessive.

But this can only deceive those who want to be deceiv-
ed. Most specialists agree that even in the evenl of a nuc-
lear duel being conducted with the ulmost accuracy and
confined to military targets, millions of people would still
be killed, vast sectors of civilian life would be disrupted
while the radiation effects would be catastrophic.

The main thing is that there are no guarantees thal a
nuclear war can be kept within cerlain limits. On the con-
trary, there is every reason for believing that nuclear wea-
pons so unlimited in their destructive force exelude a “li-
mited” war. Unlimited in their destructive foree, in the de-
livery means, and in their unpredictable aftereffects, nuc-
lear weapons develop their own logic incompatible with the
concepts of moderation and rationality. In this sense, they
represent a kind of crowning point in the long evolution
ol the armed forces and war itself as a social phenomenon,
i the evolution of war from the times wlhen il was more
or less controllable to the present time when it is absolu-
tely beyond control.

Iu this epoch of nuclear missiles when war can engulf
the earth, the seas, the air and ouler space. when a nue-
lear strike can be delivered from any poizt on land, in
the world ocean or in the stratosphere against any largel
wherever it is, when the entire globe can become the
theatre of combal operations, with cleclronic computers
replacing humans at the panels controlling war operations,
wan can totally lose control over destructive weapons,

In the face of these factors we would wssume the in-
credible  to  believe in  the possibility  of a “limited
nuclear war”, To convince ourselves that the means of
destruction which people were unable to keep confined in



the arsenals might, in some mysterious way, be controll-
ed on the batllefields, with the world in chaos, is the
height of absurdity. It is a wild hope that political lea-
ders who could not come to terms and avoid a war woulil,
all of a sudden, display common senze and prevent it from
spreading worldwide. Can there be a guarantee, for instan-
ce, that US imperialism will not cmploy even more power-
ful weapous on discovering that it is losing ils “counter-
force™ or “limited” war?

We should also bear in mind the following: the very idea
of a “minor”, “limited” nuclear war in any form, either
“lightning” or “protracted”, effaces the borderline between
conventional and nuclear war because il objectively lo-
wers Lthe “nuelear threshold™. The danger of a world cata-
strophe thereby becomes more real.

The contemporary variant of the counterforce stralegy
also reduces the “nuclear threshold™ for the illusion that
nuclear weapons can be effeetively used against the ene-
my’s military targets withoul heavy losses and can reduce
the possibility of a mass vetaliatory strike may only en-
conrage the aggressor,

It is impossible to keep nuelear war within any pre-
arranged limits. USSR Defence  Minister Dmitry Uslinov
noted in this connection: “Can one seriously  discuss  the
possibility of a limited nuelear war? It is clear to all and
evervone lhat the aggressor's actions will inevitably and
immediately incur a devastaling retaliatory blow from the
side subjected to aggression, Only absolutely irresponsible
peaple can elaim that nuelear war may be waged according
lo some rules worked oul in advance whereby nuclear mis-
siles should explode, “under a gentlemen’s agreement”, ex-
clusively over definite targets, without hitting the popula-
Lion™,

Allempling to camonflage the aggressive essence of (he
thesis on Lthe possibility of nuclear war, the US ruling cir-
cles interpret it as a delerrence concepl., The very idea
of “minor” or “limited” nuclear war obvionsly oversteps the
confines of deterrence. lls aggressive essence is exposed by
the Tact that it is an instrument of a first-strike and not
ol a retaliatory strike strategy. Not a single military expert
worthy of the name has any doubt that a first-strike
strategy, even if pursued with the use of a super-aceurate
and super-modern  “counterforce” capability, is senseless
from the military standpoint. It would be absurd to assume
that the side confronting the United States could agree



to some “rules of the game” suiting only the aggressor,
The first strike will incur a devastating counter-strike,

IMPERIAL AMBITIONS

It would be wrong to think that the advocates of a “li
mited nuclear war” in Washington ignore the obvious fact
that the hypothetical exchange of nuclear strikes (even if
we, for a momenl, assume this to be a “limited” wvariant
of the counterforce strategy) will be fatal for the USA,
This is precisely the main consideration behind the stre-
nuons efforts being made by the Reagan Administration to
save Lhe United States from being a battleground in the po-
tential nuclear war and fight it out in countries situated
far away, to have ils epicentre in Europe, or in the Indian
Ocean area, or in lhe Far llast, or elsewhere.

US strategists clearly give priority to Europe in this
respect, and for obvious reasons. On the European conti-
nent NATO and the Warsaw Trealy Organizalion, the two
most powerful military-political groupings, directly con-
front each other, and the demarcation lines between them
coincide with their respective national bhorders. The Pen-
tagon generals suppose, to all appearances, that it is from
this area that they could infliet the most telling blow npon
the Soviet Union and other socialist conntries.

Guided by this consideration, Washington has been try-
ing hard to place its latest strategic medium-range weapon
systems as close to the borders of the Soviet Union and
other socialist countries as possible. By deployving Persh-
ing-2 and Tomahawk missiles in the FRG and a number of
other West Furopean states the US seeks to alter the stra-
tegic situation on the European continent, to the detriment
of the Warsaw Trealy member stales.

Attempts are being made in the NATO cireles 1o make
believe that this “complementlary armament” decigion stems
from the need to modernize the nueclear arsenal of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization in the “LEuropean
theatre of war operations”, allegedly, in the face of the
military superiority of the Warsaw Treaty Organization
(WTO). This is a downright lie. By the eighties there had
developed rough parity in Furope belween NATO and the
WTO in the number of medinm-range weapons (about
1,000 units on each side). Therefore, the siting of new
Eurostrategic missiles purports to tilt the balance of for-
ces in Europe in favour of NATO.

The deployment of US ground-based high-accuracy nue-



lear weapons close (o the borders of the USSR and the
other European socialist countries means a drastic change
in the strategic situation in Europe. For it is one thing
to launch intercontinental strategic missiles from US ter-
ritory which can only reach their targets within 25 to 30
minutes permitting the other side to take retaliatory action,
and another — to launch missiles from Western Europe
which can reach their targets within 4 to 6 minutes. This,
the US strategists believe, deprives the potential enemy of
the possibility to retaliate. Thus, the placing of medium-
range nuclear missile weapons in Europe objeclively aims
at crealing in this region a first strike capability for a pre-
emptive attack which according to the Pentagon’'s designs
could force the USSR to accept the US capitulation terms
or else be the opening shot in a global nuclear war in
which the initiative of the first strike and the advantages
from it would be on the USA’s side.

The deployment of the new US nuclear missiles in Eu-
rope is billed as a “new defence concepl for Western Eu-
rope”. It means the ultimate development of NATO's Eu-
rostrategic nuclear forces. Together with the US “theatre™
nuclear forces (i.e., with the US forward-based nuclear sys-
tems deployed in close proximity to the Warsaw Treaty
states) and with its conventional weapons siled in Europe,
they are supposed to constitute NATO’s modernized “triad™
to be employed for waging a Europe-confined war.

Since the Soviet medinm-range missiles cannot reach
US territory while those of the US sited in Western Eu-
rope can hit the nerve centres of the Soviet Union (and so
should be regarded as stralegic weapons), the Pentagon
counts on achieving its global goals at the expense of its
European allies. In accordance with the “limiled war™ va-
riant confined to liurope, war operations are lo be con-
ducted without committing the US strategic nuclear forces,
i.e., in a way that would prevent a nuclear conflagration
spreading to the American continent.

In US specialist literature this is termed “redistribuo-
tion of risks” within NATO while mass propaganda pre-
sents this as “concern for the security of Western Europe™.
Actuated by these, seemingly purely altruistic considera-
tions the USA is showing truly boundless “generosity™. It
spares nothing for the sake of its allies and is ready to
thrust upon them more and more new-fangled weapons,
totally ignoring the will of the peoples.

In the name of West European “security” Washington
has obtained Bonn's, London’s and Rome's consent to de-
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ploy the new US medium-range missiles in their countries,
In the name ol West European “security”™ Washinglon in-
tends to equip NATO’s armed forces wilh neutron weapons.,
At the same Lime it contemplates the modernization of con-
venltional weapons so as o increase their fire power and
aceuracy.

Towards the close of 1982 these designs had cinerged
in the shape of the Rogers doctrine. (US general B Ro-
gers is NATO's Supreme Allied Commander in Europe).
The doctrine assumes the possibility of a protracted non-
nuelear war with the employment of conventional weapons
provided they arve thoronghly modernized, It does nol rule
oul nnelear war altogeher but it emphasizes preparations
for a protracted conventional war with the use of the very
latest electronic reconnaissance means and aids, novel mis-
siles fitted out with conventional, non-nuclear, warheads
having high performance  characteristics and  capable  of
hitting enemy troops throughout the whole depth of thew
positions.

It is elear that the Rogers doctrine envisages a further
escalation ol the arms race oricnled towards a “limited
war” in Europe whereby US imperialism expects to achie-
ve the same results as in a “vielorious™ total nuelear war.
President Reagan’s statemenls show that Washington con-
siders  this  option as  quile  feasible and  preferable
inasmuch as it permits  the US  territory 1o be
sparcidl. Reportedly, the Pentagon means lo give more scope
to the US commanders of all ranks in employving all types
of weapons, including nuclear and chemical weapons, and
in determining targets for nuclear and chemical attacks in
the event of war.

The US geopolitics experts set their sights beyond Eu-
rope. This is evidenced by the Pentagon’s air-land battle
doctrine. 1t provides for a substantial modernization of con-
ventional weapons and the first use of all possible weapons
(conventional, chemical and nuelear) not only in the Euro-
pean theatre of war operations but worldwide, wherever
NATO feels its “vital interests” threatened. The US stra-
tegists elaborating the doctrines of “limited nuclear war™
and of conventional war with the use of high-technology
weapons link them with the esealation of the US military
presence “on the periphery”, ie., in the zone of the natio-
nal liberation movement.

The US policy-makoers are assuring the American peo-
ple that only armed with a “big stick™ will the United Sta-
tes be able to retain its role as a great power and that

23170
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tomorrow the entive world will be the battleground for
America. The task today, it is said, is to secure for the
US as many stralegic strongholds across the world as pos-
sible in order to augment US military strength there. The
US ruling circles expect much trouble from the develop-
ing countries in the future. They believe, therefore, that
military intervention into “erisis situations”™ that might
crupl anywhere over the vast expanses of the developing
world will become a major element of their “positions-of-
strength™ policy in the eighties.

As is known, the US has a greal deal of experience in
this matter. US combat unils were at various times invol-
ved in war operations in Korea and Vietnam, in Laos, Le-
banon and in the Dominican Republic, and in the military
blockade of Cuba. Bul wherever possible, the US tried to
avoid being direetly involved in the fighting. Lven during
the Vietnam war Washington adhered to the Nixon doclri-
ue whereby, relying on reactionary regimes and arming
them, the USA could have “Asians fight Asians™ and “Af-
ricans [ight Africans” while itself keeping sale on the si-
delines.

Belore long, however, the Nixon doctrine proved ineffec-
tive because the satellites could no longer be relied upon
to introduce “law and order”™ in their countries so the USA
actively stepped in. This does not mean, of course, that
Washington has given up its (raditional backstage intri-
gues in the Third World. Far from it. It is sale to say that
if the USA had assumed a different stance towards world
affairs in general and with respect to some conflicts of our
day, there would not have been the slaughter on the Falk-
land Islands (Malvinas), the gory days in El Salvador and
the armed provocations in southern Aflrica. Behind all these
dramatic events one can easily discern the imperial ambi-
tions of the USA.

The main element of the US current policy lowards the
developing nations is direct military pressure and aggres-
sion, as exemplified by the invasion of Grenada. In this
gangster action against a small country mankind has seen
that wherever Reagan’s America has an advantage of mili-
tary strength it tramples upon its victim, guided, in so do-
ing, by its hegemonistic ambilions.

Grenada is not an isolated event. There is a direct link
between the invasion of Grenada, the occupation of Le-
banon, the CIA's undeclared war against Nicaragua, the
siting of US missiles in Western Europe, ete. And in all
meridians we witness the same reliance upon force and at-
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tempts to resolve all international problems by force of
arms.

Wlhierever Washinglon can bring guns into action it does
s0 without hesitation. But wherever it cannot operate its
“gunboat diplomacy™, US imperialism aims for military
superiority in order to pursue its nuclear blackmail policy
threatening with a “limited” or global war.

However, at the contemporary level ol development of
productive forces, and of science and technology, there is
only one feasible way of achieving international securily:
no war must be waged, No matter what scenarios for a “li-
miled nuclear war” might be produced in the Pentagon.
any one of them will be a variety of global catastrophe.

In his speech in Moscow on March 2, 1984 Konstantin
Chernenko, General Secretary of the CPSU Central Com-
mittee. called upon the leaders of the nuclear powers to be
guided in their mutual relations by common principles.
Formulating their basic content he laid special emphasis on
the need to renonnce propaganda of nuclear war in any of
its variants, either global or limited. This proves the firm-
ness of the position of the CPSU and the Soviet state: nue-
lear war, small or big, limiled or tolal, must he prevented
al all costs,

The nuclear age has drastically altered the concepts of
national and international securitv. Earlier, il was general-
Iy held that military superiority was a reliable guarantee
ol national security: now it is more and more obvious that
even a vasl military capabilily in itsell cannot guarantee il.
If formerly national security was held to be part of regio-
nal security, today it is integral to world security. In this
day and age relations among states must be balanced and
their interests must be considered [rom the point of view
of national security and the seeurity of all mankind.

Mirovaya ekonomika i
mezhdunarodnyie otnosheniya,
No. 4, 1984



CAPTIVATED BY ILLUSIONS

World Order: Contemporary Concepts

Wars have always
upon mankind. No wonder, social thought

inflicted wuntold hardships

has

been seeking ways to end this evil.

These days the number of different models of
the world has been growing fast. Let us briefly
examine some of them.

RENOUNCEMENT OF NATIONAL
SOVEREIGNTY!

Among the more widespread

non-Marxist concepts  for  solv-
ing world  problems  mention
should be made of those con-

cerning the establishment of a
“humane world order”™. One of
them is put forward by US so-
ciologists P. and G. Mische who
say that the world order hased
on the principle of state sove-
reignty is antigquated and  has
become a strait-jackel  prevent-
ing further progress of the world
community. What do they pro-
pose? That to transform this or-
der of things it is above all
necessary to renounce the prio-
rity of national security. This
should be accompanied by a
convergence which will, finally,
lead to the establishment of a
global  system ol coordinated
and long-term planning.

Wishing to avoid accusa-
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lions of Ulopism, the authors
recommend that “hunmane world
order” should be built upon the
foundations which have alrcady
been laid, utilizing, in particu-
lar, the United Nations Upgani-
zation. They claim that a gra-
dual transfer of some =overeign
rights and powers to supranatio-
nal agencies will not amount lo
the elimination of national sta-
les  or their antonomy. They
stress that the development of a
new international order =hould
be regarded as a transnational
process which rules out the im-
position of the Weslern madel
upon the rest of the worlil.
How do they visualize the
transition to a new world order
which will be “neither Western
nor Fastern?” It is supposed to
come about as the result ol a
social movement and, later. of
the activities of a hypothetical
world  organization  involving
the broadest political forces and



population  strata of all coun-
tries, The establishment of the
projected “humane world order™
will take place gradually, by
three stages: 1) the inculeation
into the minds of the common
peaple and their leaders of the
idea that an international sys-
lem ol securily meets truly na-
tional and personal interests: 2)
politicization, i.e.. drawing of
all people and. especially, of the
technical and administrative eli-
te. into a movement for chang-
ing the existing order: 3) trans-
formation, i.e. the institution
of  “functional  transnational
agencies" vested with the requi-
sile powers.  Signilicantly, an
important role in the formation
and  Tunctioning  of  the new
world arder is assigned o whal
is called “true religion™ which is
free of the drawbacks typical of
religions in the past,

Fven a brief survey of his
model proposed by the US scho-
lars warrants the conclusion that
here we deal with a liberal pro-
jeet, o our view, it merils con-
sideration  because  ils authors
have  brought together inlo  a
more or less coherent whole the
more commaon nolions current in
Western  politology and  futuro-
logv abont improving the exist-
ing world order in a way they
find both feasible and desirable.
And, without doubt, the most
striking feature of their project
i= that they ignore the contradic-
tions existing bhetween the two
world social systems—the social-
ist_and the capitalist. Thereby,
the very process of the revolu-
tionary transformation of the

old sociely  into a new one,
which is the main source of all
changes oceurring in the world,
and without which it is impos-
sible to understand the current
state of international relations
and, even less, the prospects of
their development, is actually
pushed into the background.
Considering the struggle be-
tween  the two  systems  “an
anachronism of onr dav™ the
authors do not take a realistic
and sober view of the existing
realities, Therefore, their argu-
ments and judgements, interest-
ing in themselves, are illusory
becanse, having  been  incorpo-
rated inlo an erroneous concept,
they can no longer be taken se-
rionsly,

Also illusory is the concepl of
“planning  the world™  put for-
ward by the West German phy-
sicist and  philosopher C. Wei-
zsiicker. e believes  that the
best way of resolving the war-
or-peace issue is to create one
world state, which, he admits,
will take quite a long time.
Therefore, gradual changes in
man’s consciousness should al-
ready now contribute to the de-
velopment of structures  which
would permit “using human rea-
son on a world scale".

On  closer examination. it
turns out that the “world plann-
ing" concept presented by the
West German theoretician  does
not offer anything new in com-
parison with the project pro-
pounded by Liberals. It boils
down to the following: a) only
a world government, the forma-
tion of which is now hindered
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by racial, national, social and
religious contradictions, is  ca-
pable ol delivering mankind
from the scourge of war; b) it
is, therefore, necessary to work
to develop a cosmopolitan men-
tality in mankind and, in slep
with the development of this
process and relying upon its re-
sults, to gradually introduce
“world  structures”™  into  both
economics and politics.

The idea of instituting a
world  government, initiated hy
honrgeois  ideologists after
World  War 11 was  designed
first and foremost to camouflage
massive altacks upon national
sovereignty and pave the way
for a Pax Americana, a world
empire roled by US corporations,

It would be wrong, of course,
to brand all people favouring the
institution of a world govern-
ment as accomplices of Us im-
perialism in its claims to world
domination. Many sincerely be-
lieve this to be the only way of
halting the arms rvace and of
solving other cardinal problems
threatening to plunge mankind
into disaster. When they are told
that the idea of instituting one
world government in a world
torn by social, national and
ideological divisions is utopian,
they say: ves, of course, we un-
derstand that the projecl may
prove nnleasible and in that
case mankind will perish. Either
we liave a strong world govern-
ment capable of ending this
chaos, or all ties and relalion-
ships will break down comple-
tely, man will wage war against
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man and the human species will
cease lo exist,

It is worth noting that, in the
lale 1960s, when detente beca-
me distinetly pronounced, there
was a marked decline in the
“anli-sovereignty” tendencies in
much of Western political lite-
rature. However., they were re-
vived in the second hall o the
seventies when the pace ol de-
tente slowed down considerably
beecause world reaclion began 1o
resist it furiously, Such “sea-
sonal™ fluctuations  in Western
politology under the influcice of
the winds of political change on
the world scene testify to the
weakness of ils conceptual bha-
sis and to the imprecision of ils
forecasts,

Looking into the erux of the
malter, the negalion of sove-
reignty in (his day aml age,
even il motivated by the inte-
rests of mankind as a whole,
inevitably plays into the hands
of reaction and is damaging to
the common interests. Taday,
this is an adventurous scheme,
the racing ahead of events., a
task posed too early becanse his-
tory has not vel furnished the
requisile conditions for accomp-
lishing it.

As F. Engels on this point
noted, “To ensure international
peace, all avoidable mnational
friction must first be done away
with, each people must be inde-
pendent and the master in its
own house,” ' In other words,

! K. Marx and F. Engels. Selected
Works in three wvolumes, Moscow,
Progress Publishers, 1976, wveol. 3,
p. 377.



far from being renounced, so-
vereignty must be utilized to the
best advantage. In  the final
count, whatever is done with the
voluntary consent of a legiti-
mate supreme authority  elected
by a people cannot be regarded
as an inlringement upon ils in-
dependence. This has been en-
shrined in hundreds  of  ac-
cords and international instru-
ments and institutions effective-
ly functioning over decades,

Of course, one can easily
imagine how greatly the solu-
tion of international issues
would be simplified and facilita-
ted if the world community were
not divided into a multitude of
states and if, besides, a common
langnage were used. But today
thi= is a lantasy, pure and sim-
ple. Like it or not the existen-
ce of national states is a reality
one has to reckon with, Politics
is the art of the possible, and it
wonld be right and  proper to
apply this also to theory.

A host of forecasts concern-
ing the establishment of acen-
tral international authority in
the shape of a world empire re-
lving upon autonomous regional
superstates have been made by
Western futurologists. But, most
likelv, such formations would be
as short-lived, as the Empires of
Alexander the Greal, Genghis
Khan and Napoleon. Domination
ol any kind, imposed by force,
even if it secures a temporary
peace, inevitably gives rise to
the powerful resistance of the
subjugated peoples.  Consequen-
tlv. the task is not to demolish
the historically-evolved forms of

social being and forcibly change
history bul to use its natural
course most effectively.

THNCs AND WORLD ORDER

The concept of history's na-
tural course is heing enltivated
in the West by those advocating
convergence  amd  emphasizing
the integrating role of the trans-
national corporations. At first
sight their arguments  appear
well-founded, as no one would
argue that one of the most ef-
feclive ways of moderating the
contradictions  blighting  the
world community is to hasten
the objective process of interna-
tionalization of the world eco-
nomy and  promote interstate
cconomic cooperalion serving, so
to speak, as the world’s connee-
tive tissue. Then, it is claimed,
there is no need to engage in
mind-stretching exercises in a
search for means to attain these
goals, for the very nature of ca-
pital, which easily crosses the
borders of many states, has al-
ready created a potent integra-
tion instroment— international
companies.  This warrants the
conclusion that it is these cor-
porations that should furnish
the basis of a world order
which will be highly efficient,
even if not wholly just.

True, many Western econ-
omists have to admit that
the transnational corporations
(TNCs) are channels spreading
the influence of imperialism, in-
cluding US imperialism, that
they are venal, place the pursuit
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of profit above all else, totally
disregard the real interests of
the developing countries, and,
morcover, undermine their sov-
creignty. But, they say, all this
shiould not outweigh the positive
and even unique role of the
TNCs.  Besides, it is claimed,
they can be easily set right; all
that is required is to establish
a set of rules regulating their
activities, make them conform
with the UN development prog-
rammes, tighten national control
over foreign investment, prices,
the draining of profits, ete.
Why then can transnationals
not be regarded as the economic
base of an emerging world or-
der? Any more or less complex
organization  or system mnst
b restructured if objectives dif-
forent from those for which it
was originally instituted are to
be attained. Attempts to place
transnational corporations in the
service of public interests ins-
tead of the private profit-seek-
ing interests they are furthering
are doomed to failure because,
without the profit motive, they
will inevitably lose their econo-
mic efficiency. Is it possible to
expeet  that the transnationals
will go against their own na-
ture and subordinate their ac-
tivitics to the pursuit of goals
promoting social progress? For
this kind of re-orientation is ab-
solutely irrational, as far as the
drive for profit is concerned.
Consequently, something like
a revolutionary restructuring of
transpationals would he neces-
sary. Should that happen, they
would  become socialist  trusts

operating on absolutely different
principles.

It should be noted that many
Western theoreticians increas-
ingly realize the weakness of the
concepls assuming that the TNCs
will eventually fill the planet's
entire economic and even politi-
cal space. Therefore, some “mi-
xed” projects have recently ap-
peared in which an important,
but not paramount, role is as-
signed to transnationals. Simul-
tancously, emphasis is laid upon
the development  of economic
and other ties both on the inter-
state  plane and  within  the
framework of international eco-
nomiec organizations.

The author of one sueh pro-
jeet is Professor D Wilhelm. a
British world news analyst. The
basis of the system which he
proposes is a “world economy
based on public enterprise”. It
would be made up of hundreds
of thousands of enterprises ope-
rating on the principle of self-
government or under the con-
trol of national states, regional
and international bodies. Simul-
tancously, a mechanism of na-
tional and international “indi-
cative planning and centralized
supply”™ should be formed.

The Professor believes that
under the proposed economic
system it will also be neces-
sary to alter the political struc-
ture of the world community: it
will sharply differ both from the
socialist and the capitalist state
systems and will  constitute a
“world multilayer democracy”.
lts upper layer will be com-



posed of the UN and ils various
specialized agencies, and also
such international communities
as the Colombo Plan, the Com-
monwealth, the Common Mar-
ket, the CMEA, the African De-
velopment Bank, ete. The se-
cond layer will be made up of
private, mixed and “socialized”
multinational enterprises which
will help create an internation-
al climate conducive to politi-
cal integration and institution
of a world government in the
future. The third layer will con-
sist of the nations and states,
the fourth of trade unions, co
operatives and other working
people's organizations. The fifth
layer will be represented by the
family and its members.

It is interesting to note that
the author in the end has to
admil that strictly speaking,
there are no political alternatives
to Marxism and communism. Ne-
vertheless, he recommenids mak
ing certain steps in order to
“transform  non-communist  so-
ciety".

Wilhelm's project can be
placed in that ecategory which
in Weslern political literature is
referred o as functional or neo-
functional. [Its supporlers pro-
ceed  from the assumplion,
which is correct on the whole,
that the objective processes of
internationalization, of man-
kind's movement towards a world
economy o be run according to
an overall plan, Turnish sonnd
foundations for the building of
a new world order. Some of
them have come up with inte-
resting proposals and recommen-

3-211%

dations as to how this new world
order should be built, what or-
der of priorities should be
established and what methods
preferred in this, Unlike the
overwhelming majority of West-
ern world news analysts, the ad-
vocates of this trend start out
not from any abstract utopias
but from the present-day condi-
tions of social being, primarily
fconomic ones.

But there are two [laclors
which considerably detract from
the scientific value ol the theo-
retical quests being made by
functionalists and neo-function-
alists. One of them is that while
pinning their hopes on the de-
velopment of economic relations
they actually ignore the factor
of time. One can, of course, be-
lieve that gradual progress in
economic relations  will, some
day, eventuale in the forma-
tion of suech international stroe-
tures which will assure a secure
future for the world communi-
lv. But what with the current
pace of the arms race and the
growing exacerbalion of the glo-
bal problems, mankind cannot
wholly rely upon the evolutio-
nary development. Rather, it
should actively fight for their =o-
lution.

The second [actor is even
more important. Laying their
emphasis upon the development
of international ecconomic and
political ties, the functionalists
and neo-functionalists, just as
other Western theoreticians,
cither relegate the social factor
to the background or ignore it.
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THE MARXIST CONCEPT OF THE
FUTURE WORLD ORDER

The comprehensive develop-
ment of international coopera-
tion is of paramount importance
for promoting international se-
curity and satisfying mankind’s
requirements, even if only par-
tially. The contenl of interna-
tional cooperation is determined
not by an abstract idea but by
the realities of our divided
world. The objective process ol
internalionalization of the eco-
nomy and of social relations is
making headway with the aid
of different forms of socialist
and capitalist integration and
their  intermediale  varieties.
There is no denying that cer-
tain progress lLias been made in
this field in recent vears. We
mean here the increase in the
volume of foreign trade between
states having different social
systems, the advancement of
economic cooperation on to high-
er stages (compensation deals,
production  cooperation),  the
conspicuous rise in scientific
and technical exchanges, the
implementation of joint projects
(in space exploration, medicine,
oceanic  studies, etc.). The
CMEA and the EEC currently
negotiate possible forms ol in-
teraction. Although this process
i« being stubbornly resisted by
the enemies of detente, the
trend towards [urther coopera-
tion is breaking through. Sober-
ly assessing the realitics of the

contemporary world, conflict-
ridden and packed with nuclear
bombs, Marxists are not given
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to pessimism. The process of res-
tructuring inlernational  rela-
tions, which began in Oclober,
1917, continues even though it
encounters immense difficulties,
The October Revolution engen-
dered social forces quite capable
of steering the world through all
the complexities of the transi-
Lion period.

I the development of the
social revolution and the estab-
lishment of a new world order
proceeded  independently  or,
moreover,  contradicted  each
other, mankind would have come
up against an insoluble problem.
But the point is that both these
processes  are essentially kind-
red; they are intertwined and
serve as catalysts activating
cach other, Lenin pointed to the
tendency to “break down na-
tional barriers, obliterate natio-
nal distinctions, and to assimi-
lale nations—a lendency which
manifests itself more and more
powerfully with every passing
decade, and is one of the great-
est driving forces transforming
capilalism into socialism.”?

The idea of communism is
fundamental to the Marxist-
Leninist concept of the future
world order. The triumph of so-
cialism on a world scale, the
long process of nations drawing
together on new, socialist, foun-
dations will eventuate in their
fusion, and a world system of
communist social  self-govern-
ment will be established once

2 V. 1. Lenin. Collected Works, vol.
20, p. 28.



the stale has withered away.
Needless to say, the enlire prob-
lem of world order will be po-
sed and solved in a different
way than today hecause it
will have lost its political cha-
racter, and the forms ol world
order will he determined exelu
sively as a result of scientifie

queslts.
Mankind today is at the
cross-roadls.  The  question s

bheing decided: whether or not the
states will be able, against the
backgronnd of sharp internatio-
nal contradictions, to progress
further from the treaties and ac-
cords which restrict, to a certain
extent, the use of weapons to
their reduction and elimination.
The struggle around this ques-
tion will reveal the real correla-
tion of forces in the internatio-
nal arena and outline mankind’s
immediale prospects. In this re-
gard, the current decade acquir-
es decisive importance,

Thus, the building of a new
world order is a hislorical pro-
ce== initinted by the Great Oc-
tober Socialist Revolution. Tts
final outcome will be the total
internationalization on the Dbasis
of socialism. The f{ounders of
the theory of scientific commu-
nism wrote that “in place of the
old local and national seclusion
and sell-sufficiency we have in-
tercourse in every direction, uni-
versal interdependence of na-
tions. And as in material, so
also in intellectual production.
The intellectual creations of in-
dividual nations become com-
mon property. National one-si-

3.

dedness and narrow-mindedness
become more and more impos-
sible.” 3

Crucial to the building of a
new world order is a set of pro-
posals advanced by the 26th
Congress of the CPSU (1981).
The Soviet Peace Programme
has the aim of not only limiting
the arms race and promoting in-
ternational security. It contem-
plates the states’ collective ef-
forts for solving the global pro-
blems of our day.

Thus, a new world order is
being established through the
concerted efforts of the forces of
socialism, democracy and natio-
nal liberation, the forces of
progress and peace. Inasmuch
as this process is in the best
interests of all  peoples, of all
mankind, the aim of internatio-
nal cooperation is to promote it
in every way. The forces of
world reaction bitterly oppose
this cooperation. However, there
are also politicians in the capi-
talist world who realize that the
positive changes that have oc-
curred in the world are irrever-
sible and that it is necessary to
solve, through joint effort, the
cardinal problems related to all
countries and growing in im-
portance.

From the book Problems of Peace
and Social Progress in Modern
Philosophy, Moscow, Politizdat,

1983 (in Russian) *

3 K. Marx and P. Engels. Selected
Works in three volumes, Moscow, Pro-
gress Publishers, 1976, vol. 1, p. 112



REAL SOCIALISM AND ITS CRITICS

FUTILE ATTEMPTS

Falsifications of the CPSU’'s
Nationalities Policies

by Yuri IGRITSKY

Western propaganda is going out of its way to
convince public opinion thal relations between na
tionalities in the USSR have the same basis of
inequality as was typical of major colonial em
pires in the recent past. What is the actual posi-
tion of the nationalities and ethnic groups that
constitule the USSR?

EQUAL IN ALL RESPECTS

By ignoring the growing role of man's conscions, pur-
poseful activity under socialism and the scientifically sound
nature of the CPSU policy, bourgeois scholars atlempt to
make people believe that the uneven development of natio-
nalitics and ethnic groups in the USSI is predetermined
by laws which operate in the same way under capitalism
and socialism.

The conclusion that the gap in the development levels
between industrialized and backward regions, countries and
nations cannot be breached holds good only for pre-com-
munist social formations. As for socialism, Lhe progress
made by the peoples of the former borderlands of tsarist
Russia, many of them increasing their economic potential

@ Y. IGRITSKY, CandSc. (History), specializes in the social and
political problems facing Soviet society.



linndreds of times since the revolution, renders the at-
templs to apply this conclusion to the Soviet Union null
and void,

In the course of socialist construction, the actual inequal-
ily ol nationalities and ethnic groups in the USSR inherit-
el from the past has been overcome and their economic
development levelled out. “Fver since Soviet power was
established, our economic and social policy has been [ram-
el in such a way as to bring the non-Russian regions of
Ruossgia up 1o the development level of the central regions
as quickly as possible,” one reads in the documents of the
26ith CPSU Congress (1951). “This task has been success-
fully accomplished. Here a key role was played by close
cooperation among all the nations ol the country and,
chiefly. by the disintercsted assistance of the Russian peo-
ple. ' It should be noted that economic development has
heen levelled out at an extremely last pace, (hus paving
the way for bridging the gap in social and enltural deve-
lopment. The advantages of socialism, such as public
ownership of the meauns of production and planned econo-
mic managemenl, enable the CPSU 1o pursue a policy of
lirmonizing the interests of each nationality, ethnic group,
and the Soviet people as a whole. To secure high growth
rates in the constituent republies, the palional  income s
redistributed through the USSIU State Budgel, taking into
accounl the country’s short- and long-term ohjeclives,

The CPSU has always regarvded the rapid economic and
social development of each nationality living in the USSR
as o factor accelerating their general mutual convergenee.
Evidence of their closer relations is the geperal trends mak-
ing themselves felt in the social composition of the consti-
tuent republics. The proportion of farmers in the total pn-
pulation has dropped over the recent decades, while that of
the intelligentsia and, particularly, the working class has
increased. Significantly, in those republics where the pro-
partion of workers was lower than the counley’s average,
the working elass showed particulo ity high growlh rates.
From 1940-1979. the working class in the USSK grew 3.2
times. Over the same period (he figures for the constituent
republics were:  DByelorussia—3.9, Ceorgin—4.4, Lalvia —
4.7, Uzbekistan—25.7, Kazakhstan—06.6, Kirghizia—6.7. T'a-
jikistan—7.4, Armenia—8.7, Lithuania 8.8, Moldavia -
18.6.

' The 26th CPSU Congress. Documents and Resolulions, Moscow,
APN Publishing House, 1981, pp. 71-72.
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The debunking of the Sovictologists' myth about the
Soviet peoples’ economic inequality compelled the former
to seek with enviable persisience signs of “Russification™
and the “perpetuation of great-Russian chauvinism” in the
political and cultural fields.

Their attempts to find signs of great-Russian chauvin-
ism in the CPSU’s theoretical and practical activities betray
lack of understanding of the class nature of Soviel socicty
and the Party's leading role in it. The Party’s Programme,
its policy, is an integral whole, tying together every aspect.
every task of the economie, social, political and cultural
development of all national, state and administrative units,
of all nationalities and cthnic groups constituting  the
USSR.

Guided by the general laws of socialism, the CPsSU's
policy with relation to nationalities, in turn. gives them
full play. It facilitates the operation of social laws by in
troducing regulating and planuing elements into the deve-
lopment of truly equal velations and fraternal and mutual-
ly advantageous cooperation among the  Soviel peoples,
Contrary to anti-communist allegations aboul the Hossians
domineering the political system ol developed  socialism,
the CPSU works on the principle that all nations “have
the right to be adequately represented in their Party and
governmenl organs™. ? The prevalence of Russians in the
Party (59.8 per cent on January 1, 1982) as compared with
the proportion of them in the country’'s population (524
per cent according to the 1979 census) does not substantia-
te claims that other peoples are diseriminaled against. Apart
from the Russian people, similar percentages are recorded
with respect to some other nationalities. Thus, the respec-
live figures for Byelorussians are 3.8 and 3.4 and for Geor-
gians 1.7 and 1.3,

Moreover, the numerical growth of the CPSUL as lar as
its national composition is concerned, shows that the muon-
ber of non-Russian Party members increased more rapidly
than that of Russian Party members. To illustrate: in 1946
1983, the number of Russian Communists increased 28 ti-
mes, Kazakh 3.8, Ukrainian—4.3, Kirghiz—5, Tajik— 5.1,
Azerbaijanian—>5.5, Turkmen—5.6, Byelorussian—5.9, Uz-
hek—6.9, Estonian 7.3, Latvian —8.6, Moldavian and Li-
thuanian—234 and 36 times respectively.

The same tendency to involve, on an equal basis, all =0
viel peoples in tackling the tasks facing sociely is manifest

: 1bid., p. 73.
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i the national composition of the bodies of state authorily.
Over 70 per cent of all depulies to the Supreme Soviels of
the Union Republics are non-HRussians. The local Soviels
are even more represenlalive, since they also include repre
sentatives of othnic minorities and groups. The proportion
of non-Russians in the local Soviels is higher than that
in the country’s population as a whole. On the other hand,
Russians make up 45.3 per cent of the deputics to Lhe lo-
cal Soviels, which is 7.1 per cent less than their percentage
in the country’s population,

Another Sovietologist allegation, one aboul the Soviel
government encroaching upon the rights and interests of
the non-Russian peoples in cultural matters has noth-
ing to do with the real state of affairs either. The educatio-
nal standard curve for 1970-1982 shows that in the Rus-
sian Federation and the USSI as a whole there was an
equal increase in the number ol people with higher and
secondary (junior and senior) education per thousand, aged
ten and over. Respective ligures for other republics were
considerably higher. For example, 700, 730 and 738 people
out of L0000 Lad higher and sccondary educalion in Azer-
baijan, Georgia and Armenia, (the figure Tor the Russian
Federation was 676). As Tar as the percentage of research
workers is concerned, the Russians, Azerbaijanians, Geor-
gians and Armenians are practically on an equal footing.

While developing the long-standing demoeratic and new
socialist elements in their cultures, the working people of
all nationalities in socialist society expand their cooperation
in the field of culture, thus mutnally enriching themsel-
ves. Socialist relations among nationalities are being esta-
blished and consolidated at all levels of colleclive and per-
sonal conlacts, in the course ol edueation and labour, as
well as material and cultural exchange. The process is both
bilateral and multilateral. In 1960-1975, for example, 48
teachers of the Lithuanian Conservalory finished post-gra-
duate courses in leading higher educational establishments
in other republics, while many young people [rom the Rus-
sian Federation, the Ukraine, Byelorussia. Tajikistan and
other republics studied music, painting and graphic art in
Lithuania. Some 450-470 young people from other [raternal
republies are studying in Moldavian higher educational es-
tablishments, while Moldavia sends 800 hoys and girls to
study in other republics.

Contrary to Sovietologists™ opinion, the Soviet people’s
growing international links by no means lead 1o the extine-
tion of national cultural and ethnic traditions. Sociological
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surveys reveal that the Uzbek intelligentsia, for example,
retains its love for ils national culture, while, at the same
time, displaying great interest in the culture of the Russian
and other Soviet peoples and in world culture and widening
its cultural and aesthetic horizons. Uzbek folk culture, es-
pecially music and dances are highly popular among the re-
public’s urban and rural population, Ineidentally, about 30
per cent of Uzbeks living in towns work at institutions
and enterprises where not less than hall the personnel are
people of other nationalities.

THE LANGUAGE OF COMMUNICATION AMONG HNATIONALITIES

In recent studies, Sovietologists have focused attention
on the language situation in the USSR. Miginterpreting in
every way the growing role of the Russian language as the
language of communication among the Soviet peoples, they
describe it as “political cement” in a mullilingual state or
the “main instrument of integration”, or of a “means of
assimilation”.

Their reasoning is extremely biased. However widely a
langnage is spread, it cannot hecome a unifying Tactor if
the social, economic. ideological and political prerequisites
for national unity do not exist. The wide use of English
and French in countries dominated by Britain and France
did not prevent the collapse of the two largest colonial em-
pires in contemporary history. The predominance of one
language in a mullinational state cannot forge a “superna-
tional identity” if the policy pursued by the dominating
nation perpetuates national strife.

As for the CPSU, it never sel oul Lo creale a “superna-
tion™ dissolving all national, including linguistic  distine-
tions, The formation of a new historical entity, the Soviet
people, the convergence of nations, cannol be identified
with whal Sovietologists term “supernational identity”. The
Party proceeds from the fact that in the process of nations’
drawing closer together, the economic and cullural pro-
gress of all nalionalities and ethnic groups is inevitably
accompanied by the growth of their national awareness.
Moreover, the CPSU realizes full well that national distinc-
tions will persist far longer than class ones,

The anti-communist allegation that the numerical
growth of those with a good command of Russian is evi-
dence of “assimilation” or “Russification” tendencies in
the CPSU’s policy is merely juggling with the facts. It
should be recalled that at the 12th Party Congress a resolu-



tion was adopted on passing special laws guaranteeing (he
use of the mother tongue in all government bodies and in-
stitutions catering to the local multinational population
and national minorities. “Those guilty of encroaching on
the peoples’ national rights shall be punished with all re-
volutionary severity,” the resolution read. *

It was precisely the Russian language that, on the
strength of objective factors and conditions, became a
means of communication without which the fruitiul, mu-
tually advantageous development and cooperation of the So-
viet peoples would have been inconceivable. Great also is
the role of Russian (again due lo objeclive reasons) in the
development of socialist culture through the joint efforls of
all Soviet peoples.

The voluntary study and use ol Russian in everyday
life. and the “language internationalism™ established in
the USSR, based on a deep respect for the peoples™ linguist-
ic traditions, are weighty arguments against the allega-
lions about the Russian language being forced upon peo-
ples and other tongues being ousted. Bourgeois scholars
themselves admit that, in the age of scientific and techno-
logical progress, the knowledge of Russian expedites 4 more
rapid development of the constituent republics, while the
publication of scientific literature exclusively in national
languages hinders scientific progress,

Anti-communists acense not only the CPSLU of *Russifi-
cation” and chauvinism, they also accuse the entire Rus-
sian people of this. These accusations do not hold any wa-
ter either, Following the October revolulion, the national
borderlands of Russia were able to overcome their age-old
backwardness only with the regular help of other peoples,
mainly the Russian people. The CPSU paid particular al-
fention to ensuring that the national dignity of the non-
Fussian peoples was nol eucroached upon when cardinally
new relations between the Russian and non-Russian peo-
ples were being established. “The workers ol those nations
which under capitalismm were oppressor nations must take
exceptional care not to hurt the national sentimenlts of the
oppressed nations,”  Lenin  stressed, and added thal we
“must nol only promote the actual equality but also the
development of the language and literature of the work-
ing peaple of the formerly oppressed nations so as to re-

* The CF3U in Resolutions and Decisions of Congresses, Confer-
ences and Plenary Meetings of the CPSU Central Committee, Moscow.
1970, vol. 2, p. 441 ( in Russian).
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move all traces of distrust and alienation inhervited from
the epoch of capitalism."* Guided by these words, the
working people in the country’s industrial centies have,
throughout the period of socialist construction. rendered
fraternal aid to non-Russian oullying regions in creating
modern economies and developing education and culture.
FFar from being missionary or charitable, this assistance
embodied the principles of socialist internationalism and
was a crucial political factor in involving all Soviet peop-
les in the building of a new sociely.

THE RIGHT TO MAKE A FREE CHOICE

In accusing the CPSU of greal-Russian chauvinism,
anli-communists are trying to denigrale the basic principles
of its policy with respect to nationalities and to give a
semblance of truth to yet another piece of falsehood about
the non-Russian peoples” growing nalionalist sentiments
and covert dissatisfaction in the USSR. This has recently
been closely tied in with speculation on religious matlers
with Sovietologists particularly interested in the status of
Islam in Central Asia, Kazakhstan and the Caucasus.

Back in the 50s-60s, capitalist ideologists made every
cffort to cul the Moslem peoples of Asia and Africa off
from the revolutionizing influence of the achievements of
the republics of the Soviet East. Today, they are pinning
their hopes on the revival of Islamic radicalism outside the
USSH whicly, they believe, will help erode socialist interna-
tionalism in the Soviet Union. Nowadays, bourgeois ideolo-
gists altach strategic importance to the influence of the so-
called Islamic Renaissance on the cultural life of some
peoples in the USSR whom the \Weslern press names “So-
viet Moslems".

It should be noted that the overwhelming majority of
bourgeois ideologists refrain from passing their verdict on
the prospects of buttressing the positions of Islam in the
Soviet Union and some of them even admit that the direct
impact of Islamie radicalism on Soviet Moslems is still iu-
significant. Nonetheless, the anti-communists are  pinning
their hopes on the further development of Moslem conser-
vative lrends in the Middle East, in the hope that this will
help whip up nationalist sentiments wmong the peoples
inhabiting some Union and Autonomous Republics in the
USSR. The fact that a certain part of the population of

' V. L. Lenin. Collected Works, vol. 29, p. 127.
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Contral Asia, Kazakhstan, the Caucasus and the Volga Area
remain religious and still observe some Moslem traditions
is interpreted by them as a sign of nationalism and the
refusal to accepl the Soviet way of life.

The bourgeois ideologists have again failed to grasp the
dialectical relationship between the national and the in-
ternational in Soviet society and they judge Soviet people
by eriteria applicable only 1o the non-socialist world. The
life style and mentality of Soviet Moslems (such as they
are in reality and not in the imagination of anti-commu-
nists) differ substantially from that of their fathers and
grandlathers, as well as from that of Moslems living ah-
road. Soviet Moslems are equal citizens of the Soviel slate,
and the socialist way of life and work in present-day work
collectives could not hnt influence their mentality. While
remaining loyal to some Islamic tradilions and Dbeliels,
they are, at the same time, patriols of their socialist Home-
land. “As all of my people, I have a free choice,” Mufti
Zivaunddin Babakhan. Chairman of the Moslem Board of
Central Asia and Kazakhstan, said, “As a spiritual teacher
I have the right to talk to believers and tell them what the
Koran says.” Pointing out that freedom of conscience is
guarantieed in the USSR, the Mufti noled an important fea-
ture of the life of believers in the Soviel Easl.

“Our country™, he said, “is inhabited by many nationa-
litics who live together in harmony like one big family.
They respect and understand each other, We see that onr
country is doing a great deal to safeguard peace and we
support this just cause on the international scene. That is
why 1 love my country. That is why | am a palriot of
my couniry.”

It is not only that Soviet Moslems differ radically in
their world outlook Trom Moslems living abroad. What in-
flucnce of 1slamic radicalism on the peoples of Central
Asia, Kazakhstan, the Volga Area and the Caucasus can one
speak ol if the most archaic and reactionary institulions
of shariat ceased to exist in the first decade after the re-
volution. In 1922, the Uzbek SSKR had 220 shariat courls,
in 1927 there were only nine and by the end of 1928, none
at all in Central Asia. Some Moslem traditions and customs
established before the revolution lost their strong religious
flavour. others became less popular. Thus, the traditional
colton harvest festival in Turkmenia (pakhta bairami) has
been celebrated for almost twenly years now as an All-Re-
publican festival and is organized by governmental and
public organizations on collective and stale farms, in regio-



nal centres and, finally, in Ashkhabad. The festivities in-
clude the honouring of the best workers, sports competi-
tions, performances by amateur song and dance ensembles.
When in December 1966, pakhta bairami coincided with the
religious celebrations of uraza-bairam, many people of Tur-
kmenia preferred the former.

That age-old prejudices rooted in Islam and shariat are
dying away is seen in the growth of mixed marriages, for-
merly extremely rare and praclically non-existent among
the Moslem peoples. In Kazakhstan, for instance, whose po-
pulation was multinational, even before the revolution, old
prejudices raised insuperable barriers to starling mixed Ka-
zakh-Russian families., In the early 70s, one in four fa-
milies in urban communities and one in six in rural are-
as was mixed. The proportion of mixed marriages is parti-
cularly high in major eities in the Union Republics. The
figure for Baku (Azerbaijan), for example, is 24 per cent
in the mid-70s, In the USSR as a whole, the proportion of
mixed marriages increased from 10.2 per cent in 1959 to
15 per cent in 1979 as a result of regular and active con-
tacls among people of various nationalities in educational
establishments, work collectives, public organizations and
everyday life.

. = =

The progress of socialist nations amd their drawing clo-
ser logether are two aspecls of one and the same process
which are in dialectical unity and interact. Whatever ten-
dencies prevail in one region of the country or another,
be they national-consolidatory or national-integratory, they
never confliet, und this is what fundamentally distinguishes
the development of nations nuder socialism.

The fraterpal union of all nationalities and ethuic groups
in the USSR, their  joint labour, their drawing closer
together and the mutual enrvichment of national cultures
are important factors in consolidating the Soviet peoples’
unity. Nobody can weaken these objeclive processes or hide
them behind a smokescreen of misinformaltion.

Voprosy istorii KPSS, No. 1, 1984 ¢



MODERN CAPITALISM

THE IMPASSE
OF “INFORMATION SOCIETY”

by Yuri NIKULICHEV

“Microelectronic revolution™, “the age ol telematies™,
“informaltion society”—these were the catchwords of one of
the latest trends in bourgeois seciology and futurology at
the turn of the 1970s.

Bourgeois sociologists and philosophers pin their hopes
on the “information society™ for finding a way out of the
deep crisis gripping capitalism today and for overcoming
the system’s contradictions. The technical revolution in
electronics is seen by them as evidenee of the “system’s
viability™ and, indeed, as a panacea from all possible so-
cial npheavals.

Is the coming “new type ol social order™ prophesiced by
bhourgeois theorelicians o speculalive concept pursuing an
ideological snpertask or a lulure reality?

FROM "INDUSTRIAL SOCIETY” TO “INFORMATION SOCIETY"”

). Bell was one of the [irst among bourgeois sociologists
to elaborale the highly promising theoretical polentialities
of the “information society™ idea. For him il was a happy
way oul from the impasse of “post-industrialism™. In his
article “The social Framework of the Inlormation Socie-
tv' ! Bell establishes a direct link between this society and

| See The Computer Age: A Twenty-Year View. Ed. by M. Der-
touzos and J. Moses, London, 1981, pp. 166-190.

@ Y. NIKULICHEV specializes in problems of the scientific and
technological revolution in the West and its social effects.



the “post-iudustrial society™. In his view, their common
feature is the transition from a sociely producing goods to
a “sociely ol services"”,

Bell cites the following facts to back up his thesis. In
the 1970s, 65 per cent of the workforce in the USA was
engaged in the services sphere, ahout 30 per cent in in-
dustry and construction and less than 5 per cent in agri-
culture. In the last (wo decades, he says, employment las
expanded exclusively in the sphere of “post-industrial ser-
vices" and this lendency, in his view, will continue into
the “information society™.

Another Teature common lo the wo sovielies, accoriling
to Bell, iz a fundamentally new role of theoretieal know-
ledge which now determines the dirvection of social pro-
gress. Any sociely, he declares, functions on the basis of
knowledge but only in the last half century has an organ-
ic fusion of seience and engineering been observed that is
changing the character of lechnology which becomes “sym-
hiotically™ Tused with science.

Bell uses this incoulestable conclusion for rather du-
bious theorctical schemes. He writes: .. .when knowledge
becomes involved in some systematic form in the applied
transformation of resources (through invention or social de-
sign), then one can say that knowledge, not labour, is the
source of value”. Coining a few more sophisms, he offers
the reader . ..a new “knowledge theory of value™. “With the
shortening of labour time and the diminution of the pro-
duction worker (who in Marxist theory is the source of
value) .. knowledge and its application replace labour as
the source of ‘added value’ in the national product. In that
sense, just as capital and labour have heen the central va-
vinbles of industrial sociely, so information and knowledge
are the erneial variables ol post-industrial society.” # Bell
conclndes.

And so Bell tries in his own way to interpret the indubi-
table fact of science’s conversion into a direct productive
force. But it is also no less evident that by themselves
scientific ideas produce nothing. Science as a social insti-
tution cannot function in any society without investment
and human labour, mental and manual, i.c. without all that
Bell dismisses as altributes of the past “industrial” stage.

The same is true of machinery. Taken by itself, it does
not create surplus value the source of which is the labour

* Ibid.. p. 168.



of scientists who devised it, of specialists who translated
the idea into reality and of workers operating it.

In Bell's view, modern “intellectual technology”™ —the
mathematic theory of information, cybernetics and the
games theory—makes it possible to take rational decisions
in the conditions of uncertainty charactlerizing society to-
day. Formalization ol social information offers an oppor-
tunity for modelling alternative varianls ol economic pro-
cesses with the help ol computers, to calculate their effects
and choose the optimal decision from a multitude of pos-
sible ones. Realizing that he has drawn an idealistic pie-
ture which does not tally with capitalist realily, Bell makes
a rather characteristic admission. The problem is, he writes,
that we do not have any more or less convineing theory
explaining the internal links of sociely, though, paradoxi-
cally enongh., owing to our understanding of technology, we
now know better how it is changing. Bell is obviously al
odds with the logic here: is it possible to speak of social
development trends without knowing the essential charac-
teristics ol a particular society?

This disregard for logic can be easily explained. Judg-
ing by the above passages, what we have is nol a really
existing “post-industrial society™ bml some speculative mao-
del without any signs of a living social organism. And this
is the logical sequel of Bell's entire historical-sociological
schieme in which one structural element aller another is
replaced mechanically: labour and capital by  knowledge
and informalion, a sociely producing goods by a “society
of services”, privale ownership as a structure-forming fac-
tor of bourgeois sociely by eduecation and skill, e¢te, Accord-
ing to Bell, social development is not systemalic hut sta-
dial-linear, while (he replacement of 8 mode of produetion
i= nol o patoral historical process bul a mechanical alter-
palion ol stages, ecach a sum-tolal of changing pivolal cha-
racleristics,

Closely related to Bell's historical-sociological  scheme
i= A. Toflfler's “information sociely™ concept set out in his
book “The Third Wave™.° Theoretically, it fully repeals
Bell: Toffler's three “waves” in the development of human
civilization are nothing else but Bell's stages (“pre-indust-
rial”, “industrial™ and post-industrial™, or “information™).

Without going into detail, we shall nole only that, un-
like Bell who sees Lhe signs of “information society” in the
“radical transformation of the social organization ol scien-

+ See A. Toifler. The Third Wave, N.Y., 1980.
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co” and profound qualitative changes in the sphere of tech-
nology, Toffler perceives the signs of the “coming civiliza-
tion” in other processes and phenomena. New technology,
the American luturologist writes, leads to the complication
amd fragmentation of informalion flows and to the disin-
tegralion of the once integral mass audience. Moreover,
social conscionsness is “demassified”: the new audio-com-
munications (cheap and easy to handle gramophones. tape
recorders, porfable radio sels) and  video-communicalions
(multi-channel  cable television, video tape rocorders)
cnable the users to choose their “eunltural menu™. The “de-
massilication”™ process enormously augments the volume of
exchanged information. According 1o Toffler, this is the
canse for the rise of “informalion society™: the grealer the
socinl differentiation and the more diversified the technical
lacilities amd forms of production, the greater the amouat
of information that must cireulate between different social
groups, Otherwise, especially as a resull of rapid social
changes, disintegration of society may follow,

Thus, according to Toffler, the transformation of (he
Cindustrial” inte an Cinformalion™ sociely presupposes a
cortain element of “must”. a certain social need. However,
Totfler's disquisitions do not add eclarity to the picture of
the “information sociely”, to the understanding of its dif-
fevences from the exisling society,

FUTUROLOGICAL OPTIMISM OR A "“COMPUTER UTOPIA”I

Alongside the theoretical elaboration of the “informa-
tion =ociely” concepl a purely pragmatic trend emerged in
Western literature that takes a conerete practical approach
to the use of ioformation techniques and technology as
means crealing “new social structures”. This trend avose
under the strong influence of the scientific and technical
intelligentsia. As the vast polential of information became
more and more obvious, members of lechnical professions
dealing directly with promising areas of research and deve-
lopment in this field increasingly turned to ils social as-
pects, [ormulating their own conception of “information
vevolution™ and proposing social projects based on the real
possibilities of technology.

Within this trend the “information sociely” concept
substantially widened and detailed the range of its pro-
blems. At the same time, the elaboration of inereasing num-
bers of particular technically sound projects for using in-
formation technology created a deepening gap between the



general sociological scheme and the reality. In view of
the absence of a universal methodology of social studies
in modern bourgeois sociology, theoreticians of “informa-
lion society”, above all “technicians™ seeking the key to
understanding the effects of informatics on social develop-
menl. inevitably turn to the methods of technological deter-
minism. The heuristic schemes in their works are elemen-
tary. As a rule, it is the pairing ol themes, such as “tele-
vision and life”. “computer and polities”, “information and
democracy™ with separate parts of the schemes being little
related, if at all. The analysis is thus confined to the pu-
rely technological perspective and sight is lost of the com-
prehensive character of technology and the stimuli of its
development emanating from different spheres of society.

These methodological flaws are still more glaring in fu-
turological schemes. The basic formula of “information so-
cielty” proponents i studying the future is also very sim-
ple: “technology—tuture in general”—such is the prognos-
tication line ol the majority of works in this field. Quite
naturally, given this approach they (with very few excep-
tion=) do not even altempt to produce serious short . me-
divi- and long-term prognoses without which it is impos-
sible 1o grasp the dynamics of social and scienlific-techno-
logical processes, And this is explained not only by the
melhiodological fallacy of the concept, bul also by a cons-
cious ideological orientation sustaining the [ulurological
optimism of bourgeois sociologists even when it is at odds
will the present tendencies of capitalist sociely’s develop-
ment - its growing cconomic, social and political instabi-
lily.

But the divergence of theory from reality is perhaps
nowhere so crving as in the interpretation of socio-politi-
cal consequences of the “microelectronic  revolution™  for
hourgeois society. According to the American sociologist
). Moore who published an article in the magazine Futur-
ist. increasing numbers of working hours will be injected
into democracy by the new technical devices whose cost
is lalling every vear while efficiency is rising and which
can operate for 24 hours 365 days a vear, without going on
strike. or plaving truant and without demanding laws on
minimum wages. pensions and showers after a shift. As
robots take over more and more production functions, he
claims, the decline of the American workers’ productivity
will not matter at all. Capital can then afford to he gene-
rous towards the working elass without any detriment Lo
itselt. Myriads ol new industries will emerge around bil-

33



lions of hours of leisure time which will be availabie for
all American citizens and sociely will gradually turn, in
Moore's view, into a slave democracy (!) of the Alhens
type, where aristocracy will be served by millions ol me-
chanical robols with a siliceous brain and an electronie
memory.

Every phrase of this passage might well be a subject
of some fantastic novel, a sort of “compuler ulopia™. Moo-
re’s surging optimism leading him to draw a lar-ieiched
picture of the full prosperily of bourgeois society huappily
rid of all antagonisms and now finding ilsell at the <tage
of boundless democracy is more than an extremely simpli-
lied and biased approach to the problem of the efleet of
“microelectronic revolution™ on the social and political life
ol bourgeois society. It is an apology for capitalism with its
supposedly unlimited rescrves.

According to bourgeois sociologists, everything changes
with the emergence and wide spread ol new information
techniques and technology alfording bilateral and multila-
teral communication, a higher level of information ol the
population, more extensive political contacts and greater
responsibility of political leadership.

They place great hopes on the lechnical systems incor-
poratling television, interactive (lwo-way) communication
and compulers. This symbiosis, in J. Martin's view. could
well be used organizing a respondent lelevision system
that could hold “instant referendums” on a local and natio-
nal scale. This system would, for example, allow a TV com-
mentator to ascertain the views of TV audiences in a mat-
ter of minutes about the President’s latest speech while the
President could, in the course of his TV address, put a
question to the nation and get a reply to it. In Martin's
view, respondent television could reduce the likelihood of
social outhursts, offering the people a non-violent method
of expressing their disagreement and the authorities a me-
ans for assessing it.*

Il we are to believe Martin, just a (rifle is needed-—a
special adapter to a 1TV set linked through a telephone
or cable channel to the computer of a TV studio conduet-
ing the “instant referendum”. This is naive politically, to
say the least. Obviously, mass indoctrination through tele-
vision cannol remove or mitigale the deepening antagonism
between labour and capital, between a handful of monopo-
lies and the overwhelming majority of the U'S population.

* See J. Martin. The Wired Society, New Jerscy, 1978.



A more serious consideration should be given to the
question of the possibilities of assessing the degree of ci-
tizens' political loyalty and collecting various information
on them, which the author discusses in connection with
respondent television and other interactive telecomputer
systems. A< an informatics specialist, Martin fully realizes
the danger of abuse of computer technology but he is far
from grasping the social implications of the problem. For
him it boils down to the need of forestalling encroachments
on “private life”—the holy of holies of bourgeois democ-
racy.,

In modern American sociely, the anthor writes, informa-
tion about individuals is being systemalically  amassed:
aboul their financial and legal status, education, health,
subseriptions they take, books they borrow from libraries,
ele. And il is npol necessary for anyone, he explains, to
“poke his nose” into someone’s privale life: the accnmula-
tion of this kind of information is a by-product of the
contemporary social mechanism, a result of numerous “in-
formation tracks™ left by an individual in the documenta-
tion of different organizations and institutions, Compuler
storage of this information opens up the prospeet of ils
centralization in agencies exercising control over sociely.

The author does not exaggerate the dimensions of such
danger. In 1971 a Senale commission disclosed that the
US Department of Defence had 25 million files on “sub-
versive” and “potentially subversive” elements (one-sixth
of the adult population, mostly in the 18-26 age group)
and 760,000 files on various public organizations. Every day
it handled 12,000 inquiries and made 20,000 additions and
adjustments to the collected information. By a federal court
ruling this bank of data was closed, but two years later
the US press reported that its information stock was re-
transmitted to another computer system.

Is it possible, in the light of these facts and tendencies,
to speak serionsly about the transformation of American
society into an  “Athens-type democracy™? Rather, it
would be more appropriate to speak of ils transformation
into a “police state” or “controlled society™.

USEFUL MACHINES AND “USELESS” PEOPLE

The prospect of man becoming an object ol total con-
trol is not the only danger threatening the “information so-
ciety” and underestimated by bourgeois ideologists. The lar-
ge-scale introduction of comprehensive automation and in-



formalion lechnology which inspires so much enthusiasm
in bourgeois sociologists who see in il a means of in-
creasing leisure time in the near future, is already now
leaving unemployed millions of working people who have
been deprived of their jobs as a result of capitalist “ratio-
nalization”.

Not that the proponents of “information society™ fully
ignore the problem of employment in it. Fven being di-
voreed from reality. it is hard to avoid the fate of those
who are onsted by robots and other electronie “wonders™
But since mass unemployment does not “fit" in with the
general optimism of the concept its adepts either dismiss
the matter with a few vague phrases or advance
sundry projects for using the released labour in the servi-
ces sphere or the rapidly expanding electronic  industry.
But if one proceeds from the real Tacls characterizing the
present social and economic sitnation in the West, such
optimism is totally unfounded.

Bourgeois sociologists project the tendency characteris-
tic of the recent past into the future disregarding at least
three cireumstances. Firstly, in the modern capitalist eco-
nomy mechanical transfer of labour from one industry to
another is impossible in view of the broad reorganization
of the professional employment structure, the disappearan-
ce of many “old” professions and the emergence of new
ones requiring different general education and special voca-
tional training. Secondly, the development of the services
sphere requires an adequate effective demand for them.
This apparently leads to a contradiction, insoluble on the
scale of society, between the supply of a growing number
of services (including some of those described in works on
“information society™) and the lowering purchasing power
and consumer molivation of a steadily expanding parl of
the population caught up in the adverse effects of the “mi-
croclectronic revolution”. Lastly, while the comprehensive
automation of production in the private sector has internal
development stimuli and sources of financing —deductions
from profit- the expansion of the social services sphere
calls for increased financing by the state. Yet, the opposi-
te is true in realitv: in all capitalist countries social spend-
ing is being drastically cul.

As a resull. the services sphere cannot compensate lor
the reduction of jobs in industry. More than that, the ma-
jority of Western experts believe that the current “infor-
matization” of this sphere—the introduction of “‘electron-



ic mail”, “paper-free office”, mini- and micro-compulers —
creates a situalion where it itsell inercasingly becomes a
supplier of “redundant people™,

Equally groundless are the hopes for alleviating the ef-
feets of the “microelectronic revolution™ hy expanding em-
ployment in the fast growing electronic industry, By official
statistics, in the decade from 1977 to 1987 the US electron-
ic industry will create 1.5 million jobs in addition to the
one million available jobs. But this will not signify a
growth of overall employment but only a partial compensa-
tion for its reduction in consequence of the universal spread
ol microelectronics.,

What is the prospect for hourgeois society in the light of
these tendencies? Clearly, it is the further aggravation of
all its contradictions and growing instability, The entire
range of problems facing “information sociely™ is in one
way or other linked with the question whether the bour
geois state can regulate the growing social. economic andl
political tensions by means of legislation and normative
acls,

The general problem most often discussed in connee-
tion with the informatization of society is this: is there
a need for state interference in the development of infor-
maties and, if so, on whal particular questions? Tending
to identify such notions as “democratization”, “decentrali-
zation” and “de-regulation”, theoreticians of “information
sociely” are inclined to deny the need for state regulation
in the “infosphere”, losing sight of new contradiclions
arising in the general logic of the concept, which hecomes
even more nlopian.

Theoretically, only the state can stimulate and finan-
ce the development of a greater part of information servi-
ces advertised by bourgeois ideologists. ensure the retrain-
ing and redistribution of labour on the scale of the econo-
my as a whole and establish more or less high cultural
standards in the systems of public cable television.

In practice, however, the bourgeois state has failed to
achieve any effective regulation of socio-economic proces-
ses even in spheres with a long-established mechanism of
such regulation. The crisis of the entire system of stale-
monopoly government of sociely does nol leave bhourgeois
ideologists the slightest hope for a “gradual transforma-
tion” of social structures, for a “quiel revolution” without
sharp confliets and confrontation of classes,
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Iu face ol the deepening crisis of capitalism bourgeois
ideologists more and more often rely on the latest achieve-
ments of the technological revolution for a “‘miraculouns”,
conflict-free resolution of the economic and social contra-
dictions of the capitalist system. Building up their ideolo-
gical speculations round the achievements of science and
techinology, they try to impress on the working people the
idea that capitalism has boundless polentialities as a social
system and that favourable historical prospects are ahead.
Promising heaven in the “technicized™, “electronic”, “in-
formation™ and other societies, they actually propose that
the people put up with the realities for the sake of some
idyllic future. They discount the social effects of automa-
tion, cybernetization and informatization in capitalist coun-
tries. Yet with the progress of the technological revolution
it becomes increasingly clear that capitalism is unable to
control its social conscquences and, first and foremost,
unemployment. This is a testimonial ol the unsoundness of
various technocratic theories of bourgeois ideologists, in-
cluding the “information society™ concept.

Mirovaya ekonomika i
mezhdunarodniye otnosheniya,
No, 4, 1984



BOOK REVIEWS

CAN CAPITALISM STAND
ON ITS FEET?

The bhook The State. Class and the Recession,' edited
by Australian scholars =. Clegg, . Dow and I’. Boreham.
contains the proceedings of a conference held at Griffith
University (Australia) at which sociologists and economists
frons many capitalist countries discussed the effect the eco-
nonne difficulties of recent years had on bourgeois socie-

Those present discussed various aspects of their social
systemn and their statements were contradictory, One thing
was, however. common to all the views and positions —the
feeling of anxiely, and this was the kevnote of the confe-
rence.

The contributors admit that the idea of o “wellare
state”. a slogan much advertised by the ruling class in
the industrialized capitalist countries, has been discredited
It promises a good life for the people but its true aim is
to miligate social tension by impressing on the masses that
their affluent future is just around the corner.

Measures to build the “welfare state™ have never pro-
gressel beyond an insignificant expansion ol social policy.
But it should be admitted that the strident demagogy and
paltry deeds o which these measures usually amounted
have reaped some dividends [or the bourgeoisic. Some sec-
tions ol working people succumbed to the illusions impres-
sedd upon them. And now bourgeois scholars come to the
conclusion that these “achievements™ are a thing long past.
Today the “welfare state™ is no longer an ideal [or anvone
(p. 15). The bourgeoisie no longer believes in the ability of
Revoesian policy of economic regulation to cope with eri-

The State, Class and the Recession. Ed. by Stewart Clegg, Geoff
Dow and Paul Boreham, London and Canberra, Groom Helm, New
York, St. Martin's Press, 1983,
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ses. This policy is diseredited now, it is admitted in the
hook (p. -4). g

Anxiety over capitalism’s future runs through the book.
The =cholars ask themselves how assured in general is the
future ol this social system in the light of the economic
upheavals which have been chronic since the latter half
of the 1970s. They conclude that certainty is the last thing
lo be expected. Once, they argue, the capitalist system com-
bined “mass democracy” (their designation ol bourgeois de-
mocracy) and “economic freedom™, ie., [recdom for the ca-
pitalists to exploit labour. One component backed wup the
other. Now, they wrile, “mass democracy™ is being croded
(p. 52). One of the main sources ol this, Lhey mainlain, is
the “welfare state” policy. Failing to achieve the declared
aims, it succeeded in something else, namely, it contri-
buted to the rise of bureaucracy effecting social program-
mes. This new bureaucratic stratum is adding to the diffi-
culties of state administration.

Attention is also called to another symptom of the dec-
line of “mass democracy”™ the falling prestige of many po-
litical parties. True, they do not name the parties concern-
ed, but this reticence is tell-tale in itself, for it is the bhour-
geois parties that they mean. These partics are loging pres-
tige now becaunse they represent a system suffering obhvions
sethacks in the socio-economic sphere. For that matter the
process which bourgeois scholars blame for the declining
influence ol parties, i.e. their bureaucratizalion, also has ils
effect. Inflation of the apparatus of bourgeois partics alie-
nates their volers, especially at times of acute socio-econo-
mic complications, when their bureaucratic overgrow!h and
ensuing administrative expenditures particularly irritate the
people. In conclusion it is staled that the bourgeois politi-
cal system is losing the ability to lead the masses, which
may cause Lhe collapse of capitalism (p. 62).

Concern is also shown over yet another symptom ol the
inadequacy of capitalism it inability to ensure full em-
ployment, Many generations of bourgeois ideologists have
associated their hopes for bolstering their social system
with full employment. Today too they believe that stable
full employment wonld mean radical consolidation of the
political future of capitalism. But they do not entertain any
illusions aboul altaining it. This is prevented by the real

? For more details see the article by I. Osadchaya “Keynesianism:
Past and Present” in STP Supplement No. 3, 1984.
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economic interests of the ruling class for which “full em-
plovment” is no more than an empty word. In fact, it
is pointed out, the capitalists have always opposed it, for
full employment only stands in their way, restricting their
freedom to determine “the level of business activity” (p.
85). This is correct but only in part. What is much more
important for the capitalists is the possibility of using the
constant reserve army of labour as an instrument for pres-
suring the employed by making them work more intensi-
vely under the threat of replacing them with the jobless
quening at the gates and stifling their opposition on ques-
tions of wages. Documents of various employers' organiza-
tions which directly object to full employment are cited in
the book.

Another question dealt with is the diminishing role of
trade unions and the shrinking of their base because of the
unpopularity of their leaders. This is particularly evident
in countries where the working class movement is headed
by leaders pursuing a conciliatory policy. The AFL-CIO in
the United States, for example, has a smaller number ol
workers than two decades ago. The scholars write about
the conciliatory stance which they call “neo-corporatism”,
Union bosses, they say, are more and more often given
access to the “corridors of power”. For their parl, union
bosses are prepared lo sacrifice the interests ol workers
they represent as a price for this flirting. In particular,
they are not so insistent on actions for pay rises and are
content to be minor consultants in shaping the political
conrse of the government

Most interesting, in our view, are the pages which con-
clusively show the [utility of the employers’ altempls to
incorporate the working people into the capitalist Establish-
ment by means of so-called “participation”. In bourgeois
wrilings such “participation™ is usually treated as an ex-
panding and effective process of partnership belween la-
bonr and capital. The authors prove that this has nothing
to do with reality. In fact, “participation™ is not develop-
ing and the revival of the talk about it does not yield any-
thing of practical value. The purport of this rhetoric is
very simple. When for some reason discontent grows with
the policy of monopolies and they come under intense fire,
the monopolies, trying to dampen the public mood running
against them, dram up the “participation™ idea. As soon
as the wave of eriticism subsides, this [lirting comes to an
end (p. 259).
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Now, the authors write, we wilness a new round of the
{lirtation business. The point is that because of cconomic
difficulties the monopolies are parlicularly interested in
raising efficiency and, accordingly, are eager lo induce
workers to work better, alluring them by the phantom of
“participation™ (p. 276). But there must be no illusions
on this score. As always the capitalists want a “participa-
tion” which spares their power (ibid.). They are all for con-
sultative bodies on which workers can only sit but not
decide anything. For the workers, however, “participation™
is meaningful only when it brings them more real rights
and powers in the sphere of management. This divergence
of interests has been the stumbling block of all previons
attempts to get the labour-capital partnership going.

The authors draw a wide panorama of the modern so-
cial and political sitnation in the capitalist world. And it
is worth summing up what has been said at the start. All
judgements quoted in the book show full anxiety over the
present and the future and nol a shred of optimism about
the coming welfare. The panorama is drawn in gloomy co-
lours, fully corresponding to the harsh capitalist reality.

Yuri OLESCHUK

Mirovaya ckonomika i
mezhdunarodniye otnosheniya,
No. 4. 1984



IN THE WAKE OF REACTION

In the famons Diary by Ju-
les and Edmond Goncourt is a
comment about a literary critic,
“Do vou know how I have man-
aged to hold my own for twenly
years?" asked this rogue when
talking aboul his credo in life.
“I changed my views every fort-
uight. If T had repeated myself
time and lime again, people
would  have  known my stuff
without reading.”

These  lines come to mind
when  one reads  contemporary
Trotskyites in the West. If they
had not changed their views and
tactics, like that critic, no one
would have read their literary
output and they would have
been forgotlen. The tactics ol
Trotskyiles  loday, how they
adapt themselves 1o the condi-
tions  prevailing  in partienlar
countries or regions and the
harmful consequences of these
tactics  for the working class
movement—these  are the que-
stions diseussed in the book Mod
ern Trotskyism: Whom It Ser-
ves by Soviel scholar Nikolai
Vasetsky, published by the No-
vosti  Press Agency Publighing
House in 1984 in French, Spa-
nish and German.

The author convineingly pro-

ves that in all its theoretical pos-
tulates Trotskyism is the anti-
pode of Marxism-Leninism, Bas-
ically, contemporary Trotskyites
continue to supporl and propa-
gate Trotsky's ideas and in this
sense one has every reason for
saying that modern Trotskyism
is a continuation of Trotsky's
activity. But it is difficult and
somelimes  even  impossible to
make full use of Trotsky's ideas
in the new historical silualion.
That is why modern Trotskyiles
substantially modify these ideas
in their writings. It may appear
that on a nomber of guestions
modern  Trotskyites hold differ-
enl  views than Trotsky. More-
over, some theorists of the Trot-
skyite  Fourth  International
(founded 1938) declare that
some of Trotsky's views are out-
dated and need to be revised.
Such attempts to revise Trol-
sky's views are being made, but
the revision is, again, in the
Trotskyite spirit. This may give
uninformed people the impres-
sion of a new, updated ideologi-
cal and political trend. The term
“neo-Trotskyism” appearing in
the Western press now and again
is also somewhat misleading,

In reality, the author of the
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book shows, as far as its social
sources, methodology and, not-
ably, political orientation and
role in the working class move-
ment are concerned, modern
Trotskyism is a direct continua-
tion of the theory, tactics and
policy of traditional Trotskyism.
Modern Trotskyites are Trotsky's
ideological heirs. The changes
which have appeared in the
policy and tactics of modern
Trotskyites are only altempts to
adapt  Trotsky's ideas to the
new conditions in pursuit of the
same aims which Trotsky set in
his time. It would therefore be
wrong to speak of any qualitati-
vely new stage in the evolntion
of Trotskyism.

At the basis of all theoreli-
cal disquisitions of Trotsky and
modern Trotskyites, at the basis
of their loud-mouthed revolutio-
nary phraseology lies the con-
cept of permanent revolution. In
order to grasp Trotsky's views
and the ideas of modern Trots-
kvism, to critically assess them
from a scientific position, one
should bring out the basic as-
pects of the theory of permanent
revolution, as is done in the
I!lltlk.

Trotskyites maintain that in
formulating his concept of per-
manent revolution Trotsky reli-
ed on the thesis set forth by
Marx and Engels in 1850 in the
Address of the Central Commit-
tee to the Communist League.
“In this address” N. Vasetsky
points out, “opposing the subor-
dination of the interests of the
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working class in a bourgeois-
democratic revolution to the in-
terests of the bourgeoisie, Marx
and Engels wrote that the prole-
tariat must go much farther than
the bourgeoisie and petty-bour-
geois democrats in order ‘to ma-
ke the revolution permanent un-
til all more or less possessing
classes have been forced out of
their position ol dominance, un-
til the proletarial has conquered
stale power’.” !

Marx’s fruitful ideas about
uninterrupted revolution were
further elaborated by Lenin,
founder of the Soviet state and
the Communist Party, who car-
ried them further by generaliz-
ing the contemporary experience
and tendencies of the revolution-
ary struggle in the imperialist
epoch. In connection with this
the author writes: “In the impe-
rialist epoch in a country with a
definite level of capitalist deve-
lopment (Russia was such a
country at the turn of the cen-
tury), a democratic revolution
merges with the socialist revolu-
tion and the political line of the
working class must be clearly
orientated towards developing
the bourgeois-democratic into a
saocialist, in other words, towards
uninterrupted revolution.” As Le-
nin said, “from the democratic
revolution we shall at once, and
precisely in accordance with the
measure of our  strength, the
strength  of the class-conscious
and organized proletariat, begin

! K. Marx and F. Engels. Selected
Works, Progress Publishers, Moscow,
1976, vol. 1, p. 179.



to pass to the socialist revolu-
tion. We stand for uninterrup-
ted revolution. We shall not stop
half-way.” *

Thus, the Marxist-Leninist
idea of uninterrupted revolution
means a definite succession of
stages in the revolutionary
struggle, ecach preparing condi-
tions for the [lransition to the
next stage. 20th ceutury histori-
cal revolutionary cxperience has
confirmed this conclusion.

What did Trotsky mean by
“permanent revolution™? Here is
what he said: “Ountbursts of civil
war and external wars alternate
with periods of ‘peaceful’ ref-
orms. Revolutions in the econ-
omy, technology, knowledge, the
family, pattern of life and morals
unfold in successive interaction
with each other, not allowing
society to reach equilibrinm.
Herein lies the permanent cha-
racler of socialist revolution as
such.”

In Trotsky's writings the idea
of uninterrupted revolution be-
came quite unrecognizable and,
moreover, burlesque. “For him.”
Vasetsky writes, “permanent re-
volution  means simultaneous
solution of all political tasks
facing the proletariat who, he
believes, must immediately, with-
out any succession, overthrow
the rule of the hourgeoisie, es-
tablish proletarian dictatorship,
implement democratic transfor-

2 V.1 Lenim, Collected Works,
vol. 9, pp. 236-237.

mations and a socialist program-
me of reorganizing society as a
whole and ‘ensure the victory of
revolution beyond the borders of

the country’.

Thus, the fundamental dif-
ference between Trotsky's con-
cept of permanent revolution and
the Marxist theory of the deve-
lopment of the democratic revo-
lution into a socialist one is dis-
regard by the former of the ob-
jective  laws of social develop-
ment and stages of the revolu-
tion, adventuristie calls for skip-
ping these stages, the conten-
tion that the proletariat is not
obliged 1o take into considera-
tion  the objective  condilions
and laws of struggle.

By preserving in every pos-
sible way the anti-revolution-
ary and, above all, anti-socialist
“kernel” of the theory of per-
manent revolution, modern
Trotskyites actnally oppose not
only the USSR but also the en-
tire world socialist system. “At
the Dbasis of the Trotskyites’
negation of existing socialism,”
the author emphasizes, “lies the
same idea of a ‘world proleta-
rian revolulion’. This revolu-
tion, in Trotskyite interpretation,
represents a certain indefinite
state of ‘permanent’ confronta-
tion between the “world bourgeoi-
sie’ and the ‘world proletariat’
unfolding on the world scene.”

The world proletarian revolu-
tion, modern Trotskyites claim,
is neither a sum of national rev-
olutions, nor a secession of one
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country after another, nor a sim-
ultaneous act taking place in all
countries. It is, they say, a clash
between the bourgeoisie and the
proletarial  continuing over a
long historical period. Even in
the USSIt where the proletariat
took power inlo its hands, the
revolution  has  not been com-
pleted, they allege. It has only
started. In general, they refuse
lo recognize those countries as
socialist in which the new soe-
ial  system is a reality. The
Trotskyites not  just deny the
importance of socialist transfor-
malions in countries freed from
capitalism: they call for a vig-
orous  struggle against them.
This position shows that the
Trotskyite criticism of existing
socialism is patently counter-
revolutionary. “Beginning by
rejecting the Marxist-Leninist
laws governing mankind's tran-
sition from capitalism to social-
ism,” the author notes, “Trots-
kyism has inevitably slipped to
slandering  existing  socialism.
Questioning the importance of
collective experience in building
socialism, it seeks to sow doubts
in the people’s minds about the
possibility of a successful revol-
utionary struggle in individual
countries and, consequently,
doubts aboul its expediency.”

Drawing on extensive factual
material, the author examines
the modern Trotskyite thesis on
“colonial revolutions™ in the
Asian, African and Latin Ame-
rican countries as the leading
factor of world revolution. This
thesis is one of the most radic-
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al "additions” to Trotsky's the-
ory of permanent revolution. In
his time he preached the Euro-
centrist  concept of the world
social revolution, claiming that
it was only possible in develo-
ped  eountries. Moreover, Trot-
sky  denied the revolutionary
potential of the peasants whom
he viewed as a conservative and
even a reactionary force. He be-
liewed that revolutionary power
established by a victorious bour-
geois-democratic revolution  will
bhe  confronted not only by the
bourgeoisie but also by the pea-
santry and that the policy of al-
liance with the peasantry was
doomed Lo failure,

Why have modern Trotskyi-
tes turned to the backward coun-
tries? Of this Vasetsky writes:
“The Trotskvist leaders like
Trotsky in his time, hastened
lo take advantage of the situa-
tion developing in the world so
as not to be ‘late for the train’,
so  to speak, and not to find
themselves left on the sidelines
of progress. In addition, they
tried to spread Trotskyite con-
ceptions among the participants
in the anti-imperialist struggle
and thus bolster up their posi-
tion. This was the circumstance
that induced them to revise their
altitude to the Third World.”
Forgetting what Trotsky said
aboul the peasantry as a reac-
tionarv foree, the Trotskyites
have now proclaimed it ... the
most revolutionary force of our
time.

There is one more cause for



the Trolskyites' flirting with the
Third World, Vasetsky notes.
They try o use the upsurge of
the national liberation movem-
ent as an argument for justily-
ing their defeatist stand in rela-
tion to the revolutionary strug-
gle of the working class in the
zone  of developed capitalism,
The  colonial revolution, they
claim, thongh it is powerless to
hlow up capitalist countries since
the Third World is still depend-
ent on world  imperialism, al-
though indirectly and nol divectly
as in the past, can nonetheless
give a new impetus to political
revolutions in  “working peo-
ple’s  states™, ie. to processes
which shaped the development
of socialist countries.

Such ideas can only isolate
the national liberation movem-
ent from the other revolution-
ary streams of our time, As Va-
selsky  notes  in his book, in
place of Trotsky's left-seclarian
line—the prolelariai  without
the peasantry—an equally sec-
tarian line has heen proposed -
the peasaniry without the inier-
national working class. This
brings grist to Lhe mill of those
interested in isolaling and weak-
ening the mnational [iberation
movement and, therehy, the en-
tire front of the anti-imperialist
struggle.

Nor is there anything new
about the modern Trotskvite tac-
tics in the developed capitalist
countries. The difference is only
in words and not in deeds, They
deny the necessity of combining

the struggle for demacracy with
the struggle for socialism. They
call Jor the carliest establisli-
ment of full workers’ control
over Lhe capitalist economy and
also administralive control over
the bourgeois state; [or the dis-
bandment of the police and the
army; for immediale socialist
transformations, and for the ar-
med, violent overthrow of capi-
talism. “Butl for the time bheing
these are actually impracticable
demands,” Vasetsky concludes.
“Consequently, the Trotskyite
stralegy programming their im-
practicability leads to the com-
plete disorientation of the mas-
ses. In other words, it demorali-
zes them and, ultimately, fosters
pessimism and doubts as to the
effectiveness of any mass strug-
gle.”

Trotskyites negate the need
of cementing the bonds of the
working class with non-proleta-
rian seelions, denounce the po-
licy of anti-monopoly and broad
left alliances. They preach auto-
nomy and independence of the
diverse sireams of the democra-
tic movement. “Trotskyism,” Va-
setsky wriles, “is doing every-
thing poessible to disunite the
working class and non-proletar-
inn sections, for in the conditions
of social isolalion the impact of
scientific socialist ideas on the
working people weakens.”

Thus, modern Trotskyism. as
the book cogently demonstrates,
remains true to the ideas which
Trotsky, its spiritual father, en-
unciated in his time. Trotsky-
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ism's entire record shows that it
has been aloof from the main
revolutionary movements of our
time: the struggle for the estab-
lishment of a new, socialist soc-
iety on a worldwide scale, the
struggle of the working class
and all working people in dev-
eloped capitalist countries for
general democratic demands, for

the liguidation of monopoly op-
pression and the struggle of the
peoples of Asia, Africa and La-
tin America for their complete
and final national liberation. It
continues to serve the interests
of the bourgeoisie, following in
the wake of reaction.

Gennady KOBYAKOV



veiw

WHOSE INTERESTS DOES
“PSYCHOLOGICAL WARFARE” SERVE?

ln the struggle for people’s
minds and hearls going on in
the maodern  world, imperialism
relies on foree, uncompromising
confrontation and divect interfer-
ence in the internal affairs of
socialist  countries,  Instead  of
openly  comparing the prospects
and potential of the two oppos-
ing systems capitalist ideologists
more and more Trequently resorl
Lo propaganda  aggression. They
witttl o turn the sphere of ideol-
ogyv and  propaganda  inlo o
springboard — for  anti-socialist
subversion,  The current large-
scale  psyehological warfare is
parl and parcel of the aggressive
military policy of the imperialist
cireles of  the USA and other
NATO countries,

The nature, forms amd aims
ol this psychological warlfare are
discussed in a number of books
by prominent  Soviel scholars,
journalists  specializing in inter-
national allairs and political wri-
ters. Two APN publications are
among  Lhem: Whaose Interests
Does  “Psychological Warfare”
Sercve? by  Lev Nikolayvev and
Washington Crusaders on the
March by Viadimir  Bolshakov.
These two books stand out by
their  poignant  formulation  of

the problems, profound analysis
and rich factual malterial. The
hook On  the Threshold of the
19805, which takes the form of
an inlerview between Academie-
ian Georgy Arbalov, an eminent
Soviet scholar and public figure
who is Director of the Institute
of Us and Canadian Studies of
the USSR Academy of Sciences,
and  Dutel jonrnalist Willem
Oltmans  also helps  understand
the specifics of the present sta-
ge in the ideological confronta-
tion between  the two opposing
social  systems  and world out-
looks.

Making a scientific analysis
of the world situation and of the
balance of world forces, the Sov-
icl authors show who is to blame
lor the aggravation of internatio-
nal relations, why the ideological
confrontalion  between socialism
and capitalism is =0 sharp in our
days  and  who stands to gain
from the  psychological warfare
which has now assumed unpre-
cedented proportions. Each of the
above-mentioned books is an im-
portant. contribution to exposing
imperialism’s  psychological in-
tervention againgt all those who
are lighting for peace, socialism,
freedom,  democracy and  social
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progress.  ldeological — provoca-
tions instigated by the latter-day
crnsaders are also directed aga-
inst the peoples of socialist
countries, developing countries
and millions of working people
in capitalist counlries.

In this review we shall dwell
only on a few, salient problems
treated in the above-mentioned
books.

One of the key issues central
to appraising relalions between
the two syslems in the ideologi-
cal sphere is that of the peaceful
coexistence of socialism and ca-
pitalism and the ideological
struggle between the two. It was
discussed by Academician Arba-
tov in his talks with W. Oli-
mans.

*“What role does ideology
play in relations between Mos-
cow and the West, the United
States in particular?”, the Dutch
journalist asked.

Arbatov's reply was as [ol-
lows: “ldeological differences
between countries belonging to
differing social systems should
not, in our view, be an obstacle
to normal political relations. At
the same lime, communist par-
ties, actively championing det-
ente and international coopera-
tion, believe that ideological dif-
ferences are fundamental and
that the ideological struggle is
inevitable.”

Question: “How can the two
concepls be reconciled?”

Answer: “Lenin's concept of
peaceful coexistence, in a nul-

50

shell, envisages the parallel and
peaceful existence of states he-
longing to opposing social sys-
tems.  These systems differ in
their economic organizalion, the
character of social relations, va-
lues and ideals. In the modern
world the influence of ideologies
cannol be confined to countries
in which they dominate, ldeolo-
gies constantly clash with each
other on a global scale and
within many countries. This is
not a fact which we invented,
and it cannot bhe ignored. This
must be quite clear to the Ame-
ricans who are proud of their
pluralist tradition.”

The struggle of ideas assum-
ed  worldwide proportions after
the victory of the October Revo-
Iution in Russia which lannched
the era of mankind’s transition
from capitalism to socialism. The
argument between the two social
systems as to whose world out-
look is more correct, whose soc-
ial strocture is more just and
whose way of life better is
inevitable, As Lev Nikolayev
writes in his book, “This histo-
vic dispute cannol  be resolved
on the battlefield. History ilself
will evenlnally announce its ver-
dict on this issne. The competi-
tion hetween the ideologies has
been continuing for already over
sixty years; it is not a trial of
military strength but a scientific
conlest with the aim of demon-
strating, in accordance with ob-
jective  laws of development,
which system and which moral-
ity are more conducive to the
preservation of life on earth and
to the material and spiritual
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Hourigshing of mankind.”

In the long run, capitalism
and its ideology are bound to
lose this competition. Socialism
wins more and more supporters
and consolidates ils position and
prestige in the world wilth every
new slage of social development.

“Clearly.” Nikolayev stresses,
‘an  honest ideological struggle
does not suit imperialist circles
because acquaintance with com-
munist ideas and their implem-
entation  in  socialist countries
leads working people in capita-
list countries to reappraise the
values of the Western way of
life, This is precisely what the
anli-Communists dread. This is
why they try to turn things up-
side down, spew forth lies in
oridler  to  obscure the truth,
counterpose ideological subver
sion to theoretical  discussion
and introduce  the  stralegems
and techniques of psychological
warfare into the sphere of ideo
logical struggle in  pursuil  of
their aggressive anti-communist
schemes.”

Being one of the main forms
of the class struggle between the
two systems, the ideological
struggle, as it grows more and
more acule, is being increasing
ly differentiated according to its
targets and methods and means
of its influence, The propaganda
apparatus wielded by the roling
capilalist elass is out to step np
its influence not only on theory,
but also on practice. Its methods
are becoming ever more refined.
Nikolayev writes on this score:
“In the psychological  warfare

which imperialism is  waging
againsl the socialist countries il
employs economic,  political,
ideological and patently <ubver
sive means and _tlechniques.
State institutions and agencies,
the communication media, intel-
licenee oulfits, venal trade union
hosses, reaclionary nationalistic,
religions, emigrant  amd  other
groups—all take a hand in the
pursuit of different campaigns.
In  other words, psychological
warfare is the mass indoe-
trination of people by means
ol manipulative and lying pro-
paganda  which foments  lhosti-
lity towards socialist countries
and urges military preparations
for a first nueclear strike against
them.”

Thus, the aim of subversive
aclivities in the ideological
sphere fully coincides with the
basic foreign-policy line of the
US  imperialist circles—their
course for preparing a nuclear
war. The question of war and
peace is now at the centre of
the ideological struggle betwe-
en the two systems. Quite under-
standably, therefore, it has also
come to the fore in the psycho-
logical warfare. Its instigators
and architects resort to direct
political  subversion, whipping
up a war psychosis and provok-
ing conflicts and discord betwe-
en peoples.

In his preface to the Soviet
edition of the book On the
Threshold of the 1980s G. Ar-
hatov reflects on the causes of
the intensified psychological at-
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tacks by the present US Admi-
nistration. The point is that
today, more than ever before, il
dreads the truth about the real
stale of alfairs in ils own coun-
try and abont the position of the
USSR and other socialist coun-
tries on the world scene. This is
why Washington goes all out to
give people a distorted view  of
reality. “Now. be so kind as to
tell me who would be prepared,
for no reason at all, to spend
vast sums of money on weapons
presenting the threat of nuclear
calastrophe and, moreover, at the
expense  of allocations on one's
own social needs? This is why
statistics on military parity are
distorted, the potential of the US
allies is discounted. The geopaoli-
tical position of the USSR is ig-
nored. information is withheld
about whole systems of weapons
and  Take figures are given al
every Llurn. What is being said
in Washinglon on questions  of
war and peace may rightly be
called  the  biggest lie ol the
20th century.”

Lies invariably go together
with militarism and aggressive
foreign  policy. And it is no
accident that they are included
in the ideological arsenal of
Washington politicians  as  the
main offensive  force.  They
spread lies with the same untir-
ing zeal as those whose official
duty is to indoctrinate the publ-
ic as suils big business. Arbatov
says in connection  with  this:
“Like [ull-time  propagandists,
the highest ranking  American
leaders are working with sweal
pouring off  their  brow. They
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have initiated the current  anti-
Soviet erusade. They are at the
rools of the most malignant anti-
Soviet slander campaigns. They
proclaim the Soviet Union and
its people perfidious and immo-
ral “monsters’, the ‘canse of all
evil on earth.” Such stalements,
Arbatoy adds, make the world
public anxions. In the United
States. oo, many sober-minded,
realistic  people  are  warning
about the dangerons conseqguen-
ces of the militarization ol the
American  mentality  and  the
daily vicious distortion ol the
position of the Soviet side. Such
warnings have been sounded by
George Kennan and Averell Har-
piman, Tormer US ambassadors
to the USSR and many congress-
men and senators, among others.
But. judging by its actions, the
present \dministration has lost
the ability to heed the voice of
reasoln.,

In his book Washington Cru-
saders on the March V. Bolsha-
kov convincingly demonstrates
that Washington's programme of
confrontation  with communism
and its  psychological warfare
techniques flagrantly contradict
international law and the United
Nations  Charter.  In 1980, the
a5th session of the UN General
Assembly unanimously voted for
the Declaration on the Principles
of International Law Concerning
Friendly Relations amd Coopera-
tion Between Stales  in Aecor-
danee with the UN Charter. The
Declaration  affivmed  non-inter-
ference in the each other's in-
ternal affairs, a principle of the
UN Charler, as an inviolable




norm ol international law. This
principle  was reaffirmed in a
nuwmber of other UN documents.

“The US  Administration,”
the  Soviet scholar emphasizes,
“in proclaiming the programme
of ‘tneouraging democralic
changes” which amounts to an
altempt o dismantle the exist-
ing svstem in the USSR and
the other socialist counlries, is
violating the letter and spirit of
the Tundamental documents re-
gulating  Soviet-American rela-
tions,” notably, Basic Principles
ol Mutual Relations Between the
U nion ol Soviet Socialist Repub-
liecs  aml  the Uniled States of
America signed by the leaders of
the two states on May 29, 1972,

The main obstacle to the es-
tablishment ol normal  good
neighbonrly  relations  between
the USA and socialist conntries,
in line with  international  law
and the existing bilateral agree-
ments, i< the Dbellicose  anli-
communi=m of the US leaders
who refuse to reckon with 20th
century realities, Sinee the late
T0s the US ruling cireles have
staged  three large-scale subver-
sive campaigns against real so-
cialisme: Tiestly, the myth aboul
the “Soviet military threat”, se-
condlv, the hue and ery over
the “violation of human rights™
in the USSR and other socialist
countries  and, thirdly, charges
levelled against the USSR for
its alleged complicity in interna-
tional terrorism.  An  important
role i all these campaigns, as
in many  other  psvehological
warlare aclivilies is assigned o
the hourgeais mass media which

are not only the tools of impe-
rialist policy but often direct in-
stigators ol subversive  acts
against socialist countries, Bol-
shakov and  Nikolayev expose
these activities ciling numerous
examploes.

A number of major organiza-
tional and financial measures
have recently been carried out in
the system of US establishments
calering to  the psychological
warfare al ils new slage. One of
these was the reorganization of
the United States Information
Ageney  which is supposed to
give a new dimension o foreign-
policy propaganda and pul it on
a par with the military tasks of
ensuring  the West's  security.
ldeological — and  psyvehological
justification of  the crusade
against the USSR is provided by
Project Truth, In the last three
vears many subversive  anti-So-
viel acts have been carried out
nnder  its anspices. The USTA
central apparatus has a special
group  which  monitors  Soviel
propaganda and also a flexible
response serviee cirenlating anti-
Soviet  material which  distorts
the sum and substance of the
soviet Union's foreign policy.

The imperialist propaganda
machine, which American his-
torian  Theodore  White aptly
dubbed a brainwashing syvstem,
i running at top gear. Lev Ni-
kolavev singles out the follow-
ing tendencies in the activities of
the mass media: more active in-
volvement in  propaganda acts
and operations of US officials;
increased  coordination of acti-
ons with the White House, the
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State  Department, the intelli
gence services in the country and
with the allies in military bloes
abroad. The forms and methods
of ideological struggle are diffe-
rentiated to suil Lhe conditions
of parlicular socialist countries
and developing slates.

As the books of the Soviet
scholars show, definite forces
stand behind this policy: the
group of [1|l|1m[lt1|}' corporalions
engaged mostly in military pro-
duction and therefore having a
vested interest in the arms race
escalation. The influence of bu-
siness circles on US foreign po
licy has always been strong, bul
it has never heen so considerable
as under the Reagan Adminis-
tration.

The military-industrial com-
plex has nowhere been so pow-
erful in (he last decades as in
the United States. It is in line

with its interests that the fla-
mes ol psychological warfare are
being lanned with renewed [or-
ce, with the connivance and even
iirect  involvement of the top
echelons of the US Administra-
tion. We cannot but agree with
the conclusion drawn in the
hook “Whose Interesis Does
‘Psvchological Warfare” Serve?”
that “this warfare is not only a
means of propaganda support for
imperialism’s foreign policy stra-
tegy but also an ‘independent’
factor for undermining detente
and building up tension. Being
spearheaded against the Soviel
Union amd other countries of the
socialist  communily it also
threatens the whole world  and,
therelore, all peoples must show
their ulmost vigilanee in coun-
lering it.”

Yekalerina SHALAYEVA (APN)
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THEORY AND PRACTICE and
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featuring the vital problems of Marxist-
Leninist theory, the practice of socialist
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