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Preface by the General Editor

OR many years the author of this book has been a close observer of the Soviet regime and Communist tactics. Having resided in Communist-dominated countries, he became familiar with their ways and doctrine, not by hearsay, but by direct observation.

Two years of penetrating study in this most acute of all present-day problems were spent by him in Russia itself. This initial experience was followed by twenty-five years of research, by much delving into Communist thought at the roots, and by prolonged travel in many foreign lands. In particular, Germany and Japan were further scenes of his untiring activity in securing the fullest possible information on this most threatening evil, whose promoters at the present hour dominate actually a third of the population of the entire civilized world. Ruthlessly, Communist Russia is determined to bring under its single despotic power the remaining two thirds as well.

There, then, is the danger threatening us, which never can be taken too seriously. It must be met with all the resources at our command. And the first requirement is clearness of understanding. What the conquest of the world by Communism would actually mean the author makes fully clear in the pages of this book.

Eighteen years ago, before the international situation had assumed its present seriousness, two conferences on this vital subject were held by the author himself with the then President Roosevelt. The circumstances and significance of those conversations are discussed in the present volume.

May this book, then, make clear that no inhibition exists on the part of our Communist foe as to the use of even the most deadly weapons that science can invent for the destruction of human freedom. Such means are even now, the author shows, in the hands of an enemy without conscience, without belief in God, and hence without any regard for humanity itself except as it can be used to bolster up the Communist cause. For what, in their theory, are mortal men but an evolution at the best from insensate plant or animal life to the human stage? The conclusion from this creed is coldly and relentlessly applied in its ultimate disregard for the dignity of human life and personality.

It is with strict facts only and not with mere imaginings that the author is concerned, and with the clear exposition of the ultimate determination of Communism, if not now prevented, to extend its rule over all the civilized earth. These are the facts that must be made known for the safety of society, for the welfare of our country, and for the preservation of the spiritual basis of Western civilization.

Partly biographical, the text embodies pages of the author's own Russian diary never yet presented to the public. A further attempt is made to lay bare the very roots of the Russian Revolution itself in order to demonstrate the historical continuity and basic consistency of the Soviet policy. And all this is done in a manner readily intelligible to everyone.

Fortunately, too, the author has chosen the present most opportune moment to make public his research of a quarter of a century in a book, no less interesting than important. May it reach out far and wide as its subject matter deserves. High time, indeed, that the world should learn to know the truth, only the truth, and the full truth concerning this most vital and important subject of our day that even now has begun to impinge directly and most closely on our lives.

JOSEPH HUSSLEIN, S.J., PH.D.

General Editor, Science and Culture Series
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Leaves From a Russian Diary

government from the rostrum of the United Nations but wines and dines with American delegates outside office hours.

It is sometimes possible, in retrospect, to put one's finger on a point in time, on a date, or a set of circumstances which can be recognized as having exercised a measurable influence on one's intellectual growth. Ruskin tells us of such a determinant in his progress toward appreciation of natural beauty and art forms. In his tender years he had been taken to an enchanting spot called Friar's Crag, overlooking Lake Derwentwater in the Midlands of England. It is a tranquil promontory looking down on the oval lake which is set in an amphitheater of encircling mountains, one range overlooked by others of greater height. The panorama, he records, impressed itself indelibly on his young and susceptible mind, a mind that was later to give us Stones of Venice and The Seven Lamps of Architecture. Derwentwater was Ruskin's first introduction to natural beauty, and he never forgot the moment. Similarly, though under wholly different circumstances, a sequence of specific happenings left their traces on my own education to an understanding of the inner nature and outward characteristics of the Russian Revolution.

They began during the period when the government of the United States had refused to enter into diplomatic relations with the Communist regime and had maintained that position since 1917 through a succession of Republican and Democratic administrations. The policy had been originally established by the Democrats under Woodrow Wilson. But, in common with most Americans, I had accepted that aspect of the matter as a political decision, without having direct personal experience of the full weight of the reasons behind the fact. It is, consequently, an accurate statement to say that I first entered Soviet Russia in February, 1922, with a wholly open mind and in a spirit of friendliness toward its people. It required nearly two years of residence in Soviet territory to recognize the deep gulf which separated the Christianity of the West from the new religion of denial enthroned in the Kremlin. What actually stood revealed was a cult of national and international violence, which included a program of organized assault on the freedoms of democracy as well as on revealed religion.

At the peak of the operation we were feeding eleven million needy Russians every day, the quota under my direct responsibility being 156,000 mouths to feed every twenty-four hours. The flow of contributions and supplies continued for two years, until the Soviet Government declared, in the summer of 1923, that famine conditions were no longer existent and that Soviet agencies would be able thereafter to meet the remaining needs without assistance of the American organization.

The first key to understanding the Soviet concept of permanent revolution was vouchsafed in the form of two incidents arising from the organization of relief headquarters for the Crimea in the city of Eupatoria, on the shores of the Black Sea. It was late in the summer of 1922. At the outset, an attitude of cordiality and co-operation was manifested by the local commissars toward the foreigners bringing gifts and food. Comrade Bulle, the liaison officer from Moscow, endeavored, as far as we could judge, to create an atmosphere of civilized reciprocity. Thus, he invited me one evening to a sort of caucus of the Communist Party, a preliminary convention where delegates were to be chosen for the forthcoming All-Union Congress in Moscow. Composed of peasants and workers, the assembly faced a platform on which were gathered the Communist authorities of the town and the Party candidates. Around the sides of the hall and across the back was arranged a cordon of Bolshevik soldiers, armed as always.

As the only guest, I was seated on the stage where courtesy imposed a certain protocol. I applauded at what seemed the proper moment and rose at the end for the singing of what turned out to be the Internationale. The voting was particularly revealing. A spellbinder delivered an impassioned address which rose to a climax. Pointing to the elite seated on the platform he eulogized them as the cream of the Crimea. Then he put the question: "All who are opposed to the Party candidates will signify by raising the right hand." At this the Red guards made noises with their boots and with their rifle butts. Obviously nobody stirred or raised a finger. "Now," continued the orator, "all in favor of the Party candidates will signify their vote." The air was straightway filled with waving hands and fluttering digits. The Red guards relaxed and the Secret Service men sauntered approvingly along the aisles. But that was not all. An exact count was made and the unanimous election was recorded for transmission to Moscow and the news services.

At the conclusion of the ceremonies, toward midnight, I retired with my chaperon to the house where I was quartered. It was a fairly substantial building, though in general disrepair after the years of revolution and civil war. Eupatoria, once a picturesque, but in 1922 a wasted, half-ruined city, had been one of the most

frequented watering places of the old regime. Not far from where we sat—the spot could be reached in an hour—the allied British and French forces landed in September, 1854, during the Crimean War. Once a favorite resort for Russians seeking relief from the summer heat of Petrograd and Moscow, it still showed evidence of something more than vanished gentility in the palatial whitestone villas that dotted its water front. But these remnants of a fallen empire were mostly ruins now, plundered for loot or despoiled in search of wood for fuel; their roofless walls stood stark and bare with the empty window spaces silhouetted against the sky like the eyeless sockets of a human skull that had passed through fire. The city had been cruelly devastated by the successive waves of invasion that had passed over it—first the Germans, then the retreating armies of Denikin, then the triumphant Bolsheviks again. With the waters of the Black Sea rippling up to the beach outside, and by the light of a candle stuck in the neck of a bottle, I discussed the Russian Revolution with my friendly Commissar.

We sat the whole night out and burned many a candle to the stub. He was filled with zeal and enthusiasm, I with curiosity and a sense of special opportunity. It was agreed that each could be perfectly frank, asking and replying as he deemed proper, no offense intended. He was a seasoned Marxist, I an unconvinced bourgeois.

"What you saw and heard tonight," he said, "is going on at this time throughout the entire Union of Workers and Peasants. Nothing can stop the dictatorship of the proletariat."

"The world revolution that Mr. Saïd Galaiev spoke about," I asked, "will it also come in my country, the United States of America? . . . I live far away."

"Eventually, yes. But not for a long time. It will come late, probably last, to the United States."

"Why this — pardon the expression — privileged exemption for so long a time?"

"The revolutionary leaders who drafted your Constitution were wiser than European rulers. They included in your organic law shrewd provisions which anticipated the future awakening of the masses. They made your Constitution flexible and elastic, capable of being modified to keep pace with popular demand and social developments. When exploitation of the workers threatens your bourgeois state, you Americans add an amendment in response to the pressure from below."

"I do not believe they all came precisely in that way; ten

were added immediately from above — but let that pass."

"Our Russian state was like cast iron. A rigid system cannot bend, so we broke it."

Comrade Bulle had obviously retained no little of his indoctrination in the social history of the United States. But he had missed the informing spirit of the American Constitution as well as the genesis and historical background of the Bill of Rights. He knew nothing of the three principles of balance required by James Madison for the organic law he did so much to draft:


	Separation of powers, including checks and balances;


	The natural limits to the power of numerical majorities in republics operating over a large area;


	Federalism, reserving a portion of governmental authority




to the states.

What my Commissar held as incontrovertible was the firm conviction that all non-Communist States must eventually succumb to the new order established by Russian Communism. It was my first personal and authentic contact with the Party Line in the flesh.

But these cordial relations were soon to be rudely interrupted. Whether new tactics had been ordered from Moscow or instinctively adopted by the local commissars at a prearranged moment I could not ascertain. What became extremely important was the purpose underlying the typical maneuver which now transpired. After considerable difficulty and overcoming of unnecessary obstacles, our kitchens and feeding facilities were finally ready for operation. Exercising the freedom of choice guaranteed in the Relief Agreement signed by the highest Soviet authorities, I had recruited a staff of secretaries, interpreters, bookkeepers, and miscellaneous assistants. Knowledge of foreign languages was of prime importance; hence the office personnel were chosen from the native population on grounds of competency irrespective

of politics, religion, or social status. People were starving to death in the streets of Russia and no time was to be lost. Quick, efficient distribution of the food from America was our sole objective. But the secret police, then known as the Cheka, had other ideas: to plant their secret agents in foreign relief missions for espionage purposes was classic procedure. Hence, the chief of the political bureau of the town, the Ispolkom, demanded of me that I discharge the staff recently chosen and accept the nominees of the local Communist Party.

These relatively unimportant and far-off incidents would seem trivial in 1951 if they did not reveal something that is neither

trivial nor incidental: the permanent psychology and unchanged inner workings of the Soviet mind, which transcend time and place and reveal themselves with continuity and uniformity in issues great and small.

The tone and wording of the text clearly meant complete repudiation of the agreement signed by Litvinov at Riga before the feeding operation began. The terms and conditions under which American assistance was to be administered had there been spelled out with great accuracy and much detail. Now that huge quantities of American supplies were safely concentrated in Russia, the treaty was suddenly denounced and surrender of supplies and of the guarantees of autonomy was demanded. Fortunately, the director of the A.R.A. was a leader of men,

with the foresight of a statesman as well as the courage of a soldier. Surrender on that vital point, he knew, meant total and continued surrender. He held his ground. Orders were prepared for all units to prepare to move out of Russia, taking supplies and equipment with them, although Colonel Haskell was doubtless well aware, in his heart of hearts, that the 200 men under his command could not have moved a pound of food, supplies, or medical equipment—if, indeed, they could have extricated themselves from the widely scattered areas where they were stationed, should Soviet forces oppose them.

Excitement and suspense mounted in Moscow and in the districts as this conflict of wills progressed. Colonel Haskell refused resolutely to be seduced into the interminable negotiations by which Soviet dialecticians always hope to smother the facts, confuse the issue, and exhaust their opponents. The Soviet ultimatum, he replied, was clear, and the document spoke for itself. The Communist government was given a deadline, set at some forty-eight hours later, for an answer without equivocation.

To its great credit, Washington backed up its representative in the field. The Kremlin retreated many hours before the deadline, replying in the form of an "explanation." "It was all a mistake. . . . The offending document had been sent by error to the great American Relief Administration, whereas," it was soothingly explained, "the text was really intended for certain minor relief agencies, whose assistance was negligible. . . . The clerk who had made the error would be punished," and so forth, and so forth. Obviously, it was a face saver, and a crude one. Every line of the document, the specific references and the description of the colossal feeding operation could apply only to the American Relief Administration. Had appeasement been the fashion at that period instead of honest, firm, and patient maintenance of the equities, that great operation would have passed into history as a huge failure. We all breathed a sigh of relief, returned to our posts — and waited for the next crisis.

It was not long in coming. Attacking from another angle, the Soviets, who, by agreement, were committed to assume some of the administrative expenses, called for an "important conference" in January, 1923. With much display of statistical wizardry, the

Marxian accountants produced a set of figures showing that the American overhead was running to something like 30 per cent of the total value of the relief supplies. Such an unreasonable expense, it was argued, indicated inefficiency and raised serious doubts of the practicality of the entire relief operation as conducted by Americans. The American accountants promptly produced their bourgeois records, from which it was shown that distribution costs had been kept down to 3 per cent, one tenth of the alleged expense. Were the Marxist acrobats embarrassed? Far from it. "Oh, yes," they replied, "a decimal point has slipped."

0 0 0 0

The second stage in penetrating to the depths of the antagonism between the Soviet State and the Christianity of the West was reached during the closing days of a famous trial in Moscow, in March, 1923. Violent religious persecution was then the order of the day; fourteen Catholic ecclesiastics were on trial before the Revolutionary Tribunal, including the only remaining representative of the Catholic hierarchy, Monseigneur Jan Cieplak, Archbishop of Mogilev. At that stage in the evolution of Soviet policy, the procedure was much more direct, less subtle, far more reckless than at present, and wholly uninhibited. Thus, in my own hearing—I was present in the courtroom as Vatican observer—the Soviet Public Prosecutor, Krylenko, addressed to the Archbishop and to all prisoners in the dock a clean-cut ultimatum:

"Will you stop teaching the Christian religion?"

"We cannot," came the uniform answer. "It is the law of God." "That law does not exist on Soviet territory," replied Krylenko. "You must choose. . . . As for your religion, I spit on it, as I spit on all religions."

Here was and is the authentic mind and voice of Marxian Communism. Although Krylenko was soon to be eliminated from public life and pass into the waiting shadows, the accuracy of his interpretation remains. Basic principles can never be compromised; in a clash to the finish between fundamental opposites, one or the other must prevail. The weakling who attempts to reconcile the root differences between Marxian Communism and

Christianity is engaged in biting on granite. He can only end in breaking his teeth and degrading his intellect. The Soviet Union is the first sovereign State, to my knowledge, which has elevated the negation of God to the status of a principle of

political philosophy.

The direct challenge was met by the victims of 1923 with unequivocal refusal to surrender; the anticipated penalties were then swiftly imposed: death, exile to labor camps, various terms of imprisonment, ranging from two to ten years. The formal condemnation was pronounced at midnight on Palm Sunday, 1923. Monsignor Budkiewicz, vicar of St. Catherine's in Petrograd, had his brains blown out in a dungeon of the Lubyanka on the following Good Friday. The others disappeared behind the Iron Curtain of Soviet prison life.

It was shortly after the close of the trial that an incident occurred which revealed a measure of sadism the more repulsive because it was anonymous. Charged by the reigning Pontiff, Pius XI, with the duty of negotiating a peaceful solution of the impasse between the Soviet government and the Petrograd clergy, I held myself in readiness for any possibility. When it became evident that certain of the accused would be executed—though eventually we managed to save the life of Archbishop Cieplak—a request was addressed to the Soviet Department of Justice that I be allowed to assist the condemned at the end, as a priest in attendance. The text of my letter made reference to the fact that spiritual ministration to persons condemned to death was a courtesy which civilized nations commonly granted. No answer was vouchsafed. An appeal for commutation of sentence was rejected and experienced newspaper correspondents assured me that Monsignor Constantine Budkiewicz was certainly doomed.

Resolved to go to the prison, if permitted, I sat waiting on the night of March 30 in the dwelling assigned to the Papal Relief Mission on Spiridonovka—waiting alone, since all our Russian employees had been released from their duties in view of the danger of arrest always present for Russian nationals employed by a foreigner. Even my very faithful personal interpreter, Walter Kurrol, had been dismissed for that night, a circumstance I shall never cease to regret, as my knowledge of Russian was too limited

to conduct a conversation in the vernacular, should the necessity arise. How it did arise and what transpired I leave to an English writer, Francis McCullagh, an experienced journalist then working in Moscow. He knew the ways of the Bolsheviks and was an adept in ferreting out news. He has the following passages in his The Bolshevik Persecution of Christianity.1

At twenty minutes past one on the night of Good Friday, March 30, the telephone bell in Dr. Walsh's office suddenly rang. We hated to go into that room because it was a front room and was, when the electric light was turned on, commanded by the silent and inscrutable eyes on the other side of the street; it seemed, consequently, to be permeated, especially at night, by some influence, occult and intensely malignant. The doctor answered the telephone, but was greeted only by a roar of savage laughter, by ribald singing, and by remarks which he could not understand, and which seemed to come from a room full of people. The same mysterious performance was repeated four times that night and no explanation of it was afterwards forthcoming; but from that moment the Papal delegate gave up hope as completely as if he had seen Mgr. Budkiewicz shot. That telephone call came, he surmised, from No. 11, Bolshoi Lubyanka, in the cellar of which the unfortunate priest was murdered; and it probably came from the murderers.

McCullagh's allusion to the silent eyes on the opposite side of the street refers to the constant espionage directed against all foreign missions. Controlling all houses and lodgings, it was an easy task for the secret police to install its agents directly opposite any selected dwelling and maintain constant surveillance. The account continues:

The Papal Mission had been allowed to send packets of food to each of the prisoners. Next day the chocolate addressed to Mgr. Budkiewicz was returned, broken as if by a hammer, and by another route came to a Russian friend a scribbled message: "Budkiewicz has been taken away from us." On April 3 the Pravda published the following curt announcement: "On March 31 the death sentence was carried out on Mgr. Budkiewicz, who was sentenced in connection with the trial of the Catholic counter-revolutionaries."

No details of the martyr's last moments have so far been published. The Reds still refuse to give the hour and the place of the murder, or to say where the corpse has been buried. From a good source, however, I have obtained the following information: Mgr. Budkiewicz was conveyed to No. 11, Bolshoi Lubyanka, on the night of Good Friday, and was immediately made to descend into one of the cellars. The method by which the murder was
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To See Life Steadily and See It Whole

N A previous volume, The Fall of the Russian Empire (1927), I expressed the conviction that the Russian Revolution of 1917 was the most significant single political event in the history of Western civilization since the decline and disappearance of the Roman Empire. The years that elapsed since that first publication saw the rise, the full zenith, and the total defeat of the attempted Nazi revolution which temporarily challenged both Western Europe and the Communist World Revolution. Circumstances permitted me to observe both these historic events at firsthand—the Nazi gamble for total power in Germany, and the course of events in Soviet Russia itself during the early years of the Bolshevik regime. A later, though shorter, residence in Japan and examination there of the documentary evidence produced in connection with the trial of Tojo in 1948 furnished additional material for comparison of these three attempts to establish by force cognate forms of empire in three widely separated regions of the earth.

Two of the gigantic conspiracies were defeated at a cost in human lives and material resources which is still felt in the shattered economy of the entire world. The third revolution not only survived but today stands dominant over 800,000,000 people, with its dynamism undiminished in Korea, its enhanced power threatening Western Europe, its subversive activities affecting the internal economy as well as the security of the United States, and its agents

infiltrating into the still unconquered states of Asia. The sources of this vitality and the causes of its continuity must be examined if we are to understand why American soldiers had to die in Korea and why this country was again faced, in December, 1950, with the dread necessity of mobilizing for national defense.

Intellectual honesty will not permit us to limit the diagnosis to the narrow orbit of political and economic issues. The roots of the tragedy strike deeper into the soil of history and human motivation. One must mount, as it were, an eminence of the mind, a watch-tower above the sound and fury of the contemporary scene, and contemplate the stream of human experience, cutting its way like a majestic river through the landscape of single events. From such a detached position one will observe that the flow, the vicissitudes and variations in the panorama are marked by recurrent characteristics as the constants in human nature assert themselves. The movement of men and nations as their interests clash, the rise and progress of civilizations, the growth of cultures, states, governments, and social institutions do not follow a rectilinear channel, though the general direction of the current may be uniform. History rarely unfolds in sudden leaps but by transitions. There are roots of causality discernible in every past chapter, palpable consequences in every present, and probable dangers in every future. The observer will recognize many a period when progress was tranquil, fairly constant and forward; but, at other times, the waters are troubled and surge violently to right or to left as events multiply and produce crises which result in transitions to other forms of social control, some of which prove better, some worse, perhaps, than those of preceding generations.

These are the moments of choice and high decision in the evolution of the race, which are recognizable by historians and sociologists as veritable crossroads of history. The conscious will of man, exercising freedom of choice in one situation or submitting to forces beyond his present powers in another, changes his way of life for good or evil and thus sets in motion new ferments which serve as prelude to further progress — or result in degeneration as the sequel may reveal. But through this moving tide of change, which to some appears to be mere motion without design, plunges the greatness and the littleness of man obedient to a final cause that holds him

like a magnet to his essential course. He wavers, weakens, and is sometimes submerged, only to rise to the surface again and press forward in his ceaseless, unsatisfied urge to bridge the gulf between the finite and the infinite.

Each age, each epoch, may be said to have its own identity. Each has significance and place in the continuity of history; even the evils of them have value, though negative, perhaps, and admonitory in the retrospect of philosophic history and certainly in their relation to man's progress toward eternity. This consciousness of causality in great events — or in small affairs, too — is one of the elements distinguishing a civilized mind from the barbarian who sees no farther than Nietzsche's gross egotism: "Satan prince of this world — then, be Satanic."

tion in the ancient world of paganism. His appearance divided even the calendar into two recognizable epochs of time. Man emerged from the mass of indistinguishable humanity as a personality endowed with an individual dignity unknown to the pagan privileged castes of pre-Christian civilizations, though Plato and Aristotle had touched the hem of the revelation. It was the turning point in the spiritual history of the race, the fusion of the complete with the incomplete, which reconciled the freedom of man with the sovereignty of the Omnipotent. The Fall of the Roman Empire introduced ages of political fragmentation in Europe, as the unifying control of Roman law and consular administration gave way to the anarchic localism and feudal psychology of the next thousand years. The discovery of America opened up new vistas for exploration, exploitation, and colonization by the great maritime powers — Spain, Portugal, France, England, and Holland. Their rivalvies

traditions which gave form and substance to the Renaissance. The revival assuredly constituted a transitional stage in Western culture by exalting unduly the cult of an earthly humanism and laying the foundations of capitalism. The consequences are still with us.

The Peace of Westphalia in 1648 consecrated and perpetuated the Balkanization of the Christian Commonwealth by validating the concept of separate sovereignties and legalizing the principle of self-centered and jealous nationalism. The modern State system, as contrasted to a universal Christendom, became the political counterpart of the new theological doctrine setting up individual

and private interpretation of the Scriptures as the sole norm of religious belief and moral conduct. The social and political consequences were implicit in the theological premises of the successful religious revolt. If each individual man was to become the private interpreter of the rules for obtaining eternal salvation — no Supreme Court acknowledged — it was starkly logical for kings, princely rulers, and national States to demand the same untrammeled sovereignty, i.e., freedom from external control, in the conduct of international relations.

The American Revolution of 1776 marked another transition to new channels of thought. The successful challenging of the hitherto dominant principle of monarchy by thirteen English colonies strung along the Atlantic seaboard had immediate effects not only throughout the Western Hemisphere but in Europe as well. The idea set fires that were reflected in the flames of the French Revolution consuming the residue of Feudalism, and in the series of revolts which ended the last vestige of monarchy in Latin America.

The Industrial Revolution of the late eighteenth century, originating in England with the harnessing of steam power to machinery, enlarged the factory system, multiplied productivity, transformed economic processes, and accelerated the rise of Finance Capitalism. But, despite its acknowledged contributions to the conveniences of life and its miracles of increased productivity, the fascination of material achievement created false values, gave undue license to a laisser-faire economy, embittered relationships between capital and labor, and furnished the Marxist agitator with some of his most telling accusations of exploitation and enslavement of the masses.

We come finally to the greatest of all crossroads in modern history, the successful seizure of power by Communism in Russia on November 7, 1917. One epoch ended and an age of special conflict began. It is with that far-reaching social upheaval and its consequences that the following pages are concerned. An attempt will be made to probe to the core of the reasons why the Russian Revolution alone has survived and prospered in contrast with the two similar attempts that proved abortive within recent memory.

The changed circumstances and the new conditions created for the United States by events in Korea, though far from canceling out optimism or weakening our determination to achieve eventual victory, make it imperative for us to consider soberly and realistically the odds against us. We must cease imagining that victory in every war, great or small, is a national inheritance. The bare fact that we were victorious in every previous armed conflict is a historical truth which, like the Scriptures, can be twisted into error and self-destruction. The humility of understanding and the understanding of humility must underlie our thought processes and discipline our mental attitudes. General James Wolfe, in an order to his troops before Quebec in 1759, wrote: "Next to valor, the best qualities in a military man are vigilance and caution." The warning applies to those charged with safeguarding the political, economic, and social existence of a State as well as to military leadership.

The long history of the republic as a form of government in ancient Rome, if re-examined, will suggest many a fruitful meditation for those who are impressed with the duration of Democracy in the United States. There were over 400 years of popular rule in Rome, treated by historians as the Early, Middle, and Late Republic. Then followed the oligarchy and finally the Empire of Augustus in 27 B.C. The final disappearance of the greatest political organization of antiquity, in the fifth century A.D., was not due to external assaults alone but to the slow and corroding disintegration of the physical and moral foundations of Rome's ability to meet her far-flung obligations and preserve the Pax Romana.¹ The powerful framework of Roman rule—the greatest thus far known—collapsed from inner rot complicated by the assault of younger, undisciplined civilizations, leaving the mistress of the world to become, in Byron's haunting phrase, "the lone mother of dead Empires."
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To See Life Steadily and See It Whole 51

record and citation of chapter and verse. The author is aware that such an account must, at some stages, run heavily to Communist dialectics and probing of Soviet apologetics. The process is often tedious and boresome, because of the repetitions, involved structure, and profusion of invective in the Marxian language. But that hazard is inseparable from any attempt to lay bare the working of the Marxist mind behind the Russian power. To ignore or omit that aspect of the deepening tragedy would be a staging of Hamlet without the Prince of Denmark. Without patient assembling of the antecedents in the case and steadfast continuity of understanding, Soviet policy would indeed be an enigma, a puzzle, and a mystery — which it is not.


CHAPTER III
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The Lengthened Shadow of Three Men

Marx — Engels — Lenin

HE term "cold war" applied to events between 1945 and 1950 caught the popular imagination in a manner which illustrates how easy it is to oversimplify and condense a great historical process into a single phrase. Soviet Russia, in point of time, had by 1950 been conducting a cold war against the United States for over thirty years. The interval 1941–1945 was a period of truce, an interruption made advisable because of the Nazi invasion of Soviet territory. The underlying and permanent belligerency began on the day when Lenin engineered his coup d'état, seized the government of Russia, founded the Soviet State, and declared a state of siege against the whole non-Communist world. A generation of Americans was born and came to maturity since that epochal event; but it is doubtful if they or their elders have as yet fully grasped the fundamental challenge and social implications of the Third Russian Revolution.

Flexibility of tactics, combined with oneness of purpose, is a constant theme in Lenin's writings. Since his words and every scrap of paper bearing his handwriting are preserved in the Lenin Institute at Moscow as a sort of sacred scripture for his followers, it becomes extremely important to know what the master revolutionist taught, and how he acted under given circumstances.
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Soviet Conduct No Enigma

HE most critical and searching test of a revolution comes after its initial military victory. The classical enemy has been defeated in the field or at the barricades but other enemies remain. The very nature and definition of a continuing revolution imply opposition. Its life depends on its power of denial. It must continue to attack somebody or something — particularly when it claims to be a permanent revolution, and doubly so if it assumed leadership of a world revolution. A new devil and a fresh whipping boy must be continuously provided if the managers are to offer a dynamic and positive program. The humdrum necessity of social and economic reform on the domestic front, industrial productivity and similar chores of national housekeeping, though vital and challenging to a new government, can rarely be dramatized as heroic postures. There must be legends. There must be a mythology. There must be a villain some place in the offing to serve as target for sustaining the revolutionary spirit and assuring popular support for the transfer of power to new masters.

Perhaps the most brilliant achievement in that field was the propaganda attending the first Five-Year Plan launched by Stalin in 1928. After careful preparation on the part of the economists and statisticians respecting the need of electrification, the exploitation of natural resources, and the dearth of manufactured commodities, a psychological campaign was inaugurated on vast

proportions. The land was deluged with alluring posters, literature, and oratory; every kopeck was mobilized to achieve what was described as "a leap across centuries" in the industrialization of Soviet Russia. But, mark you, there was an international villain on the stage of that colossal spectacle, a foreign enemy to justify the crushing effort demanded of the Russian people. It was the old devil, Capitalism, who was now to be attacked with his own weapons and on the international level since he showed signs of re-entering the arena.

In the official pronouncements accompanying that crusade we find renewed warnings and stylized slogans describing the imminent danger. On August 29, 1929, Pravda, the official Party organ, declared:

The Five Year Plan is an important part of the offensive of the proletariat of the whole world against Capitalism; it is a plan tending to undermine capitalist stabilization; it is a great plan of World Revolution.

The naming of a specific enemy at that stage was in accord with tactical necessity and revolutionary custom. In numerous directives, Lenin counsels his followers never to play with revolution; having begun one you must go on to the end. A defensive attitude is fatal. Day by day, hour by hour the Revolution must take the offensive. Revolutionary parties must continue to learn. In waging war against the international bourgeoisie, it would be folly to renounce the advantage of making temporary compromises and entering on formal agreements—but only as maneuvers in a zigzag advance toward one's objective. After victory in one land, reforms may be initiated but only as a by-product of the revolution's progress to the international arena. Reforms then take on a new relationship, i.e., they are only breathing spaces. Stalin later emphasized the need of a conscious leadership obedient to an infallible scientific program. Reforms, he pointed out, are to be advocated as "a meshing of the legal work with the illegal purposes
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Dialectical Materialism in Arms

ECOGNITION of the constant factors among the variables of the Russian Revolution is the essential key to an understanding of its outward success and its continuity. The timing of zigzags and recognition of opportunities in the general postwar demoralization were all present, to be sure, but the cornerstone of the Communist faith remains unaltered. It is known as Dialectical Materialism. By that infusion of secular revelation the empire of Lenin lives, moves, and preserves its being.

Neither time nor space will permit an extended review of the antecedents and genesis of Hegel's celebrated hypothesis: that life and social evolution proceed through contradictions, negations, and the emergence of new forms through death of the old. It must suffice to say that such a concept fascinated Lenin and gave him a starting point for a systemized offensive against all non-Communist cultures. He had found at last an over-all explanation of history which satisfied and supported his revolutionary instincts. His subsequent directions for organizing a revolution included, as we have already noted, the basic canon: "without a revolutionary theory, there cannot be a revolutionary movement. . . Only a party guided by an advanced theory can act as vanguard in the fight." For purposes of practical understanding of the forces now aligned against us, at least a brief review of the Marxist adaptation of Hegel's triadic process would seem to

be imperative – that is, if our policy toward Russia is to remain something better than continuous improvisation and reliance on the ingenuity of each new quarterback rushed into the diplomatic fray.

Dialectical materialism is perhaps the most mystical and esoteric dogma in the Marxian interpretation of economic history. Nevertheless it is explicit in all their revolutionary strategy and implicit in their tactics. A special brand of metaphysics thus entered, for the first time, into the practical politics of a modern State, becoming the official language of its governmental intelligentsia and a permanent force in their campaigns for the conquest of power on a world-wide scale. Each term should be clarified. Materialism defines itself as the doctrine which explains all human phenomena, physical, mental, and moral, by the activities, combinations, and reactions of matter, to the exclusion of spirit and ideals. It exalts matter to the prerogative of mind, and limits mind to the unexplored capacities of sentient matter. By so doing, and by thus seeking to explain the manifold activities of life and intellect by physics, chemistry, and motion, materialism demands more miracles than faith has ever required. Chief among the postulates which materialism assumes is the sweeping requirement to attribute exclusively to unaided matter the phenomena of thought, volition, knowledge of the abstract, universal ideas, and the powers of deduction and induction.

Dialectical materialism means the establishment and defense of such materialism in the field of social relations by a specific process of argumentation called dialectics, which Marx derived from Hegel and adapted to everyday economics. This form of reasoning approaches the subject which it is investigating by first regarding the object—or the process, or the fact—primarily for the purpose of discovering what its opposite or contradictory would be, is, or will be. Then, by comparison with the opposing form thus discovered, one arrives at a satisfying knowledge of the nature of things. Lenin writes in one of his philosophical notebooks: "The division of the one and the knowledge of its contradictory parts . . . is the essence of dialectics." In a letter

Collected Works, Vol. XIII, p. 320.

to Maksim Gorki, November 29, 1909, Lenin further wrote: "By gad, the philosopher Hegel was right—life does progress by contradictions."

The dialectical method was popularized by Plato four centuries before Christ and is developed to its classic perfection in his Dialogues. In the Platonic form, it was essentially a philosophic conversation, a debate, in which one participant made an assertion, however broad and tentative, as a starting point on the road to the discovery of truth. Another member of the symposium would question the proposition, by endeavoring to demonstrate some contradiction attaching to it or allege a difficulty growing out of the statement. This contradictory attitude would lead to a more focused definition of terms, create greater accuracy, and result in better expression of ideas so that, finally, a conclusion is reached by such a process of affirmation, followed by contradiction and ending in reconciliation or synthesis of divergent ideas. It sought to find truth by knowledge of its opposites and by a kind of assumed skepticism which forced the defender of a doctrine to exclude falsity and assert only the naked truth. By this methodology, which he called the dialectic, Plato arrives at his ideal utopian State in the Republic, sets Socrates on a search for honesty of philosophic inquiry in the Apology, establishes the nature of Law in the Crito, examines the soul and immortality in the Phaedo, discourses on virtue in the Protagoras, on eternity in Timaeus, and so following.

Hegel's sweeping panorama of history and his analysis of the inner processes of the human intellect resulted in conclusions which dominated and shaped his whole philosophic system. Motion fulfilling itself in affirmation, negation, and synthesis became for him the very core of being, of intellect and history. It would be tedious and irrelevant, requiring much more time than is now at our disposal, to rehearse here how Hegel applied this method to ideas, to being, to the mind, and to social categories. The result was a highly complicated and subtle metaphysics, now somewhat shopworn. The usable element that was drafted to the service of social revolution by Marx is precisely the claim that all things pass through successive contradictory stages, tend to their opposite, and finally emerge in some final and more perfect

form which is, in essence, the negation of the form that immediately preceded it. Hence, reality is best understood by the negation of negatives; light is best understood by contrast with darkness and truth ascertained by experience of falsehood. But Marx did not accept this Hegelian machinery in its entirety. He combined it—or better, modified it to his revolutionary purposes by adding ideas derived from another German philosopher, Ludwig Feuerbach, who had revolted against Hegel's idealism, particularly against his apparent acceptance of a divine personality. Retaining certain Hegelian principles, Feuerbach adopted an atheistic position which coincided with Marx's personal beliefs. Hence, preserving the Hegelian dialectical pattern but turning it upside down and adopting Feuerbach's anti-Christian empiricism, both Marx and Lenin evolved a new dialectical materialism designed for social conflict. In the words of Adoratsky, Director of the Official Institute in Moscow which interprets the thought of Marx, Engels, and Lenin: "Dialectical thinking is the opposite of metaphysics, which regards things and phenomena not in their unity and inter-relationship, but each separate from the other . . . not in motion. . . ."2

For Aristotle and his school the important consideration, the very starting point for reasoning about the table on which these lines are being written is the fact that it exists here and now as a wooden substance carpentered to the accidental shape of a flat-topped desk. But still more important for Hegel is the fact that it once was a tree and one day will be dust or ashes. The same destiny, in varying degree, is true of all things. Each of them is a something headed for its contradictory, nothing. This perpetual becoming (das werden), not the present mode of being (das ding an sich), is the highest expression of reality. Hence, full knowledge of an object, be it thought, life, society, or the State, is attained when we know what it once was, what it now temporarily is, and what it finally will be after its necessary evolution and triadic stages. Lenin, in multitudinous ways throughout his voluminous writings, and in the detailed fashion that has become classic among Communist propagandists, applied this
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BOOK II The Wasted Years
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Soviet Tactics and Soviet Geopolitics

N 1927 a delegation of American workers visited Mr. Stalin in Moscow and exchanged views with him on the possibility of real co-operation with Communist Russia. During the interview, he frankly pictured the future zigzag of Soviet policy, adding a prophecy directed toward the United States. "... Thus, in the course of further development of international revolution," he predicted, "two centers will form on a world scale. ... The struggle between these two centers for the possession of the world economy will decide the fate of capitalism and communism in the whole world."

Here we have plain talk from an expert. His general estimate of the United States is amplified by numerous passages in his other writings and addresses, in which he refers to the United States of America as "the chief country of capitalism, its stronghold." He expressed the same conviction in the interview with Governor Stassen in 1947. On other occasions, notably in conference with leading representatives of the American Communist Party on May 6, 1929, Mr. Stalin intimated that America will be a tough case for the Communist nuteracker because of the strength and power of American capitalism. Social revolution, he thought, will come to the United States only at the end of the revolutionary cycle. But that it must come is a cold, intellectual supposition always present in Communist thinking and never doubted by Mr. Stalin.

He urged his visitors to greater efficiency in hastening the revolution in the United States.

It was on February 9, 1946, however, that Mr. Stalin in a public address dropped all pretense at honest co-operation and openly proclaimed that World War II was not due to diplomatic inefficiency among negotiators, but to that old enemy, modern capitalism. He argued that wars are inevitable in the future so long as capitalism as a system continues to exist. Agreement and peaceful settlement is impossible . . . "under present capitalist conditions of the development of world economy." Coexistence of the two systems in a permanent balance of power is not possible in Mr. Stalin's logistics, though a truce is always possible — particularly when the Soviet Union is faced with a dangerous emergency. Such a temporary truce became advisable when Hitler invaded Russia in 1941. To dramatize the situation, Stalin dissolved the Third International.

The Political Bureau of the Party, those fourteen men blessed with a passion for anonymity who direct world unrest from the Kremlin, are experienced strategists and flexible tacticians. They are realists and cautious planners, though fanatic in their thought. Hence, their reaction to American foreign policy will be of a far different type from the line employed against Finland or Turkey or Norway or Iran or Korea. Such contiguous countries possess little depth in defense and can expect but little respect for their material power or capacity for resistance when the cards are down. But in the case of the United States extreme caution is indicated, in view of the demonstrated ability of this country to wage a devastating campaign once its industrial resources are mobilized and its man power summoned to technological warfare. If outright attack on America is not among the probabilities at the present time, it could take place with ruthless speed if some internal disaster, such as a paralyzing industrial crisis, overtook us. Since this hoped-for depression, long entertained in Moscow, has not yet been realized, a revision of the Kremlin's timetable is probably in progress.

Although amazing the world by the audacity of its maneuvers in eastern and central Europe, the Kremlin's assault there has been largely of the indirect and covert kind. The Politburo is letting the satellites carry the ball and harass the opposing team by constant fouls, brass knuckles in the scrimmages, and brazen defiance

of rules. The offensive has been limited, moreover, to prescribed and carefully chosen areas. In Europe and Asia they are playing on their home grounds and know the hazards. But the risk of overextension is not unknown to the planners, and the consequences of each move have been carefully calculated. Miscalculation could prove fatal. This caution seemed at one time to be operating in China, where Moscow appeared reluctant to have her Communist allies push their advantage too fast, too far, or too indiscriminately. She was not sure how far she could trust the present native leadership there. But the inhibition proved ineffective in the face of a tempting prize, and the red tide of conquest has rolled relentlessly southward and eastward to the China Sea. Moreover, the new conquest of vast territory in Asia has served to offset the diplomatic defeat administered by the airlift in the West.

Although prophecy is the most hazardous form of human speculation, there are, nevertheless, certain salient facts in the present case which warrant consideration. First and foremost stands the fact of record that Soviet Russia, although blustering against Tito, has not launched an outright and aggressive military attack against any designated victim since the defeat of Hitler and Japan. Such a risk has not been necessary. The Politburo has achieved its purpose by means short of armed force — by not firing a shot in open warfare, but by the indirect approach, by infiltration of trusted agents, by gunrunning to satellites as in the Chinese invasion of Korea, and by progressive domestic revolution engineered by technicians trained in the academies of revolt at Moscow and elsewhere.

Regiments of experts have been schooled for the Communist Foreign Legion in recent times and dispatched systematically to the designated fields of combat. The tactical success of these engineers of crisis was notable in Roumania, Bulgaria, Poland, Czechoslovakia, and Hungary. They are still working assiduously and boring from within, in France, Italy, Germany, Austria, Indochina, Burma, Indonesia, and Malaya. Their influence has been distinctly felt in Japan, though waning now under the firm and vigilant administration of General MacArthur. In the United States, licensed demolition squads of native Communists were coached in a chain of training schools conducted in key cities; they furnished a classical demonstration of their technique during the trial before

Judge Medina in New York, in 1949. A more subtle form of attack by espionage was revealed in the confessions of Mr. Julian Wadleigh and the former wife of Gerhard Eisler, by Mr. Budenz, Whittaker Chambers, and Miss Bentley.

To repair the damage inflicted by the Nazi invasion, mobilize the necessary armament for a full-scale war, and equip the man power for such total warfare as would ensue in an atomic age is a task that must give pause even to the masters of a slave economy in a totalitarian State. Hence, it would seem more probable that the immediate effort will be one of continued preparation and organization of war potential, particularly in heavy industry, both within Russia and in the satellite countries. Few informed Communist leaders can be so unrealistic as to court open armed conflict with the power of America at this time—unless the United States has been crippled or can be caught unaware in some devastating surprise attack. Rather, Soviet strategy, at the present writing, points to a program of prolonging the war of nerves and thus achieving seven objectives:


	The strengthening of domestic support — even though it be forced support — among the Russian population and in the satellite countries by an impressive show of power and determination, and by pointing to the success of Soviet foreign policy in eastern



Europe and China.


	The weaning away of any wavering European opinion from adherence to the ideals of Western democracy; meanwhile, the strengthening of subversive movements in Latin America.


	The unifying and arming of Cominform States and the consolidation of Communist gains in China, Indochina, Manchuria,




Iran, and Korea.


	Obstruction of the Marshall Plan for the recovery of Europe; capitalizing on the lowered prestige of America in the Far East, and covert assistance to Communist China.


	Ruination of the North Atlantic Alliance by intimidation, counterpressures, and by easily interpreted threats of reprisal. By cultivating a feeling of futility in a tired Europe and by propagandizing the spectacle of their countries again becoming the cockpit of another ruinous conflict, Moscow hopes to lead some States to decide on a policy of neutrality in the event of Soviet-American hostilities.




As for eastern Germany, the conquest of loyalty is well advanced. Those who hate Soviet Russia and hence cannot be relied on have already escaped in large numbers to the western zones—or are daily doing so. Those who remain are being subjected to an intensive form of Sovietization adapted to German environment. In addition to the Red Army of occupation, numbering 250,000 men, the Volkspolizei, which has already been mentioned, is estimated at over 50,000. Organized as a People's Police, these

local reliables are being trained as shock troops to form the nucleus of a future German Army commanded by former German officers but controlled by the Communist authorities. On October 18, 1950, the government of West Germany charged that this force will number 200,000 by the end of 1950. Plans are also on foot in East Germany to introduce military training of all youths over 18 years of age, a draft which would provide 120,000 conscripts each year.

A similar recruitment of mercenary troops is in progress in all satellite lands; these affiliates of the Red Army will serve as the native spearhead for Moscow's military offensive whenever direct armed aggression is deemed expedient. From such information as is now available it has been estimated that these armies of mercenaries in Europe alone will number two million men by 1952. The invasion of South Korea was the first overt testing of local stamina on the Asiatic front. The fact that the attempt was, at first, frustrated there offers no guarantee that it will not be repeated elsewhere; the miscalculations and errors were corrected in the ensuing Korean campaign as they were after the initial repulse in the attack on Finland in 1939.


	Assuming that Soviet Russia remains in the United Nations, enlargement of the Soviet bloc will be sought, by inclusion of new voices and new votes from the areas which are newly brought from time to time under Communist control. Each new delegate and his staff will constitute a new cell in a carefully operating espionage system on American soil. Domination or continuous obstruction of proceedings in the Council and the Assembly will be the Soviet pattern. If, on the contrary, the Politburo decides to withdraw from the organization (which is among the possibilities) and create a competing league of Communist States, world peace will again be subjected to the intrigues and pressures of power politics. We shall have retrogressed to 1914—or worse.


	By prolonging the psychological tension and requiring the United States to embark on costly rearmament at home and participation in defense of Europe, a continuing drain on our budget will result. This process could eventually weaken our financial structure and by consequence reduce our powers of resistance. While costing us dearly, the price is far less crushing in




the relatively low-standard-of-living economy prevalent in Soviet Russia. Ruination of the United States by financial bleeding to death has always figured in the hopes of Soviet planners. It is highly significant that the Kremlin has steadfastly refused to report its monetary condition to international agencies or reveal the extent of its rapidly increasing gold reserve, which is believed to be considerable. In a world monetary crisis, that reserved weapon could be dumped into the conflict in whatever manner the tacticians of World Revolution deem most harmful to the United States.

The patent improvement in the resisting power of Europe and the clear implications of General Eisenhower's appointment there have not escaped the attention of the Politburo. If no major and direct hostile move is made against the United States, it will mean that the men in the Kremlin have chosen the slow bleeding process as the more advisable tactics. Costs will mount for us as rearmament increases, as more and more men are called to nonproductive military activities, and as the internal economy becomes progressively limited in respect to goods for civilian consumption. Inflation will resume its deadly spiral ascent as purchasers enter into competition for the dwindling supply of available commodities. Price controls, rationing, black markets, and governmental "crack downs" will tend to create internal tensions. Labor leaders will oppose freezing of wages. Strikes, if not outlawed, will create new confusion and possibly violence at crucial moments; if they are outlawed under emergency legislation, the hue and cry will be raised that America is losing at home the very liberties for which she pretends to be battling abroad. If such provocative utterances are disciplined by official action, the sanctity of free speech and free press will be loudly invoked against all "muzzling." Meanwhile, the tireless propagandists of the Left will weave their own strands of psychological entanglement and seek to bind the giant to the ground, even as the little men of Lilliput swarmed over Gulliver while he slept.

How deep and how mysteriously this subversive network can penetrate became apparent in January, 1951. The official tax forms distributed in the State of New York bore a printed paragraph in Chinese exhorting the reader to support Communist policy in the Far East. Unknown to public authorities, the subversive text had been added to the regular forms at the last minute, just before they were mailed to New Yorkers subject to the State tax.

All conjecture, however, respecting the improbability of direct armed conflict at this time between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics could be wholly nullified by an unforeseen opportunity arising from some sudden shift in the balance of power. Some inviting crisis in a nearby State not too remote from Moscow or some other plausible circumstance of a favorable nature might induce the Politburo to launch its greatest gamble. But if the present rate of the stabilization and unification of Europe continues, it may well be several years before the official Soviet belief in the inevitability of war reaches the boiling point. The Politburo lost its best chance in the years of the great demobilization of the West, 1945–1950. But if an attack is contemplated for an early date, timing is extremely important. The Soviet High Command knows what winter means; hence, spring, early summer, and early autumn are times for special

vigilance by intelligence and security agencies.

Decision, however, could be accelerated by desperation. The North Atlantic Alliance and the appointment of General Eisenhower to supreme command has introduced profound changes in the alignment of forces with which the Politburo has hitherto been dealing. As Hitler moved by established pattern, isolating his opponents, then conquering them one after another, so the Soviet tactics have been to move against its preordained victims one by one in a sequence determined by the vulnerability of each and the ripeness of the moment. Hitler had his Henlein in the Sudetenland as precursor of the rape of Czechoslovakia; he had his Seyss-Inquart to soften Austria for the Nazi absorption, and his Quisling to condition Norway for the Balthazar feast of occupation. That divide-and-conquer formula was disrupted by the pledged word of the United States and Canada to associate the power of both with each of ten western European States in a defensive alliance. Attack on any of them will be considered henceforth as an attack on all of them. This mobilization of power resulted in a shift of Soviet attention elsewhere, to the Near and Far East, i.e., to nonpact countries.

This wholly new form of alliance, reversing, as it does, a cardinal principle of American foreign policy which antedates the Monroe Doctrine, presents Moscow with the necessity of weighing the consequences with cold pragmatism: Shall this coalition be permitted to function and succeed? Would it not be too late if Soviet power were to hesitate for a period of years before implementing its dogma of the inevitability of war? Would not the concrete results of this solid front stimulate other States, marked for manufactured revolution, to form similar regional groups for defense under Article 51 of the Charter of the United Nations? Is it a question of now or never? What would happen if Stalin were to die?

While these momentous issues are being debated in the Kremlin, the satellite psychology of the fifth and sixth columns is moving into action with tirades of stereotyped propaganda. Warmongers; encirclement of an innocent humanitarian State; bankrupt policy; machinations of Wall Street; imperialism; aggressive coalition; preparation to crush governments of, for, and by the people, and similar accusations are being directed against a development born of historical logicality and forced on the signatories of the North Atlantic Pact by a situation not of their making but directly traceable to Soviet Russia's aggressive public policy of menace, wrecking of peace conferences, provocation, and veto. Hence came the vituperation in the Soviet and its allied press, as well as the bitter indictment of the Pact by Soviet officials, including Mr. Gromyko's stereotypes in the United Nations on April 13 and 15, 1949, and Mr. Malik's follow-up throughout August, 1950. All this is to be expected and is not, of itself, indicative of immediate danger. They always did that; the vehemence of the attack was rather a psychological index for calculating how aptly the new alliance had hit the mark. Damnation by anticipation, the creation of confusion in timid souls, and constant denunciation of any strengthening of non-Communist resistance are classic procedures in the Marxist book.

Stalin's statement in Pravda, on February 16, 1950, which was published here on February 17, followed the usual pattern and added little to the record. The only contribution to our enlightenment derived from the fact that the invectives came from the

acknowledged head of the Soviet State, not from a subordinate. These rare "interviews" by Stalin carry weight mainly because of their origin and novelty. His denunciations of the United States, Britain, Canada, and France on February 16, were obviously intended to impress the Russian people, since the accusations of warmongering and aggression charged against the United States are so palpably false and fantastic that he could hardly expect any reaction except patient boredom on the part of free nations outside the Iron Curtain. The interview, however, may have had a purpose. His insistence on the peace policy of the Soviet Union and his assurance that war is not inevitable are familiar stereotypes. To repeat them in February, 1951, may have been motivated by a feeling of special urgency. The rearming of the West, the growing spirit of confidence observable in western Europe, and the decline of Communist strength in Italy and France cannot have failed to influence the calculations of the Politburo. A zigzag, even though verbal, may have been deemed prudent, and is good Leninism.

Stalin's strictures on the United Nations, although no different from similar tirades of Mr. Vyshinski, may, however, have had some real significance. They were publicly and officially expressed this time at the highest level and no more authoritative voice remains. Concern was felt in some quarters that Stalin may be preparing the Russian people for a proposed withdrawal of the Soviet Union from membership in the United Nations.

To dominate ruthlessly over every association which Moscow enters is traditional Kremlin policy. Having failed to prevent the United Nations from declaring Communist China an aggressor in Korea, the Politburo retreated to the propaganda sector of its highly flexible tactics and prepared for the next encounter. Although domination of the United Nations did not succeed, Russia's rule-orruin obsession still remains.

Those familiar with the Soviet record in international relations will recognize another factor in this unsolved equation. The Politburo, consistent with its philosophy of dialectical materialism, has little respect for the spiritual and the ideal as motives of conduct. For them it is not the power of values that counts but only the value of power. In mid-February, 1951, the skyline of the Las Vegas area of the United States was illuminated and the whole area

shaken five times by the explosion of a series of atomic bombs. This testing of new weapons, the repercussion of which was felt hundreds of miles away, was undoubtedly noted and the meaning understood by the master practitioners of psychological warfare in the Kremlin.

More ominous in the present circumstances would be complete silence from Moscow, coupled with concrete measures of recognizable meaning, such as the withdrawal of leading diplomatic personnel from foreign posts, the closing of Soviet consulates, the unobtrusive but steady evacuation of their women and children from foreign capitals, and a general retreat of Russian representation abroad, including withdrawal from the United Nations, which would be reserved for the last moment. If to such storm signals should be added a heavy concentration of troops and war equipment in selected spots, or unusual movements of military forces and air power toward the frontiers of Russia and its satellites, increased stockpiling of critical raw materials, the calling home of Soviet merchant ships from the high seas, and a co-ordinated wave of Communist-led strikes in strategic centers of the non-Communist world, then, obviously, we should have specific indications of the form of things to come.

We should be particularly recreant to duty if public policy were to relax its preparations for defense of Alaska and the Arctic zone. It has been asserted by informed experts that an attack on America would most probably come across the polar seas. Russia and the United States, in the Northwest, face each other, at one point, across a bare sixty-two miles of water. Beyond, in Siberia and Kamchatka, numerous new air bases have been reported. By her presence in Manchuria, Sakhalin Island, and the Kuriles, Soviet power now encircles Japan and stands watch over the American forces under General MacArthur. These and certain other geographical considerations reveal an unfolding pattern of Soviet geopolitics which should not be overlooked. And there is a special significance in the ominous fact that the Soviet press has already referred to Alaska as "Soviet territory in the hands of an alien power." 12
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Five Years of Cold War

ARSHAL STALIN'S greatest Five-Year Plan began in the spring of 1945 with the launching of planned psychological warfare against the United States. That the grand alliance of the Roosevelt-Hopkins era was definitely at an end became apparent when Soviet forces first met Allied troops at the Elbe, although warning signals had already more than once appeared on other sectors of Soviet-American relations. But with the collapse of Hitler's military machine and with the joint occupation of Nazi territory the honeymoon of cordiality and the toasts drunk in vodka soon gave way to an official policy of calculated estrangement, the details of which have filled the press of the world. The number and the quality of the provocative incidents engineered from the Kremlin make it possible to draw up a trial balance of our present position after five years of constant skirmishing.

Among the losses and failures must be entered the profound and widespread incredulity current in the United States respecting the continuing role and the unchanged tenets of Soviet Russia's revolutionary philosophy. Until the average American's dislike of anything savoring of philosophic discipline be exorcised from his mind, his reaction to the realities will continue to be expressed in terms such as fantastic, incredible, amazing. Quick and expert in evaluating the points of form and operation in a new model automobile, or balancing the batting averages of favorite ball

players and forecasting the make-up of an All-American football team, he is still slow to understand the most important thing for him in the world today—the onward sweep of the Third Russian Revolution. He is face to face, though he appears to know it not, with the most fundamental single political event since the fall of the Roman Empire. It goes that deep and recalls what Napoleon said of his times: "... there will be no real peace in history until the whole generation contemporary with the French Revolution is extinct to the very last man."

Senator McMahon made a deeply moving appeal to the Senate that fifty billion dollars be assigned to a project calculated to induce Soviet Russia not to proceed further in an armament race that must lead us all to self-engineered destruction. To suggestions for one final conference with Mr. Stalin, the State Department replied that further direct negotiations are superfluous in view of the offers of concrete co-operation still considered open by the American government. The President was then quoted by Mr. Krock of the New York Times as stating he can no longer put trust or credence in any promise made by Moscow. Mr. Churchill on the contrary announced during the electoral campaign in England that he favored the idea of one more attempt at agreement through another top-level conference with Mr. Stalin. Mr. Clayton, former Undersecretary of State, proposed to a congressional committee an immediate federation of North Atlantic powers. The suggestion was opposed by his successors in the State Department. While Mr. Clayton was making his recommendations to the Senate, Soviet Russia and Communist China signed a thirty-year alliance patently directed against non-Communist States. The Communist Premier of China, Chou En-lai, at the signing of the pact in Moscow made direct reference to "American imperialism" and "disgraceful attempts" to prevent friendship and alliance with Soviet Russia.

Meanwhile Soviet Russia, showing no confusion of mind or divided counsel, continued unabated her accelerated program of warlike preparation. The insincerity of the "security" pretense was unmasked as far back as the conference of foreign ministers at Paris in the summer of 1946. Not only was the Kremlin offered the security of membership in the United Nations but a direct forty-year treaty with the United States which guaranteed instant assistance in case an axis aggressor should ever threaten Soviet Russia again. It was refused. She already has the atomic bomb, partly in consequence of the secret information and the specimens of uranium (U 233 and U 235) which Soviet diplomatic agents had filched in Canada some five years ago, and partly from the
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The Wheel Comes Round Full Circle

N WHITSUNTIDE, May 28, 1950, whatever ghosts still haunt the ruins of Berlin beheld a spectacle which gave new meaning to the old French proverb, Plus ça change, plus c'est la même chose.¹ The mobilization of German youth in the Eastern zone, the regimented columns of 500,000 semiuniformed zealots massed to make a Soviet holiday, their marching in military formations, their acclaim of Stalin and Communism, the banners and the 10,000 militarized police participants were all paraded with techniques and psychological overtones identical with the monster demonstrations that prepared the German people for World War II. The appeal to the eye, the communicated feeling of massed power, the stirring up of emotions to stylized chanting of defiance against the Western Allies needed but an occasional substitution of other faces and other slogans to make onlookers imagine that the Hitler Jugend was on the march again or that a new rally of a resurrected Nazi Party was taking place in Nuremberg.

Not far away, at the same moment, in the Spandau prison, Hitler's organizer of youth, Baldur von Schirach, was making expiation for his crime of having achieved a similar regimentation of eight million German youth as prelude to Hitler's attempt at a World Revolution. One wonders if Von Schirach could have heard the echoes of the Whitsuntide march of 1950 and recognized

&lt;sup>1

  
  
  ch016.xhtml
  
  




The United Nations and the Revolution

OR over six months before the outbreak of hostilities in Korea, the chair of Soviet Russia in the Security Council of the United Nations had been vacant. That symbol of veto by nonparticipation in the work of the organization clarified, as little else has done up to that date, the basic paradox of a promoter of World Revolution sitting permanently with power of obstruction on the board of directors of an institution dedicated to world peace through mutual understanding and enforcement of international law. The great attempt to conciliate great opposites and make the inflammable oil of class warfare blend harmoniously with the waters of reconciliation reached its most revealing stage during the crisis precipitated by the invasion of South Korea in June, 1950, by one of the affiliates of World Revolution. The return of Mr. Malik on August 1, followed by his month-long filibuster, served at least one extremely useful purpose. It brought into the open the latent contradiction between Soviet Russia's public pretensions to be considered an advocate of peace, and her patent conspiracy to organize and support aggressive conflict whenever and wherever the cause of World Communism can be advanced. Television of Mr. Malik's efforts to sabotage the work of the Security Council brought the hard facts into American homes with a force not previously experienced.

By reason of its postwar strategy Soviet Russia has come in

Though entering into the United Nations' organization, Moscow never renounced its exclusiveness and sense of overpowering destiny. The very universalism which the Council and the Assembly embodied in their members was a latent challenge to the particularism of the Soviet creed and the universalism of its revolutionary dogmas. Hence, its every maneuver and veto was parry or thrust in a duel which, at bottom, is as much theological and philosophic as political and economic. The Kremlin's god is not the God of Christianity or Mohammedanism or Hinduism or Judaism or Confucianism, but a scientific deity created by Marx, Engels, and Lenin. Hence the Soviet mind, now committed to Mr. Stalin's

trusteeship, always considered itself as a segment of the elect quartered among the heathens of Lake Success, a beleaguered outpost of the Revolution that must stay always on the alert against the Philistines. This inner persuasion of special assignment to a dangerous mission manifested itself in the private life of Soviet delegates and their families whose isolation and secluded home life in New York created social barriers against contact with the nonelect. The same atmosphere of suspicion and defensive aloofness enveloped Soviet delegations in occupied Germany and Japan. Even when fraternizing with us (on rare occasions), they gave the impression of uneasy men living in enemy territory, but armed to the teeth and waiting for some prearranged signal from their Muscovite Mecca. There was always a member of the Soviet Secret Police circulating among the guests and keeping a vigilant eye on his sheep, lest they become too cordial or comradely with the bourgeois Americans. It was not uncommon for us to see this guardian of Marxist tribalism tap even some high-ranking Soviet general on the shoulder at any moment and whisper that it was time to leave.

The dilemma which the Politburo faced in consequence of President Truman's historic decision to come to the assistance of the stricken Republic of Korea was solved—to their own satisfaction—in the usual way. The Kremlin refused the invitation, promptly dispatched from Washington, to use Soviet influence and the Soviet position in North Korea to force the invaders to withdraw to their proper place north of the 38th parallel. The Communist-controlled and Moscow-trained North Koreans ignored the United Nations' order to cease firing and observe the common agreement of humanity respecting a pacific solution of international conflicts, a charter and a pact to which Soviet Russia was a signatory. The action of the United Nations' Council against the evident breach of peace was likewise repudiated by the Kremlin as being null, void, and illegal since Soviet Russia was absent from the session at which the vote was taken. Then, as the only alternative, though a logical one in the Marxist premises, the government-controlled press and radio of Russia deluged the land and the airways with fantastic distortions of truth. The people of Russia, bereft of all sources of independent news and helpless

prisoners of the Politburo, were made to believe that the invasion had been launched by South Korea under the auspices of American warmongers and that the military measures taken by North Koreans constituted, in reality, a heroic counterattack in defense of peace and outraged liberty.

Mr. Malik, on his return to the United Nations, used his position as presiding officer of the Security Council to repeat the stereotypes. Mr. Vyshinski continued the set pattern as soon as the Assembly convened in September. General Wu, on arriving at the United Nations to represent Communist China repeated the formula down to identical phrases and abusive epithets. It was noted that the Chinese delegation was met at the airport by the Soviet representatives in the United Nations. The first words spoken by General Wu on American soil were read from a prepared text handed to him by Mr. Malik as soon as the Chinese had stepped from the airplane.

How complete this mastery of public opinion has become inside Russia may be realized by recalling the domination over schools, public gatherings, the press, literature, art, science, radio, film industry, theater, and Orthodox Church by the Communist dictatorship. Broadcasts from the United Nations and programs of "The Voice of America" encounter two barriers. It has been estimated that in 1947 only 18 per cent of all radios in Russia were in the form of private sets, with no available data on the proportion of short-wave instruments capable of receiving foreign broadcasts, even if such programs could survive the powerful "jamming" technique of governmental stations. The Soviet information, on the contrary, is blasted into every community by "wired speakers" which are said to be set up in public places in numbers exceeding six million. Hence no uncensored communication can reach the great masses of common folk.1

With Soviet logicality and in conformity with the Marxist
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Atom Bombs and the Christian Conscience

HE place of A-bombs and H-bombs in this complex clash of power between East and West is, like the ghost of Banquo, the uninvited guest at every international conference. Ready to scrap the advantage conferred by those ghastly weapons if all other nations would agree to effective controls, the government of the United States has been blocked by the constant veto of Soviet Russia. Thus she gains time while the sands run out, until she has a stockpile of atomic bombs. Hence, regretfully but categorically, President Truman announced on April 16, 1949, that he would authorize use of atomic bombs again, should the dreaded necessity arise and if the welfare of the United States and the democracies of the world are at stake. "I hope and pray," he added, "that will never be necessary."

The frightful effects of that dreadful weapon are known by personal observation to the present writer, as he spent some ten days in the ruins of Hiroshima in 1947 and interviewed many of the victims who survived the tragedy. The ethical problem of employing such a lethal weapon, which by the very nature and intensity of the explosion will exterminate thousands upon thousands of civilians and innocent bystanders not directly employed in military activities, is not easy to resolve. Discussion of that moral aspect is made intricate and inconclusive, moreover, by the

The concept of total war was advocated in Germany even before Hitler launched one in fact. The premise that all previous theories of war were erroneous was published by General Ludendorff in his work Der Totale Krieg (Total War) in which he developed the new strategic conceptions. They were extracted from his book and published in Winged Warfare by General H. H. Arnold and Colonel Ira C. Eaker.1


	You must wage war with the entire man power and material resources of the people. War must become a mode of national existence.


	It is absolutely essential to introduce universal service, and twelve




workers are needed at home for every soldier in the field,


	The war program must engulf the entire people wiping out all civilian activities which are unnecessary. Private business obviously would not be tolerated except under the most stringent government regulation.


	No internal politics would be allowed to continue within the State.





	
	One of the most essential instruments in time of war is radio broadcasting and, if the war is to be won, it must absolutely be controlled by the Government.




	
	It is the business of the publicity department of the Government to encourage false pacifism abroad, and one of the most effective instruments is, of course, the radio.







	It is the function of the aircraft to spread, not only bombs, but also



leaflets in the enemy territory.


	The total war means a total blockade by every means at the disposal of the High Command, namely by submarine, warships, and by airplane.


	The first thing that the airplane should be used for after the outbreak of war is for the attack on railroads and aerodromes.




of war is for the attack on railroads and aerodromes.


	With air mastery over a territory you can advance more troops hundreds of times faster than Napoleon ever dreamed of military movements. This is the Blitzkrieg of today.


	To wage a successful war for a long period of time a nation must be self-sufficient and this can only be achieved by using artificial methods to replace materials which can be cut off by a blockade. This was one of General Ludendorff's suggestions which Germany followed so carefully that she developed many new artificial and synthetic industries.


	Next it is indispensable to attack all the enemy's centers of production so that he cannot produce war materials or carry on peacetime business with which to obtain foreign exchange to purchase the nation's requirements abroad. Ludendorff emphasized the importance of total industrial mobiliza-




tion and total industrial destruction by airplane bombardment.
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Atom Bombs and the Christian Conscience 257


	Means for increasing the supply of doctors, nurses, and other trained medical personnel critically needed for the defense effort.


	Aid to the states to meet the most urgent needs of our elementary and




secondary schools.


	A major increase in taxes to meet the cost of the defense effort.



The cost of these combined preventives of future wars will indeed be staggering but must be weighed in the balance with the alternatives. There is need of complete thinking at this point, not spurts of enthusiasm, of volatile sentiment, nor unfounded fears nor programs for the partial containment of Soviet aggression. The cost of a needed commodity or of an essential service is not truly stated by the price tag but by the foreseeable consequences if it is not bought. A fire extinguisher for a modest home or a sprinkler system for an industrial establishment may seem expensive in terms of the present income of the respective buyers; it can be immeasurably more expensive, possibly fatal, not to have them on hand and in working condition when a fire breaks out.

There is a fire aflame in the world today, kindled and fanned by a band of international arsonists bent on spreading the conflagration as widely as possible. The Revolution is on the march from Berlin to Korea. Eight nations have had their freedom burned to ashes already. The final confrontation now has come and American blood has been shed in a major war. The two central figures, whose emergence Stalin predicted, are committed to combat in the Far East while their diplomats sit facing each other across conference tables which stretch from the Kremlin to the English Channel, from Brussels and Paris to New York and Washington. The unprecedented character and stark realism of the conflict became evident when the President of the United States could bluntly declare a year ago that he could no longer put faith or credence in any promise made by Soviet Russia.

The President's later analysis of the Soviet program, in his Report on the State of the Union, compared it with the imperialism of the Tzars. Previous Russian expansionism, he pointed out, "has been replaced by the even more ambitious, more crafty, and more menacing imperialism of the rulers of Soviet Russia . . . they are willing to use this power to destroy the free nations and win domination of the whole world. . . . The gun that points at them
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anything, it has clarified the cold war down to a basic consideration. The debate is not whether we can afford to do the necessary things for the defense of Christian civilization — but can we afford not to do them?
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Last Will and Testament of Peter the Great

In a book published in the eighteenth century as the posthumous memoirs of the Chevalier d'Eon de Beaumont, there appeared a very remarkable document purporting to be the will of Peter the Great. The notorious D'Eon is known to have gone to Russia in the disguise of a woman, as a secret envoy from France. It is said that his intimacy with the lascivious Empress Elizabeth gave him extraordinary opportunities for making important discoveries, and that he transmitted his document to Louis XV, in 1757.

Doubts have been cast upon the authenticity both of the memoirs and of the so-called will; historical scholarship has declared the latter a forgery ("The Testament of Peter the Great," in The American Slavic and East European Review, VII, pp. 111–124, April, 1948). Independently, however, of its authenticity, the will possesses great intrinsic interest, as embodying principles of action which have been notoriously followed out by Russia during the last hundred years, with such modifications as time and circumstances, and the variations of the European equilibrium, have rendered necessary.

The document begins thus:

"In the name of the holy and indivisible Trinity, We, Peter, Emperor and Autocrat of all the Russians, etc., etc., to all our successors on the throne and in the government of the Russian nation.

"Forasmuch as the Great God, who is the author and giver of

our life and crown, has constantly illumined us with his light and

upheld us during his support," etc.

Here Peter sets out in detail that, according to his view, which he takes to be also that of Providence, he regards the Russian nation as destined hereafter to exercise supreme dominion over Europe. He bases his opinion on the fact that the European nations have for the most part fallen into a condition of decrepitude, not far removed from collapse, whence he considers that they may easily be subjugated by a new and youthful race, as soon as the latter shall have attained its full vigor.

The Russian monarch looks upon the coming influx of the northerners into the East and West as a periodical movement forming part of the scheme of Providence which, in like manner, by the invasion of the barbarians, effected the regeneration of the Roman world. He compares these emigrations of the polar nations with the inundations of the Nile, which at certain seasons fertilize the arid soil of Egypt.

He adds that Russia, which he found a brook and should leave a river, must, under his successors, grow to a mighty sea, destined to fertilize worn-out Europe; and that its waves would advance over all obstacles, if his successors were only capable of guiding the stream. On this account he leaves behind him for their use the following rules, which he recommends to their attention and constant study, even as Moses consigned his tables of the law to the Jewish people (from Kelly's compilation of Karamsin, Tooke, and Ségur [London, 1854]):


	Every possible means must be used to invite from the most cultivated European states commanders in war, and philosophers in peace: to enable the Russian nation to participate in the advantages of other countries, with



out losing any or its own.


	No opportunity must be lost of taking part in the affairs and disputes of Europe, especially in those of Germany, which, from its vicinity, is of the most direct interest to us.



1. The Russian nation must be constantly on a war footing to keep the soldiers warlike and in good condition. No rest must be allowed, except for the purpose of relieving the state finances, recruiting the army, or biding the favourable moment of attack. By this means peace is made subservient to war, and war to peace, in the interest of the aggrandisement and increasing prosperity of Russia.


	Poland must be divided, by keeping up constant jealousies and confusion there. The authorities must be gained over with money, and the assemblies corrupted so as to influence the election of the kings. We must get up a party of our own there, send Russian troops into the country, and let them sojourn there so long that they may ultimately find some pretext for remaining there for ever. Should the neighbouring states make difficulties, we must appease them for the moment, by allowing them a share of the territory, until we can safely resume what we have thus given away.


	We must take away as much territory as possible from Sweden, and contrive that they shall attack us first, so as to give us a pretext for their subjugation. With this object in view, we must keep Sweden in opposition to Depresals and Depresals to Sweden and seculously foster their mutual




jealousies.


	The consorts of the Russian princes must always be chosen from among the German princesses, in order to multiply our family alliances with the Germans, and to unite our interests with theirs; and thus, by consolidating our influence in Germany, to cause it to attach itself spontaneously to our



policy.


	We must be careful to keep up our commercial alliance with England, for she is the power which has most need of our products for her navy, and at the same time may be of the greatest service to us in the development of our own. We must export wood and other articles in exchange for her gold, and establish permanent connexions between her merchants and seamen and our own.


	We must keep steadily extending our frontiers northward along the




Baltic, and southward along the shores of the Black Sea


	We must progress as much as possible in the direction of Constantinople and India. He who can once get possession of these points is the real ruler of the world. With this view we must provoke constant quarrels—at one time with Turkey, and at another with Persia. We must establish wharves and docks in the Euxine, and by degrees make ourselves masters of that sea, as well as of the Baltic, which is a doubly important element in the success of our plan. We must hasten the downfall of Persia; push on to the Persian Gulf; if possible, re-establish the ancient commercial intercourse with the Levant through Syria; and force our way into the Indies, which are the storehouses of the world; once there, we can dispense with English gold.


	Moreover, we must take pains to establish and maintain an intimate union with Austria, apparently countenancing her schemes for future aggrandisement in Germany, and all the while secretly rousing the jealousy of the minor states against her. In this way we must bring it to pass that one or the other party shall seek aid from Russia; and thus we shall exercise a sort of protectorate over the country, which will pave the way for future




sunremany


	We must make the house of Austria interested in the expulsion of the Turks from Europe, and we must neutralize its jealousy at the capture of



Constantinople, even by allowing it a share of the spoil, which we can afterwards resume at our leisure.


	
	We must collect around our house, as round a centre, all the detached sections of Greeks which are scattered abroad in Hungary, Turkey, and South Poland; we must make them look to us for support; and thus, by establishing beforehand a sort of ecclesiastical supremacy, we shall pave the way for universal sovereignty.




	
	When Sweden is ours, Persia vanquished, Poland subjugated, Turkey conquered when our armies are united, and the Euxine and the Baltic in the possession of our ships, then we must make separate and secret overtures, first to the court of Versailles, and then to that of Vienna, to share with them the dominion of the world. If either of them accepts our propositions, which is certain to happen if their ambition and self-interest is properly worked upon, we must make use of one to annihilate the other; this done, we have only to destroy the remaining one by finding a pretext for a quarrel, the issue of which cannot be doubtful, as Russia will then be already in the absolute possession of the east and of the best part of Europe.







	Should the improbable case happen of both rejecting the propositions of Russia, then our policy will be to set one against the other, and make them tear each other to pieces. Russia must then watch for and seize the favourable moment, and pour her already assembled hosts into Germany, while two immense fleets, laden with Asiatic hordes, and convoyed by the armed squadrons of the Euxine and the Baltic, set sail simultaneously from the Sea of Asof and the harbour of Archangel.



Sweeping along the Mediterranean and the Atlantic they will overrun France on the one side while Germany is overpowered on the other. When these countries are fully conquered the rest of Europe must fall easily, and without a struggle, under our yoke. Thus Europe can and must be subjugated.
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The Prophecies Respecting Russia by De Tocqueville (1835) and Donoso Cortés (1850)

The following passages contain the prophetic warnings of two distinguished Europeans writing on the destiny of Russia as it appeared to them over a century ago. Donoso Cortés was a brilliant Spanish author and diplomat (1809–1853). De Tocqueville's Democracy in America first appeared in 1835.

. . . There are, at the present time, two great nations in the world which seem to tend toward the same end, although they started from different points: I allude to the Russians and the Americans. Both of them have grown up unnoticed; and while the attention of mankind was directed elsewhere, they have suddenly assumed a most prominent place among the nations; and the world learned their existence and their greatness at almost the same time.

All other nations seem to have nearly reached their natural limits, and only to be charged with the maintenance of their power; but these are still in the act of growth; all the others are stopped, or continue to advance with extreme difficulty; these are proceeding with ease and with celerity along a path to which the human eye can assign no term. The American struggles against the natural obstacles which oppose him; the adversaries of the Russian are men; the former combats the wilderness and savage life; the latter, civilization with all its weapons and its arts: the conquests of the one are therefore gained by the plowshare; those of the other by the sword. The Anglo-American relies upon personal interest to accomplish his ends, and gives free scope to the unguided exertions and common sense of the citizens; the Russian centers all the authority of society in a single arm: the principal instrument of the former is freedom; of the latter servitude. Their starting point is different, and their courses are not the same; yet each of them seems to be marked out by the will of Heaven to sway the destinies of half the globe (De Tocqueville, Democracy in America, Part I, Chap. XIX).

When there are no longer standing armies in Europe, as a result of their having been liquidated by the revolution; when there is no longer any patriotism in Europe, as a result of its having been snuffed out by socialistic revolutions; when the great confederation of Slavonic peoples has become an accomplished fact in Eastern Europe; when in the West there remain but two great armies, the army of the despoiled and the army of the despoilers, then, Gentlemen, Russia's hour will strike on the clock of the ages; then Russia will be able to traverse our Fatherland unmolested, armed to the teeth; then, Gentlemen, the world will be witness to the greatest punishment within the memory of history (Donoso Cortés, Speech in Spanish Parliament, January 30, 1850).


APPENDIX III






  
  
  ch022.xhtml
  
  




Basic Doctrines, Strategy, and Tactics of World Communism

The classic sources of Communism are chiefly found in the writings of Marx, Engels, Lenin, Trotsky, and Stalin. Taken in their totality, these teachings permit us to understand why Communism exercises such a vitalizing influence on its adherents. Marxists the world over have inherited an identical creed with four components of power. It is a kind of secular mysticism. It is a philosophy of history with a special methodology for interpreting it. It is a deposit of faith expressed by a succession of political, social, and economic dogmas which are declared to be infallible because scientific. It supplies a Machiavellian code of conduct for ruthless conspirators who have become crusaders by mystical elevation and held to their course by dogmatic certitude of success. Whether one considers Communist teachings as colossal lies, subtle half-truths, or calculated entrapments of immature minds, he cannot ignore the objective record of an entire generation thrown into turmoil by their dissemination.

The fundamental concepts were further elaborated in the theses and resolutions of the Third International during its heyday, in the manifesto of its successor, the Cominform, and in the interpretative writings of representative leaders. An integrated anthology of such key statements would require a thick volume such as A Handbook of Marxism by Emile Burns (1935). He required 1087 pages to do it. Taken in conjunction with the citations introduced into the body of the present book, the following selected

passages, arranged chronologically, present a condensed epitome of the Communist scriptures and reveal the purposes which still motivate the Politburo in 1951. They demonstrate the continuity of ideas and the unchanged character of the Russian Revolution in its role as the spearhead of World Communism.


The Marx-Engels Period


	The history of all hitherto existing Society is the history of class struggles. . . . Society as a whole is more and more splitting up into two great hostile camps — bourgeoisie and proletariat. . . . Of all the classes that stand face to face with the bourgeoisie today, the proletariat alone is really a revolutionary class. . . . The Communists disdain to conceal their views and aims. They openly declare that their ends can be attained only by the violent overthrow of all existing social conditions. . . . The proletarians have nothing to lose but their chains. . . . Working men of all countries, unite!



The Communist Manifesto, 1848.


	The final causes of all social changes and political revolutions are to be sought, not in men's brains, not in man's better insight into eternal truth and justice, but in changes in the modes of production and exchange. They are to be sought, not in the philosophy, but in the economics of each particular epoch. The growing perception that existing social institutions are unreasonable and unjust, that reason has become unreason, and right wrong, is only proof that in the modes of production and exchange changes have silently taken place, with which the social order, adapted to earlier economic conditions, is no longer in keeping.



Engels — Socialism: Utopian and Scientific.


	. . . Now, insurrection is an art quite as much as war or any other, and subject to certain rules of proceeding, which, when neglected, will produce the ruin of the party neglecting them. Those rules, logical deductions from the nature of the parties and the circumstances one has to deal with in such a case, are so plain and simple that the short experience of 1848 had made the Germans pretty well acquainted with them. Firstly, never play with insurrection unless you are fully prepared to face the consequences of your play. Insurrection is a calculus with very indefinite magnitudes the value of which may change every day; the forces opposed to you have all the advantages of organization, discipline, and habitual authority; unless you bring strong odds against them you are defeated and ruined. Secondly, the insurrectionary career once entered upon, act with the greatest determination, and on the offensive. The defensive is the death of every armed rising; it is



lost before it measures itself with its enemies. Surprise your antagonists while their forces are scattering, prepare new successes, however small, but daily; keep up the moral ascendancy which the first successful rising has given to you; rally those vacillating elements to your side which always follow the strongest impulse; and which always look out for the safer side; force your enemies to a retreat before they can collect their strength against you; in the words of Danton, the greatest master of revolutionary policy yet known, de l'audace, de l'audace, encore de l'audacel

Written by Engels and printed under name of Marx, 1851–1852, New York Daily Tribune, in a series of articles on revolution and counterrevolution in Germany during the period 1848–1849.


	The great basic question of all, and especially of recent, philosophy, is the question of the relationship between thought and existence, between spirit and nature. . . . Which is prior to the other, spirit or nature? Philosophers are divided into two great camps, according to the way in which they have answered this question. Those who declare that spirit existed before nature, and who, in the last analysis, therefore, assume in one way or another that the world was created . . . have formed the idealist camp. The others, who regard nature as primary, belong to the various schools of materialism.



Engels — Ludwig Feuerbach.


	Freedom is the recognition of necessity. Necessity is blind in so far as it is not understood.



Engels — Anti-Dühring.


	In the eyes of dialectic philosophy, nothing is established for all time, nothing is absolute or sacred. On everything and in everything it sees the stamp of inevitable decline; nothing can resist it save the unceasing process of formation and destruction, the unending ascent from the lower to the higher — a process of which that philosophy itself is only a simple reflection within the thinking brain.



Engels — On Dialectical Materialism — passing — in his works.


	In such great developments, twenty years are but as one day — and there may come days which are the concentrated essence of twenty years.



Marx — Exchange of Letters with Engels, Vol. III, p. 127.


	Two errors robbed the brilliant victory of its fruits. . . . The proletariat stopped half-way; instead of proceeding with the "expropriation of the expropriators," it was carried away with dreams of establishing supreme justice in the country. . . . The second error was unnecessary magnanimity of the
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Appendix III

proletariat: instead of annihilating its enemies, it endeavored to exercise moral influence on them.

Marx — The Civil War in France (The Paris Commune of 1871).


	During . . . the past four weeks I have read all sorts of things. Among others Darwin's work on Natural Selection. And though it is written in the crude English style, this is the book which contains the basis in natural science for our view.



Marx — Letter to Engels.


	Religion is the opium of the people. . . . The criticism of religion is the beginning of all criticism.



Marx — Critique of the Hegelian Philosophy of Right.


	
	. . . The last vestige of a creator external to the world is obliterated.



Engels Anti-Dühring.


	
	Man, at last the master of his own form of social organization, becomes at the same time the lord over nature, his own master free.






Engels - Socialism: Utopian and Scientific.


The Lenin-Stalin Period


	The roots of modern religion are deeply imbedded in the social oppression of the masses . . . it is a kind of spiritual intoxicant.



Lenin - On Religion.


	During this past year a very great part of the work of the Polit-Bureau consisted in deciding every question having to do with politics which arose in the course of the work, combining the activities of all Soviet and Party organizations and of all organizations of the working class and conducting the entire work of the Soviet Republic. The Polit-Bureau decided all questions of international and domestic policy. . . .



Lenin — At the Ninth Party Congress on March 29, 1920, in the report of the Central Committee.


	Without a revolutionary theory, there cannot be a revolutionary movement. Only a party guided by an advanced theory can act as a vanguard in the fight.



Stalin — Leninism. Lecture at Sverdlov University, April, 1924.


	Revolutionary theory is a synthesis of the experience of the working class movement throughout all lands — the generalized experience. Of course, theory out of touch with revolutionary practice gropes in the dark unless revolutionary theory throws a light on the path. But theory becomes the greatest force in the working class movement when it is inseparably linked with revolutionary practice; for it, and it alone, can give the movement confidence, guidance, and understanding of the inner links between events; it alone can enable those engaged in the practical struggle to understand the whence and the whither of the working-class movement.



Stalin — Leninism. Lecture at Sverdlov University, April, 1924.


	Tactic is the determination of the line to be taken by the proletariat during a comparatively short period of the ebb or flow of the movement, of advance or retreat of the revolution; the maintenance of this line by the substitution of new forms of struggle and organization for those that have become out of date, or by the discovery of new watchwords, or by the combination of new methods with old, etc. Whereas strategy is concerned with such wide purposes as the winning of the war against tsarism or the bourgeoisie, tactic has a narrower aim. Tactic is concerned, not with the war as a whole, but with the fighting of this or that campaign, with the gaining of this or that victory which may be essential during a particular period of the general revolutionary advance or withdrawal. Tactics are thus parts of strategy, and subordinate thereto.



Stalin — Leninism.


	As long as Capitalism and Socialism exist side by side we cannot live in peace. One or the other will finally triumph. One will hold the funeral oration for either the Soviet Republic or World Capitalism. It is only postponing war.



Lenin — Collected Works, Vienna-Berlin, Vol. XXV, p. 643.


	To wage war for the overthrow of the international bourgeoisie, a war which is a hundred times more difficult, more prolonged, more complicated, than the most bloodthirsty of wars between States, while renouncing beforehand the use of maneuvering, of playing off (though for a time only) the interests of one foe against the other, of entering upon agreements and effecting compromises (even though these may be of an unstable and temporary character) — would not such renunciation be the height of folly? We might as well, when climbing a dangerous and hitherto unexplored mountain, refuse in advance to make the ascent in zigzags, or to turn back for a while, to give up the chosen direction in order to test another which may prove to be easier to negotiate.



Lenin - Works, Russian Edition, Vol. XVIII, p. 158.


	A vanguard alone will not lead to victory. To hurl the vanguard into the fray before the masses are ready to support it, or, at least, are willing to remain neutral, would not only be the height of folly but a crime. Agitation and propaganda do not suffice to bring the masses to a suitable frame of mind. They need also to be schooled by political experience. This is the law which lies at the root of all far-reaching revolutions, a law which has been confirmed in a striking manner both in Russia and in Germany. The Russian masses, uneducated, often illiterate, and the German masses, whose education and culture are at such an incomparably higher level, had each in turn to learn by bitter experience all the powerlessness, the listlessness, the helplessness, the servility of the governments carried on by the leaders of the Second International — henchmen of the bourgeoisie. The masses had to learn by experience that either of two dictatorships was inevitable: the dictatorship of the ultra-reactionaries (such as Korniloff in Russia and Kapp and Co. in Germany), or the dictatorships of the proletariat as a definite step on the road to Communism.



Lenin — Works, Russian Edition, Vol. XVII, p. 173.


	To be a revolutionist, to be a socialist or communist sympathiser, is not enough. It behooves us to find, at any given moment, that particular link in the chain to which we can cling in order to keep the whole chain together, and subsequently to pass on to the next link.... For the nonce, the particular link is the stimulation of commerce on the home market, and its effective control and guidance by the State. Commerce is a "link" in the chain of historical events, in the transitional forms of our socialist construction; and we must cling to this link for dear life.



Lenin — Works, Russian Edition, Vol. XVIII, Part I, p. 412.


	Never play with insurrection; but, having begun one, make up your mind to go through with it to the end. At the right place, and when the time is ripe, assemble forces greatly outnumbering those of the enemy — for otherwise the latter, better prepared and better organized, will annihilate the insurgents. Once the rising has begun, it is essential to act with the utmost resoluteness, and, without fail and unconditionally, to assume the offensive. "A defensive attitude is fatal to an armed rising." We must try to take the enemy by surprise, to seize the moment when his forces are dispersed. We must endeavor to gain some success, however small, day by day (hour by hour, even, if we are operating in a town), so that at all costs we may maintain a superior "morale."



Lenin - Works, Russian Edition, Vol. XIV, Part II, p. 270.


	We may consider that the time is ripe for the decisive struggle: when all the class forces arrayed against us are in a state of confusion, are sufficiently embroiled one with another, have been sufficiently weakened in combats for which their strength is inadequate; when all the vacillating, unsteady, un-



stable intermediate elements (the petty bourgeoisie, the petty-bourgeois democracy, in contradistinction to the bourgeoisie) have exposed themselves enough before the people, have made a sufficient parade of their utter bankruptcy; when there has arisen and spread widely among the proletariat a strong feeling in favor of decisive and unhesitatingly bold revolutionary action against the bourgeoisie. Then the time is ripe for revolution. Then, if we have kept good account of the before-mentioned conditions, and have chosen our moment well, our victory is assured.

Lenin - Works, Russian Edition, Vol. XVII, pp. 180-181.


	But is there such a thing as Communist ethics? Is there such a thing as Communist morality? Of course there is. Often it is made to appear that we have no ethics of our own; and very often the bourgeoisie accuse us Communists of repudiating all ethics. This is a method of shuffling concepts, of throwing dust in the eyes of the workers and peasants.



In what sense do we repudiate ethics and morality?

In the sense that they were preached by the bourgeoisie, who declared that ethics were God's commandments. We, of course, say that we do not believe in God, and that we know perfectly well that the clergy, the landlords and the bourgeoisie spoke in the name of God in order to pursue their own exploiters' interests. Or, instead of deducing these ethics from the commandments of morality, from the commandments of God, they deduced them from idealistic or semi-idealistic phrases, which were always very similar to God's commandments.

We repudiate all morality that is taken outside of human, class concepts. We say that this is deception, a fraud, which clogs the brains of the workers and peasants in the interests of the landlords and capitalists.

We say that our morality is entirely subordinated to the interests of the class struggle of the proletariat. Our morality is deduced from the class

struggle of the proletariat.

The old society was based on the oppression of all the workers and peasants by the landlords and capitalists. We had to destroy this, we had to overthrow this; but for this we had to create unity. God will not create such unity.

This unity could be created only by the factories and works, only by the proletariat, trained, and roused from its age-long slumber; only when that class was formed did the mass movement begin which led to what we see now—the victory of the proletariat revolution in one of the weakest countries in the world, a country which for three years has repelled the attacks of the bourgeoisie of the whole world. And we see that the proletarian revolution is growing all over the world. We now say, on the basis of experience, that the proletariat alone could create the compact force that could take the lead of the disunited and scattered peasantry, that could withstand all the attacks of the exploiters. This class alone can help the toiling masses to unite, to rally and completely build up, Communist society.

That is why we say that for us there is no such thing as morality taken outside of human society; such a morality is a fraud. For us, morality is subordinated to the interests of the class struggle of the proletariat.

Lenin — Speech Delivered at the Third All-Russian Congress of the Russian Young Communist League, October 2, 1920.


	Every Marxist, if he is not a renegade, must put the interests of socialism above the right of nations to self-determination. Our Socialist Republic has done what it could for the self-determination of Finland, the Ukraine, and other countries, Nevertheless, if the situation demands a choice between the existence of the Socialist Republic, which is being endangered, and the right of self-determination of several nations, it is clear that the conservation of the Socialist Republic is predominant.



Lenin — Issue No. 34. Pravda, 1918.


	
	The dictatorship of the proletariat is the fiercest and most merciless war. Lenin Left Wing Communism.




	
	The dictatorship [of the Proletariat] means nothing more nor less than power which directly rests on violence and is not limited by any law or any absolute rules. Dictatorship means unlimited power resting on violence and not on law.






Lenin — Collected Works, Vol. XXV, pp. 436, 441.


	The working class without a revolutionary party is an army without a general staff.



Stalin - Leninism (New York, 1932-1933), Part I, pp. 163-165.


	We should not forget for a single instant the intrigues of international reaction, which is hatching plans for a new war.



Stalin — 1946 May Day Order to the Red Army.


	What is the meaning of the impossibility of the complete and final victory of socialism in a single country without the victory of the revolution in other countries? It means the impossibility of having full guarantees against intervention, and hence against the restoration of the bourgeois order, without the victory of the revolution in at least a number of countries. To deny this indisputable fact is to abandon internationalism, to abandon Leninism.



Stalin — Problems of Leninism.


	The scientific difference between Socialism and Communism is clear. What is generally called Socialism was termed by Marx the "first or lower phase of communist society." In so far as the means of production become



public property; the word "Communism" is also applicable here, providing we do not forget that it is not full Communism.

Lenin — The State and Revolution


	Years and years of firm rule of the proletariat are necessary, because only the proletariat is capable of defeating the bourgeoisie.



Lenin - The Deception of the People.


	The transition from Capitalism to Communism represents an entire historical epoch.



Lenin - The Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade Kautsky


	We are not doctrinaires. Our philosophy is not a dogma, but a guide to action.



Lenin — Collected Works, Vol. XXI (1), p. 133.
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Trotsky


	Events can neither be regarded as a series of adventures, nor strung on the thread of some preconceived moral. They must obey their own laws.



Trotsky — History of the Russian Revolution. Preface.


	The different stages of a revolutionary process, certified by a change of parties in which the more extreme always supersede the less extreme. . . . Without a guiding organization, the energy of the masses would dissipate like steam not enclosed in a piston-box. But, nevertheless, what moves things is not the piston or the box but the steam.



Trotsky — History of the Russian Revolution, Preface.


	Only from a theoretical height is it possible to observe it [struggle for power] fully and correctly understand it.



Trotsky — History of Russian Revolution, Vol. I, Chap. XI.


	A revolutionary conception without a revolutionary will is like a watch with a broken spring.



Trotsky - History of Russian Revolution, Vol. I, Chap. XV.

The mystic doctrine of spontaneousness explains nothing. Trotsky — History of Russian Revolution, Vol. I, Chap. VIII.


	And I can assure you that the communist workers who actually form the core of this army, consider themselves to be not only the protecting troops



of the Russian Socialist Republic, but also the Red Army of the Third International. . . . When the time comes and our brothers of the western countries call to us for aid, we shall answer: We are here, we have in the meantime learned how to use these weapons, and we are ready to fight and to die for the cause of the World Revolution!

Trotsky — Statement at the First Congress of the Communist International in March, 1919.


	The revolution in the Soviet Union is a part of the world Revolution, its commencement and the basis for its development.



Stalin vs. Trotsky — Once More concerning the Social-Democratic Aberration in our Party, State Publishing House of the Soviet Union, December, 1927, p. 35.


Third International


	One of the most important tasks of the cultural revolution affecting the wide masses is the task of systematically and unswervingly combatting religion.



Program of the Third International at Sixth World Congress, Moscow, 1928.


	The Communists fight with courage and devotion on all sectors of the international class front, in the firm conviction that the victory of the proletariat is inevitable and cannot be averted. The Communists disdain to conceal their views and aims. They openly declare that their aims can be attained only by the forcible overthrow of the existing social conditions. Let the ruling class tremble at a communist revolution. The proletarians have nothing to lose but their chains. They have a world to win.



Program of the Communist International, 1928.


	The dictatorship of the proletariat cannot come about as a result of the peaceful development of bourgeois society and bourgeois democracy.



The conquest of power by the proletariat does not mean peacefully capturing the ready-made bourgeois state machinery by means of a parliamentary majority. The bourgeoisie resorts to every means of violence and terror to safeguard and strengthen its predatory property and its political domination.

... Hence, the violence of the bourgeoisie can be suppressed only by the stern violence of the proletariat. The conquest of power by the proletariat is the violent overthrow of bourgeois power.

Program of the Communist International, 1928.


	To Comrade Stalin, the Leader, Teacher and Friend of the Proletariat



In the name of the million-strong army of the fighters for the proletarian World Revolution, in the name of the workers of all countries, we turn to you, Comrade Stalin, our Leader, and the faithful disciple of the work of Marx, Engels, and Lenin, to you who with Lenin have welded together the party of the new type, the party of the Bolsheviks, the party which brought about the victory of the great proletarian October Revolution and the victory of Socialism in the Soviet Union. We turn to you, beloved Leader of the international Proletariat and of all the oppressed, with fiery greetings. More than ten years have passed since we lost Lenin, this giant of the revolutionary idea and action, the unforgettable leader of the World Revolution. To you, Comrade Stalin, fell the gigantic task of replacing him at the helm in the struggle for the liberation of all toiling humanity.

Under your leadership, Socialism prevailed in the Soviet Union, and the unshakable foundation of the proletarian World Revolution was laid. You swore at Lenin's grave to strengthen the ties which bind the active workers in all the world together, the ties which are represented by the Comintern, and the communists in all countries are realising this oath in their heroic

struggle under your guidance.

Now, when the capitalistic world is entering upon a new stage of revolutions and wars, the Proletariat possesses the surest guarantee of its final victory which it did not have during the first cycle of wars and revolutions, namely the mighty Union of Socialist Soviet Republics, the land of victorious Socialism, and the Comintern, the uniform world party of Communism. Under your leadership the U.S.S.R. has become an impregnable bulwark of the Socialist Revolution, the bulwark of the struggle against Fascism, Reaction and War. Let the gentlemen of the Bourgeoisie try today to ask the peoples of the world whether they want War or Peace, Fascism or Socialism. The peoples of the world do not want War and they do not want Fascism. They turn more and more to the Soviet Union and look with hope and love to you, Comrade Stalin, the Leader of the active workers of all countries.

The victory of Socialism in the Soviet Union opens up the new stage in

the proletarian World Revolution.

The Seventh World-Congress of the Communist International assures you, Comrade Stalin, in the name of the sixty-five communist parties, that the communists everywhere will keep faith with the great and unconquerable banner of Marx, Engels, Lenin, and Stalin forever. Under this banner Communism shall triumph in all the world.

Ercoli (i.e., Togliatti—Italy) — The Seventh World Congress of the Communist International, Moscow, 1935.



The Cominform


	Because of the above, the imperialistic camp and its directing force, the United States of America, show a growing aggressive activity. This activity evolved at the same time in all spheres—in the sphere of military and strategic activities, economic expansion and ideological warfare. The Truman-Marshall plan is only a farce, a European branch of the general world plan of political expansion being realized by the United States of America in all parts of the world. The plan of the economic and political subjugation of Europe through American imperialism is complemented by plans for the economic and political subjugation of China, Indonesia, and South America. The aggressors of yesterday—the capitalist tycoons of Germany and Japan—are being prepared by the United States of America for a new role—as tools of the imperialistic policy in Europe and Asia of the United States of America.



Manifesto of the Cominform, October 5, 1947.


	We should not forget that the imperialist agents, through their clatter regarding the danger of war, try to intimidate vacillators and weaklings and thus gain through blackmail concessions for the aggressor.



In the same way as the appeasement policy of Munich led to Hitler's aggression, today concessions to the United States of America and the imperialist camp may cause its instigators to grow even more shameless and aggressive.

Manifesto of the Cominform, October 5, 1947.



Miscellaneous


	Our Army . . . is the Avantgarde of the World Proletariat. Our Army is an international Army. By victories in other countries also, the Proletarian Revolution will create new detachments of the Red troops. The Red Army is the Avantgarde of the armed forces of the World Revolution.



Voroshilov — Declaration at Session of the Moscow Soviet on the Tenth Anniversary of the Red Army, Pravda, No. 50, 1928.


	As we observed the tanks driving by us, and the airplanes flying past us in the air, we observed from the Red Square the military power not only of the working class of the Soviet Union, but rather the strength and the power of the Revolutionary Proletariat on a world-wide scale.



The Soviet Government, Comrades, is the government of the Proletariat, and the Soviet Government protects the interests of the workers, the producers, the oppressed throughout the world. The interests of the Soviet Government

When you (our Russian brothers and sisters) strengthen the fighting force of the Red Army, you not only strengthen the power of the Soviet Union, but also the power of the World Proletariat.

The Soviet Union and its Red Army are the guardians of peace among nations, The Soviet Union is the citadel of the Proletarian World Revolution.

Dimitrov — Speech made in the Hall of Columns of the Town Hall, May 1, 1935.


	. . . in the propaganda of Marxism-Leninism the chief decisive weapon must be the press . . . and oral propaganda should occupy the place of a secondary aid.



Party Decision on the Press — in History of the All-Union Communist Party, 1938, Moscow.


	War psychosis instigated by the efforts of the militarist and expansionist circles of certain countries, United States of America occupying the foremost place among them, is continually spreading and assuming all the more menacing character.



A furious campaign in the press, mainly in American press, and in the press of the countries following obediently the U.S.A., like Turkey, is being spread already for a considerable lapse of time for the purpose of coaxing the public opinion in favor of a new war. All means of psychological influence — newspapers, magazines, radio, cinema — have been used.

War-hungry psychosis is stimulated in every way among the American public, excited and fanned by militarist and expansionist circles of the U.S.A.

Vyshinski's Speech at the United Nations General Assembly, on September 18, 1947.


	The Revolution does not simply happen, it must be made.



E. Browder — What Is Communism? New York, 1936.


	The Soviet Union signed a pact with Germany, fully assured that peace between the peoples of the U.S.S.R. and Germany is in the interests of all peoples, in the interests of universal peace. Every sincere supporter of peace will realize the truth of this. This pact corresponds to the fundamental interests of the working people of the Soviet Union and cannot weaken our vigilance in defense of these interests. This pact is backed by firm confidence in our real forces, in their complete preparedness to meet any aggression against the U.S.S.R.



This pact, like the unsuccessful Anglo-French-Soviet negotiations, proves that no important questions of international relations, and questions of Eastern Europe even less, can be settled without the active participation of the Soviet Union, that any attempts to shut out the Soviet Union and decide such questions behind its back are doomed to failure.

The Soviet-German Non-Aggression Pact spells a new turn in the develop-

ment of Europe, a turn towards improvement of relations between the two largest states of Europe. This pact not only eliminates the menace of war with Germany, narrows down the zone of possible hostilities in Europe, and serves thereby the cause of universal peace: It must open to us new possibilities of increasing our strength, of further consolidation of our position, of further growth of the influence of the Soviet Union on international developments.

There is no need to dwell here on the separate clauses of the pact. The Council of People's Commissars has reason to hope that the pact will meet with your approval as a document of cardinal importance to the U.S.S.R.

The Council of People's Commissars submits the Soviet-German Non-Aggression Pact to the Supreme Soviet and proposes that it be ratified.

Molotov — Speech before the Council of the Union and the Council of Nationalities of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R., August, 1939.


	In the pamphlet Regarding the Questions of Leninism, Comrade Stalin very clearly showed wherein the significance of the Proletarian Dictatorship really lies. He showed us three fundamental sides of the Proletarian Dictatorship: (1) The full use of Proletarian Power for the suppression of the exploiting classes, for the protection of the country, for strengthening the relations with the proletarians of other countries, for bringing about and insuring the victory of the Revolution in all countries. . . .



Molotov — During the Fifteenth Session of the Seventeenth Party Congress of the Communist Party (Bolshevik), Soviet Union, January-February, 1934.


	There can be no respite in the ideological war. Any position which we abandon today will not remain empty — tomorrow the enemy will occupy it. And at the present moment our ideological enemies are extremely aggressive. They are attempting to gain ground, and wherever we, representatives of Soviet art, permit it, they will not only attempt it, but will actually gain ground.



We should and shall fight on the ideological front. That follows naturally from what we have been taught by the party of Lenin and Stalin. That follows naturally from our traditions, from our character, trained by the periods of the five-year plans, tempered during the days of the war.

Our enemies find that we are stubborn and unpleasant. We have no intention of changing, however unpleasant they find us. We take this as a compliment, coming from our enemies.

We declare at the tops of our voices, to the whole world, from the tribune of our art, that we are fighting and shall continue to fight for communism; that we consider communism the only worthy future for mankind; that our

communist ideals were, are, and always shall be unchangeable; and that no one can ever cause us to falter.

And to those who languish for "pure" art, we say:

There are different views on beauty in art and beauty in life. One view holds that beauty in life is found outside the limits of struggle, labor, and suffering; accordingly, beauty in art is likewise found outside their limits. But there is another view which holds that it is exactly within the limits of struggle, labor, and suffering that the greatest beauty of life lies, and accordingly that the beauty of art is also found within these limits. That is our view of life and art. This is a view which takes sides. We approve of it. More than that we are proud of it.

Constantine Simonov — Litraturnaya Gazeta, November 23, 1946.


	In literature and on the stage we must show the Soviet person — the builder of the future — in such a light that the audience and the whole world will see the moral and spiritual superiority of people who have been reared in a socialist society.



Our diplomats speak from the world tribune with such brilliance and so convincingly not only because they are great statesmen and orators, but also and mainly because, in spite of the lies and libel spread about them, they alone speak the truth about humanity, a truth supported by our entire people. It is the moral and ideological superiority of our people which makes our representatives superior to all others in the world tribune.

Constantine Simonov — Litraturnaya Gazeta, November 23, 1946.


	The dictatorship of the proletariat cannot arise as the result of the peaceful development of bourgeois society and of bourgeois democracy; it can arise only as the result of the smashing of the bourgeois state machine, the bourgeois army, the bourgeois bureaucratic machine, the bourgeois police.



Lesson III, in Outline of Marxist-Leninist Fundamentals for Class Use or Self-Study, distributed by Communist Party of United States. Exhibit 51, p. 128, U. S. Brief before Supreme Court, October term, 1950, on appeal of eleven Communists against their conviction in New York.


	Summation of Communist Strategy and Tactics in Supreme Court of The United States.'



The goal of the Communist Party is to seize powers of government by and for a minority rather than to acquire power through the vote of a free electorate. . . . Violent and undemocratic means are the calculated and indispensable methods to attain the Communist Party's goal. It would be incredible naïveté to expect the American branch of this movement to forego

the only methods by which a Communist Party has anywhere come into power. In not one of the countries it now dominates was the Communist Party chosen by a free or contestable election; in not one can it be evicted by any election. The international police state has crept over Eastern Europe by deception, coercion, coup d'état, terrorism and assassination. Not only has it overpowered its critics and opponents, it has usually liquidated them. The American Communist Party has copied the organizational structure and its leaders have been schooled in the same technique and from the same tutors. . . .

The Communist Party alone among American parties past or present is dominated and controlled by a foreign government. It is a satrap party which, to the threat of civil disorder, adds the threat of betrayal into alien

Mr. Justice Jackson in American Communications Association v. Douds, 339 U. S. at 427.
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Selected Dates in the Chronology of the Russian Revolution Since 1905


	1905: First attempt to establish Soviets in St. Petersburg. Defeated by Tzarist government. The Revolution goes underground.

	1917: Fall of Romanov dynasty. Return of Lenin. Bolsheviks seize power on November 7. Revolution triumphant.

	1918: Treaty of Brest Litovsk. Revolution retreats before German advance. Lenin saves the Revolution by compromise.

	1920: Civil wars, counterrevolution. Lenin founds Third International as external agent of Revolution.

	1921: New economic policy in face of impending famine. Modified and controlled Capitalism permitted. Revolution again retreats.

	1923: The great famine. Revolution invites co-operation with non-Communist States. The Revolution survives civil wars and famine.

	1924: Death of Lenin. The Revolution falters. Internal feuds over leadership.

	1927: The Trotsky-Stalin duel. Elimination of Trotsky and victory for Stalin. The Revolution resumes its progress.

	1932: First Five-Year Plan to strengthen the Revolution internally. Non-aggression pacts signed with neighboring States. Diplomatic measures used to achieve acceptance of the Revolution.

	1933: Recognition by U.S.A. Roosevelt-Litvinov Agreement.
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Appendix IV


	1934: The Revolution enters the League of Nations.


	1935: A major zigzag is ordered by the managers of the Revolution in view of the rising menace of Hitler. Communists throughout the world ordered to co-operate with bourgeois governments. The Trojan Horse technique. The common front advocated.


	1939: August 23, the Nazi-Soviet Pact. Stalin becomes partner of Hitler. As Germany invaded Poland, the Russian Revolution began its advance into western Europe and attacked Finland. League of Nations expels Soviet delegation.


	1940: Lithuania, Latvia, and Estonia annexed to U.S.S.R.


	1941: Hitler invades Soviet Russia. The Russian Revolution retreats. Soviet lands occupied by a competing Revolution.


	1942


	1943: Low water mark of the Russian Revolution. Last stand at Petrograd, Moscow, and Stalingrad.


	1944: Recoil and recovery of the Revolution. Pursuit of the retreating Nazis.


	1945: Triumph over the Nazi Revolution by joint forces of Allied powers.

Capture of Berlin by Soviet forces, End of World War II.


	1946-


	1948: The Russian Revolution reverts to classic Communist program. Maneuvers for world domination. Founding of Cominform. Blockade of Berlin countered by the airlift. Consolidation of satellite system.


	1949-


	1950: Zenith in progress of the Revolution. Triumph in China, compromise in Europe in view of Marshall Plan, the North Atlantic Alliance, and defiance by Tito. The Revolution advances into South Korea.


	Europe. General Eisenhower returns to Europe as Commander in Chief of European forces. Heavy losses in Party membership in Italy, France, Germany, etc. Reduction in Party membership ranges from 31 per cent in Italy to 84 per cent in Luxembourg. United Nations forces in Korea stem Chinese advance and drive them back toward North Korea. The Revolution agrees to another conference of Foreign Ministers. The Politburo shifts its attention to the oil resources of Iran.
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