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1. The Fixed Addiction to Utopia

RBANz' You said in the

first part of our con-

versation that Revol u-

tion nust be "the last resort"?

Woul d, then, the Soviet people

have been justified to rise

agai nst the tyrann y of Stalin?

DJI LASZ Absol utely. Fromthe

noral point of view, a revol u-

tion to put down the nonster Stalin would have been ri ght

and proper. Can you think of a nore noral cause. with the
sol e exception of putting down the genocidal Htler?

--Why, then, was there no organi sed opposition? Professor

Si dney Hook, who has given this question probably nore

t hought than any nan alive, pqu it poignantly (in his book
“Mar xi sm and Beyond"):

tiHi tleris donestic regi ne was not as oppressive to the
majority of his subjects as Stalin’s was to the great mass of
Sovi et peasants and workers. Yet there were plots against
Hitler and at | east one failed effort. But there is no objective
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evi dence of any nmovement directed against Stalin. .

Why no opposition despite the centurycold traditions of

rei’ olutionary opposition to despotisn"

DJI LASI A good question, and | cannot provide a good

answer. Stalin’s despotismdidn’'t coincide with the frustration
and stagnation of the whole of Soviet society. The rapid pace
i of industrialisation, the cultural revolution and the spirit of
dedi cati on which had been inherited fromLenin. gave the
Stalinist systema certain dynam sm and coherence which

woul d have nade a revol ution against Stalin inpossible. The
_letter you quoted fromPravda (23 July 1987) is a fair sanple
" of the spirit of the 19305. Vasily Grossman’s masterly nove
Life and Fatel gives an al nbst Tol stoyesquc account of the
same phenomenon. Al though an uneven book, it neverthe-

| ess catches those monents in Soviet history when the duality
of Soviet life was at its mpbst conspicuous: Stalin's Terrbr and
the concentration canps on the one hand; and, on the other

an undoubtedly inspired and heroic national effort, first to
i ndustrialise backward Russia, and then to protect it during
the War.
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--Wul d the Romani an people, on your show ng, be norally
justified to rise against the rule of the Ceausescu clan?

DJI LAs: Absolutely. Ceausescu’'s is a terrible and shaneful

dictatorship. It is heaping indignity upon the whol e people;

in an even tolerably just world it should not be allowed to

exi st.

-You said that revol utions al nost never achi eve what they set

out to achieve.

DJtLAs: Not quite. What | do say is that Communismas a

system has shown itself to be conpletely unsuccessful, even

though in sonme countries it may have accel erated the pace of

popul ar education, industrialisation and nodernisation. It is,

therefore, wong to make a revolution if a Conmuni st system

is going to be its direct or indirect result. In other instances it

may not be norally wong to nake a revolution, but it is al-

ways wong in terns of the suffering caused. The sacrifices

are always too high when set agai nst the achi evenents.

However, because the real world is what it is, revolutions, _

alike wars, will go on occurring. There is hardly a nation that

hasn't its roots in a revolutionary past. The price of the Soviet

sei zure of power, of the Civil War and of the Revol utionary

Terror was extrenely high; so was that of the Yugoslav Revo-

" lution, although it was proportionately "cheaper" than the

Cct ober Revolution. | cannot see how either could have been
avoi ded.
At the back of it all is Man's, and especially Comuni st

Manl s, indefatigable preoccupation with utopia. Reflect on
the resurfacing of utopia in Gorbachov's rhetoric. If you | ook
at his (or R zhkov's) articulations you will find the outlines
of yet another uNew Jerusal ent enmerging: a "socialist" soci-
ety supported by the gl eam ng el ectronic technol ogy of the
nucl ear age.

-t 11m’'1 really new, though. The gl anobur of science has alJ
ways been part of the dream of "scientific socialisnt. But
earlier varieties had to nmake do with tractors, steel mlls
canal s, and hydroel ectric sntions.

DJI LASZ Yes, but what is remarkable is that the new rul ers of
the Soviet Union, turning over (as they say they are) a new
page in their planning nethods and economni c phil osophy,
shoul d maintain this slavish addiction to utopianism They
realise that Stalinism the "comuand econony", and the con-
servative bureaucracy have nade the system a pernanent

| oser vis-d-vis the variously m xed econom es of the world.
Yet here they are, investing their energies in yet another
grand design that will prove illusory-in the fallacy of think
ing that one can apply high technol ogy and nodern science to
a nonolithic political systemand nake it work as though it
were a free and self-correcting nechani sm

-But isn't CGorbachov taking the systemto the very borders of
the market econony and building (or trying to build) a great
many suspiciously un-nonolithicfeatures into it?

Dilas on Gorbachov (I1)

gadgets and the sciencetiction thinking can be harnessed to
the old "socialist" wagon--as though. "existing socialisnt
were a jet fighter with a Mach 2 capability.

ox’ r GORBACHOV sooner or |ater have to admt that

KJS/ nmaintaining a social systembased on Karl Marx’'s

anal ysis nmakes no nore sense than claimng that

19t rcentury Darw ni sm shoul d be our |odestar in zool ogy and
bi ol ogy in the year 20007

It i: a point often made by Sidney Hook- and quite recently
by Deng X iaoping s people in China. Hu Yaobang observed in
Novenber 1986:

“"Marx never saw a |ight bulb, Engels never saw an hero-

pl ane. "

Hence we cannot take their theories entirely on trust. The
Sovi ets appear to be conmng to simlar conclusions. Lair year
Al exander Yakovlev adm tted:

"Not even 70 Marxes could have foreseen in detail the

future of the new society. "



DJI LASZ Perhaps in his heart of hearts Corbachov realises that

the Marxi st conception of socialismis a museum pi ece. W

don’t know. What we do know is that he behaves as though

he believes in the basic soundness of the Soviet systemand its
reformability through technol ogy, renewed dedication, and

the introduction of certain selective freedons.

| sometines wonder whether Gorbachov is reacting to Pau

M | yukov’ s observation that, while in Wstern Europe tech-

nol ogi cal revolutions always |led to nore denocracy, they had

the opposite effect in Russia. Certainly Gorbachov wants

nore "denocratism' in the wake of the new technol ogy,

and if he comes anywhere close to succeeding, he will have
broken the spell M Iyukov remarked upon. But this is some-

thing for the distant future.

| amready to believe that Gorbachov will inpart a certain

elan to the Soviet Party, and that sonme of his reforns wll
nake the systemmarginally nore efficient. But | doubt

whet her he will achieve a fully-fledged "restructuring" under
exi sting conditions of "socialisn. W have seen how very
difficult it is in Yugoslavia, under our nmuchadvertised but

totally inadequate "sel f-managenent systenm, to get private
enterprise going and to lift the econony out of the trough it
has occupied for nost of the three | ast decades. W have not

succeeded because we have not nounted the necessary poli-

tical reforms.

It is self-evident to me that you cannot mitigate the effects
of the di sease of Conmuni sm as a whol e by excising or dilut-
ing sone of its elenments. And fromthis follows what is, to ny
m nd. another iron | aw of Communi sm every economc crisis

of Communi st society is, in fact, a political crisis-
-Acrisis of the system would you say. . . ?

DJI LAs: Yes, this is the present crisis in the Soviet Union.
DJILASZ He is. but his error is to imagine that the gleaming It is, in reality, not
a sluggi sh economny, nor about a

about
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nmy popul ati on. nor even about a corrupt civil service; but
about the political systemtha't is responsible for the growth
md | uxuriance of these characteristics.

the introduction of the sel f-nanagenent systemto an

unwi I ling Tito. Several decades |ater, Corbachov, and

the Bulgarian: as well, are following in your footsteps, ignor-
ing the bitter |lesson: of the Yugoslav experimnent.

THESE ARE strong word: froma man who first suggested

DittLAs: This is so and the reason is, as | say, the Comuni st
obsession with utopia. But it is a utopia with a difference. If
the Cortimunist utopia were of the purely airy-fairy kind, it
woul d not havevsurvived or given the world too nuch to think
about .

But Communi st utopias comnbine the vision of a class-

| ess society. human fulfillnment and eternal peace with cun-
ning tactics and violent strategy, and a seem ngly scientific,
probl em sol vi ng vocabul ary that |ends their utopian inmagin-
ings a certain plausibility. The violence is i’ eal--the "com ng
age of peace and plenty" is not. |,

This is undoubtedly a shrewd conbi nati on. Who woul d dis-
approve of freedom equality, fraternity and peace? Wo

avoul d be against Plato’s benign "totalitarianism wth which
:he Conmuni st vision has a certain "afftnity? The problemis
:hat the Conmuni st utopia cannot be put into practice wth-

Jut changing the nature of Man, and that requires violence.
Communismis Uopia in Power; it is the institutionalisation

)f violence. No economic reform no "restructuring". no
.emporary freedom of discussion can change that.

-You were, yourself, not reluctant to utter utopian forecasts
"72 your days a: a Conmuni st |eader. as you ruefully adnit in
Rise and Fal " (1985). In 1948, you declared in the Com n-

"onn journal that in ten years Yugoslavia would catch up with
Great Britain in per capita production

DitL/ts: That's why | want to see these words put on the
mant el pi ece of every free and intelligent person: "You nust
appose Communism" It is the duty of those of us who comne
fromthe Conmuni st noverment and are famliar with the

nature of the animal, to make this truth clear and rel evant
again to the thinking of people captivated by the new uto-

Ji ani sm of Gorbachov. Qur efforts will not have been wasted

.f we can persuade the West to remain strong, and to learn the
art of dealing with the political crisis of the Soviet system
within its owm terms of reference.

-That’ .t where the West has been nopst deficient. The Sovi et
"eaders have always had the hereticls traditional advantage of
Seing able to worship both at their own altars and at ours.
DitLAs: Yes, and that's why it is of such great inportance that
Western politicians, journalists and other opinion-makers

; houl d now take the trouble to | earn what exactly it is that has
nade the various Communi st systens founder, and how the

Dengs and Gorbachovs are trying to make their | eaking ves-

sel s seaworthy. The struggle in the world is not about the

| evel of armanents; it is about political advantage and victory
in the international political arena. The Wst is poor-and

what is distressing-increasingly poor at playing this game.

The advent of Gorbachov has brought with it a tremendous
increase in the political sophistication and effectiveness of
expressing traditional Soviet hostility to the Western denp-
cracies. Look at Gorbachov’'s speech to Soviet diplomats. his
words to American teachers of Russian, to Western witers

and intellectuals. Hardly a day passes w thout sone nerve
centre of the Western world being addressed, over the heads

of Western governnents, by the new Soviet |eadership. The

West is not paying back in kind except through its broadcast-
ing stations, and these have their hands so stringently tied
that their effectiveness, at least in the Soviet Union, is open
to doubt. | can see no experts of Soviet affairs directing Ane-
rican or British or French foreign policy, while I can see
Sovi et experts of US and West European aEairFt he Yakov-

| evs, the Dobrynins, the Falins-shaping the political and



psychol ogi cal policies of the Kremin. and to signal effect.
Sooner or |ater CGorbachovis successes will have to induce
Western governments to rethink the way in which they dea

wi t hr Moscow. Why haven’'t Ms Thatcher and President MI -
terrand ensured that people of the calibre of Hugh Seton-

Wat son or Leonard Schapiro (both now | ate and | anented),

Robert Conquest or Al ain Besangon represent their countries

as em ssaries in Mdscow or Peking?

HE OFFI Cl AL WESTERN conception of the USSR still rests

on the a_tsunption that the Soviet Union is a country

rather than a cause. If it is a country, one deals with it

on grounds of power and uses a conbi nati on of power and

di pl omacy to keep it at bay. If it is a cause, or a cause and a
country, we don’t quite know how to deal with it. The age of
faith is, allegedly, behind us. W are rather shame-faced about
fighting ideological battles-and also very bad at it. W have,
in fact, alnost conpletely surrendered the political field of
engagenment to the Soviet Union.

DJtLAs: And yet, it would be so easy to show up the hol -

| owness of the Communi st utopias. Look at the way Mois
various utopias collapsed: the "G eat Leap Forward" nove-

nment, the uHundred Bowers" period, the Cultural Revol u-

tion. What is left of then? Poverty. starvation and abysnal
backwar dness which Deng’s "pragnmatisni is nowtrying to

put right. Look at Khrushchevls 1961 Party programre which
predicted that the Soviet Union would overtake the USA in

per capita production by the year 1980, that all rents and
transportation would be free! What is left of all that? Aram
shackl e Sovi et econonmy and a primtive agriculture which
Corbachov is attenpting to rescue as best he can. The Sovi et
share of world trade is a nere 4% . and Soviet foreign aid is no
| arger than that of Holl and.

Look at the dem se of the Yugoslav experinent which

forced no less a person than Branko Mkulic, the Prine
Mnister, to admt in Politika (17 August 1987) that the "self-



t I's responsible for his country’s econo-

ia has a foreign debt of $23 billion;
"nitton is running at an annual rate of over 150% our | oss-
maki ng firns are now being allowed to go bankrupt, malting
t housands of workers unenpl oyed; and there are serious
strikes in the country.
Everv variety of Communi smthat has been put to the
test has ended in econom ¢ bankruptcy. That M khail Got- |
bachov’'s remedi es for the Soviet system sound |ike nothing
so nmuch as the nostrums of Margaret Thatcher, contains
one nessage to the world about the failed utopia of Marx-
i smLeninism Another |esson, on the doubtful blessings
of central planning and nationalisation, should be addressed
to the West European Left. If Soviet |eaders are now being
forced to enbark on the "privatisation" of the econony, can
the West European Left cogently insist that socialism nust
nean nore coll ective ownership?
-Your castigation of the utopian elenment in Comuni sm has,
it seenms to ne. certain weaknesses. |If Communi smis a univer-
sal ideology, which it is, |I cannot see how it could do w thout
a coherent package of |long-termgoals as a nagnet to attract
followers. No one in the Comrmuni st novenent woul d expect
a classless society and universal plenty to be attained easily, or
" perhaps to be attained at all. But a |evel -headed Comuni st
woul d probably argue (as, for exanple, Leszek Kol akowski
did in 'his early Marxi st phase) that the utopian elenent is an es-
sential part of all radical thinking. Wthout it, no revol utionary
noverment could take off or keep flying, Melvin J. Lasky-no
supporter of utopia: or revolutions-wote a big book about
those radical thinkers who believed that "the noble dream and
the great deed have no real effective life w thout each other. "2
One need not be a Conmunist to believe this to be true. Al
i deal i st: of whatever political colour would subscribe to it.
DJILAS: ldealismis otie thing; the institutionalised nmendacity
wi th which your ideals are turned upside down and t he whol e
of reality is redefined. is quite another. If you went down the
list of all the things Comuni st | eaders have offered in their
various speeches and progranmmes, and wote them down
in one colum on a sheet of paper under the headi ng of
"Pl edges”. and then nade up a second col um under the
headi ng of "Facts", you would nmerely have to wite "the con-
trary" after each of the pledges to get the second col um
right. i
2 Uopia and Revolution (1976). p. X
Ojilas on Gorbachov (11)
For exanple: the Conmmunists offered a classl ess society
but produced a privilege-ridden society and a class of nono- |,
pol i stic power-holders. They promi sed scientific efficiency
but produced di smal backwardness aiid inefficiency. They
prom sed economic plenty but created conditions that woul d
shame some Third-World republics. They prom sed peace
and the elimnation of the conflict of interests atitong "social -
ist" countries but produced the Sino-Soviet conflict. war be-
tween Viet Nam and Canbodi a, the occupation of Hungary
and Czechosl ovaki a and the diabolisation of Yugoslavia.
They repudiated. with Marx. the "cult of the personality" but
produced in Mao, Stalin. Kimll Sung, Ceausescu, and ot her
tyrants. the nost nonstrous cults of the personality history
has known. | could go on. You would, | should inagine.
agree that these crass repudiations of the Communi st power -
hol dersl sol enm pl edges rob their utopia of any virtue it may
have possessed-if indeed it did possess any-in the first
pl ace.
HE FACTS THAT are now comng to |ight about the Soviet
systemconfirm point by point, what Wstern critics
have been saying about it-and have been derided for
sayi ng-for the last 40 years.
| noticed with some anusenment that a Yugoslav Conmuni st,
di sillusioned by the performance of his Party, returned his
Party card and decided to sue the Party on grounds not very
different fromthe exanples you have just given. He said he



had joined the Party and had been payi ng his menbership fees

for a great many years on the understanding that the Party

woul d gi ve hi msocialismcheap housing, free health care; a
decent standard of living, an inflation-free econony, ful

enpl oyment, and so on. But as the Party could supply none of
these elenments of the socialismhe had joined it for, there was a
breach of contract and he wanted his nmoney back. The man

had a nerve-but also a great deal of natural justice on his side.
DJI LASI Yes. Conmmunismis not only the kind of science-

lined utopia we know about; it is a utopia that can only exist

as utopia. Communism (or "socialisnm) as a realistic blue-

print for running human society is nonsense and dangerous
nonsense at that. 70 years of Conmuni st history nake it in-
cunbent upon us to record this sinple conclusion as a fact

and a war ni ng.

-The history of ideas is replete with utopias of one kind or
another. Those that were put into practice usually caused



(eh W& have little reason to

stl . n asked to neet a group of Leftist stu-
-, v1.0.1 University. The unrest on American cam

_ m ,4de high. The students assured ne that within

“i ",5 me USA would be "soualist . Anerican socn -

four 1th): said, would of course be different_tt would be a
j xhoped ki nd of socialism wthout censorship. without
repressi on. wthout a bankrupt econony, and so on. This put
me on my guard.
"I don't really believe that the USA will be socialist by

1972". | said. "In any case, | very nuch hope that it will not
be." 7

"How can you say that’'l, the students asked.

"Because", | answered, "a socialist Anerica would bethe

greatest calamty for the future of mankind. Anerica is a rich
and advanced country, and it has the neans and the skills to
bui |l d what woul d appear to be a working nodel of tsocialism.
If it didja socialist USA would send a fal se nessage to the
test of the world that there is such a thing as good and wor k-
abl e socialism whereas there isn't."

2. | f Gorbachov F alls

OVNEVER you and

nmay see the long-term

chances of a sociali st

ut opi a, Gorbachov seens to

be deternmined to bring it about

t hrough noderni sation, high

technol ogy and the notivation

of his human resources. G ven

the enornous natural wealth of the Soviet Union and a | ong-
suffering population, it would be extraordinary if he failed
conpletely. W have to assume that, short of a sudden pal ace
revol ution (which is by no means inpossible), Gorbachov

wi || make sone slow and painful progress. Is it in our interest
that he shoul d?

DJI LAs: Before | answer your question, let me say that Cor-
bachov has so far tackled only the foothills of the nountain
range he has to clinmb. There has been much scrnonising. cri-
ticism encouragenment and sone limted | egislation-none

of which has yet begun to bite. His difficulties will begin in
three or four years from now when decentralisation, privat-

i sation and sel f-managenment will confront himw th the pain-
ful fact that none of these refornms can be made really effec-
tive without revamping the political profile of Soviet society.
That is the expen’ence we have had in Yugoslavia and that is
what the Hungarian Communi sts, too, are now discovering to
their dismay. Up will go the demand for political pluralism
-To wel | eschool ed Marxists this should not come as a sur-
prise. Some of Corbachov’s econom ¢ advisors are already

rge Urban & Mlovan Djil as
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saying that "social relations" will have to be brought into har-
nony with "production relations". In plain |anguage this
neans: you cannot have a free and productive-econony wth-

out political pluralism

DJILAS: Yes. and this is going to cause troubl e, because while
menbers of the Soviet apparat may well be forced, lured or
cajoled into supporting reforns for a nore productive eco-
nony, they cannot be lured or cajoled into underwiting the

di ssolution of the Party and the destruction of their own jobs
and security. Economic reformwi thout political pluralisation
wi || bankrupt the system Political pluralisation, on the other
hand. would end the system Gorbachov and his successors

wi Il no doubt choose the former. The Soviet systemis econo-

m cal | y bankrupt-perhaps after perestroika it will be slightly
| ess bankrupt. But | cannot see how they could subscribe to
political pluralismwthout giving up their title to rule.
-What you are saying again is that Gorbachov is a transitory
phenonenon.

Dnns: Yes, | am He may well be ousted from power when

the full inplications of his reforns dawn upon the hatdliners.



O he may, seeing the opposition. relinquish power as he

once hinted that he m ght. The setbacks he suffered in the
Yeltsin affair and on Arnmenia are tips of the iceberg.

Gor bachov coul d becone a great figure in history if he had

the good fortune to be toppled tight nowor if, as | say. he
gave up in despair. Now he is seen as a man of clear vision. a
man of critical spirit, a man unafraid of the Soviet past, a man
of un-Sovi et |anguage, a nman who has seen what’'s wong with
the system and has tn’ed to do sonething radical about it. A

" few years fromnow his zeal will drown in the mte of Russian
life and the unredeenmabl e contradi ctions of the Soviet sys-
tem Today is Gorbachov's finest hour; whatever cones next

will be an anticlimax.

That brings nme to your question. A greatly strengthened

Sovi et system woul d, of course, not be in the interests of
worl d freedom But that strengthening of the systemis, in

ny judgnent, not going to happen overnight, if it is going to
happen at all

-Aren't we witing off the power and elasticity of the system
as it is in too cavalier a manner? | woul d have thought a con-
servative but unblinkered man of the apparat could nake a

good case for sticking out agai nst Gorbachev.

"We |ifted, under Stalin, a backward Asiatic econony into

the 20th century (he would argue). Yes, we were using re-
pression. Yes, we herded manpower reserves fromthe

villages to the factories. Yes, we kept the standard of |iving
| owbut | ook at our results! W have won a terrible war,

we have an enpire, we are a superpower equal in strength

to the USA. Qur systenr-whether feared or admired-is

spreading in the world, and the Russian nation is enjoying

its |ong-del ayed rendezvous with History. Wy risk all that
with your reforms? If we need reforms, as we undoubtedly

do, why not proceed slowy and keep themstrictly within

the confines of the systenf? The One-Party state and the



conmand economy have a lot of life left in them They are

our way of doi ngthings."

DJI LA52 That kind of thinking mght have nmade sense-if

you were willing to pay the price-in the 19305. In the 1990s,
noder ni sati on nmeans educating and enpl oying highly skilled
manpower in snall and sel f-managed units. The post-I ndus-

trial revolution is based on know edge, individual initiative
and a high sense of personal responsibility. None of these
things can be attained by central control, much | ess repres-
sion. The nethods. therefore, that hel ped the Soviet Union

to "take of f" as an industrialised power cannot succeed in
turning it, into a post-Industrial power.

For exanple. the use of the Eonmputer-to point to the nost

obvi ous obstacle to conservatismof the sort you _ have
depicted-m litates against any form of censorship and pro-
notes, by its very nature, the dissem nation of infornmation.
Not only that, but the whol e social base of socialism Soviet
style.(and, in fact. any contenporary style), has begun to

vani sh. The traditional working class is dw ndling, and has
already dwindled to the extent that in Germany and Britain,

for exanple, it can no |l onger hope to secure the election of
soci al i st governnments even if the whol e working class voted
socialist, which it never does. SOViet society, if it is to enter
the post-Industrial age, is bound to follow suit. The state of
the proletariat is destined to wither because there will not be
enough proletarians left to sustain even that, false. sense of
| egiti macy which the Soviet state bestowed on itself through
Marx and Lenin. ,

Cor bachov’ s conservative Soviet opponents do not, there-

fore, have a strong case. That doesn’'t nean to say that they
may not get the better of himin the short run; but because the
ref orns of Gorbachov will have to be carried out sooner or
l[ater, with or wi thout Gorbachov, the conservative/ Stali nist
argunent is bound to be a | oser-unless, of course, the Soviet
apparat deci des that nodernisation is not for them and that

| they'd rather face the dangers of stagnation than the risks of
perestrot’ ka.

sion al most as self-n’ ghteous and, indeed, arrogant

about the virtues of their systemas the Soviet estab-

i shnment is about its own? W had it self-evident that Soviet
soci ety should want what we want-that it should want to
foll ow our curve of devel opment fromthe supremacy of the
Church or the aristocracy or an absolute nonarch, to enlight-
ennent, pluralism liberalism denocracy and participation

But what if the Russian psyche is different? What if the Russian
appatat and the people, too, should genuinely feel that the
Sovi et system good or bad, is their way of doing things and
that they donit want to be taught denocracy by foreigners?

We find it al nbst uninaginable that this should be 50. Yet
there are signs on every page of Soviet (as well, of course, as
Russi an) history that Paternalism respect for Authority, ev-
en Reginentatt’ on are well-accepted features of Russian life
and political culture. They express the ethos of the majority.
Can denocrats quarrel with that?

SREN T DEMOCRATS of the West-European |iberal persua-t

Ojilas on Gorbachov (I11)

DJILAs: This is a tricky question. It could be turned around to
read in a manner many Russians woul d regard as offensive,

and i ndeed sonme have done so. It could be nmade to read:
"Denocracy is for the culturally tsuperior’ nations of the
West. The Russians are used to serfdom of one kind or

anot her. The Sovi et system or perhaps sone inproved vari -

ety of the Soviet system suits themrather well. No need to
worry too nmuch about their freedom for they don't seemto

be unduly agitated by the lack of it."

| do not deny that Russian reactions are, for whatever his-
torical and cultural reasons, different from French or British
reactions. But given tine and political self-education, | don't
think the differences are here to stay. You are. of course,
right to suggest that the indiscrinmnate projection of Wstern
val ues on to other cultures is a sign of Western conceit and



parochialismand is politically dangerous. The Americans

have been the worst offenders.

-But there are, surely, lessons to be |earnt fromthe observabl e
facts. Gorbachov’'s reforns are proceeding only very slowy

and in the teeth of both bureaucratic and popul ar opposition
popul ar "extra-nural" organi sations such as "Panyat" are in

hot pursuit of Russian national traditions rather than civicfree-
dorm- the intellectual: who stand up for human rights are a
smal | group and are | ooked upon wi th inconmprehension, if not
hostility, by the general public.

An Anerican historian once told nme that although he dis-
trusted national stereotypes, he felt there was a sense in which
the French in the Napol eonic period had a real liking, a3 a
nation, for mlitary service. Wuld it be too far-fetched to

_ suggest, he asked, that the Russian people have devel oped,

in the second half of the 20th century, a high degree of toler-
ance for an all-providing, egalitarian nanny-state?

DnLAs: Every | eadership in the Soviet Union, and indeed al
Russi an govenments under the Czars, was aware and afraid

of the "dark Russian’ masses". Chaos and anarchy are never

far beneath the surface of Russian tranquillity. If the purpose
of your questioning is to showthat it would be nore difficult
to install denocracy in Mdscow than, shall we say, in Prague
---1 woul d agree because we cannot close our eyes to the facts
of history. But if you question the suitability and ripeness of
the Russian people to share the benefits-and n’ sks_of

| i beral denocracy, then | cannot agree with you. The Rus-

sians are endowed with the same human characteristics as any
Italian or Swede. They do not enjoy the knout any nore than

you and | do, and we are doing ourselves, and them no good

by harping on the thene of uCh, but the Russians are dif-
ferent. . . ." That is the easy and irresponsible way out of a
difficult, but challenging, skein of problens.

-Gorbachov it now trying to educate the Russian people in the
ways of freedom and tolerance. He is doing it, in true Russian
fashion, fromabove. Some think he is doing. it too slowy,
others that he is reckless and going too fast.

DJILASZ He is going at the tight speed in ny opinion. It is the
speed | would take ifl were in his position. H s problens are

i mense. A few days ago | read an article by one of the



s, in tch the paint was nade that

freedom the Soviet press was |aunched

3,, __ _ "ed kind of fault-finding rnissxon, and that it

"mg too many "anti-heroes”. Thisl it was argued, was

"rong. The "duty" of the press was not to indulge in dramatic
feats of criticismbut to renove the woodworm from Sovxet
society. Soviet journalists (it said) tnust concentrate on creat-
ing a sane nmoral climte and the right conditions for a nore
producti ve econormy.

t, ane. M Wextgmv w

-Sim'!ar views were expressed by a nunber of conservative
speakers at the 19th Party Conference-Y. V. Bondarev of the
RSFSR Witers’ Union, for exanple, who observed that a
nihilistic, "imoral press cannot teach norality to others".

DJI LASI These are typical manifestations of the limts of
"openness". The idea that the press has a "duty"” is clearly a
remmant of Stalin and Lenin. At the sanme tinme, the nedia do
enj oy sonme, as yet undefined, freedom which certainly ex!
tends to everything classified as 'inegative", but not to the
soci al order as a whole. Gorbachovis freedom while’ilaudable
for what it is. is a guided freedom based on the assunption
that there is (as he often says) such a thing as "socialist noral-
ity’t which the freedomhe is unl eashing nmust pronote. This is
nost unsati sfactory. The whol e point about norality is that it
can be neither a "socialist" nor a "capitalist" nor a Buddhi st
norality. It can, by the very nature of the concept, only be
Morality w thout any kind of a coefficient.

-Again, you have cone a long way frombelieving with Lenin
that norality is what is good for the revolution and the pro-
letariat.

DnLAs: | have. The sane goes for Gorbachov’'s notion of
denocracy and "denocratisation”. You either have deno-

cracy which neans rule by the people and therefore unres-
tricted pluralism or no denocracy. Under Gorbachov’'s tran-
sitional systemthere is a kind of guided denocracy which is
too guided to satisfy the real reformers and too denpcratic to
satisfy the conservatives. He is on slippery ground.

HE CONFUSI ON i s genui ne and gives us a fascinating pic-

ture of what happens to a prisoner who, having spent

years behind bars, is suddenly told that he is free but

must now | ook after hinself. Such men are known to have col -

| apsed under the strain-or asked to be taken back into the
reassuring comunity of prison life.

To match your quotation from"Pravda", | have one from
"lzvestia” in which the complaint is made that the average
reader does not know what to nake of really free journalism
Qur people, the article says, are accustoned to thinking that
what ever a journalist wites in his paper is inspired by Author-
ity. Now we are told that this is no | onger so, that he may very
wel | represent neither CGorbachov, nor the Politburo, nor even
the | ocal Soviet-but only hinmself. How can peopl e understand

3 Konuonol skaya Pravda. 21 April 1988.
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this? Whom does a journalist represent if he represents no one
but hinself? | found this article an inconparable introduction
to the hazards of liberty; it would take the pen of a Dostoevsky
to depict its full inmpact on the souls of people unprepared for V
it.

DJI LAS: This exenmplifies one of the nost baneful aspects of

the heritage of totalitarianism It isnit true that the Soviet
public have been ill-inforned about what goes on in Sovi et
society. The truth is different and nore depressing. The

Sovi et people have never felt free to say "Here is :vhat |

know and here is what | conclude fromthat know edge"

No. they put their information aside and wait to hear what

Aut hority expects themto believe

-W saw a wondetful exanple of this in March 1988. N na



Andreyeva’'s by now cel ebrated attack on the Corbachov re-
forns appeared in "Sovi et skaya Rossiya" on 13 March 1988;

the counter-blast from"Pravda" did not cone out until 5 Apri
1988. There was a three-week vacuumin the central direction
of public opinion. The man in the street did not know which
way to salute. d asnost was placing too heavy a burden on
him Here is how one Ruslan Kozl ov saw his, and the coun-
try's, dilenma: - °

iil amashamed to admit it today, but on 13 March | took

the Wn Andreyevai sl anti-restructuring stance to be the

of ficial viewpoint shared by the countryis political |eader-
ship. . . . | was not the only person who thought that

way. . . . Wiat happened during those Ithree weeks of
stagnation’? WAs there perhaps a succession of party and
Konsonol neetings which angrily rebuked those commt-

ted to restoring the old iorderi in which servility and m s-
representation prevailed? No. Quite the reverse-in Lenin-
grad, for instance, conferences were organi sed which were
clearly in support of N. Andreyevais article. One was even
shown on tel evision. ' The situation is undoubtedly
much easier for us nowthe i Pravdal article convincingly

and concretely guaranteed the Party | eadershipls loyalty

to the course of expandi ng gl asnost and denocrati sa-

tion. . . ."3

DJI LASZ Yes, the successful, or near-successful brai nwashing
of the Soviet public is one of those otherw se not very numer-
ous features of the Orwellian nightmare that has actually
cone true. | do not envy Gorbachov his job

-It is increasingly clear that the Gorbachov reforns require
the complete transformation. of Soviet thinking and nanners
in individuals as nuch as in institutions. Peresttoika is assum
ing nore and nore the characteristics of noral -rearmanment,
or, if you like, of a Reformation of the Martin Luther type,
if we | ook upon Stalinist Mdscow as the inpure Papacy.

CGor bachov’s unceasing calls to the individual citizen to "re-
structure hinself", and his canpai gn agai nst what one m ght
call State indul gences (i.e. corruption), point to an anal ogy.
DJILASZ If that is so, Gorbachov m ght do worse than begin
with the rehabiiitation_resurrection he cannot guarantee-



at those who have been cruelly wonged by an erring POPC

He really nust have the Red Arny generals of’the 1938 show
trials politically rehabilitated. He nust rehabilitate Bukharin
(he has partially done this already) and all the other AQd

Bol shevi ks Above all. he nust see to it that Trotsky is re-
stored to his rightful place in the Soviet pantheon as an his-
toric revolutionary |eader. organiser, and tribune. This is not
to sav that one Bol shevik faction or another would have done
much better; it is the theory that is grievously m staken, and
the ruinous practice follows suit. But no history should be
tampered with, distorted, censored.

-How shoul d or would all that affect the client states in East
and Central Europe?

DJI LASZ 1t woul d and shoul d have its repercussions. How

ever. as | said earlier, these should not |lead to revol utionary
upheaval s if Gorbachov's plans are not thwarted.

-Should it nmean, for exanple, the rehabilitation of Inre Nagy
and . Pd! Maleter, a: Hungarian dissidenLt-and i ndeed the
Hungari an nati on-increasingly demand?

DnLAS: It should, it absolutely should. Now that Janos Kadar
has retired fromthe exercise of real power and the nenbers

of the new Hungarian | eadershi p have no personal responsi-
bility for the suppression of the Upn'sing, the way should be
open for the rehabilitation of Inre Nagy and the 400 : people
hanged by the Kadar authorities in the 1957-59 period. Kadar
was personally responsible for the deception that led to Inre
Nagy' s arrest, and he nust have acquiesced in his execution

- Khrub5hchev, of course, always protested, while supporting

the executions, that the execution of Inre Nagy and his associ -
ates was sonething the Hungari ans had ordered-and said so,

for exanple, to Ambassador M cunovi c.

Dnuts: Inre Nagy and his friends were put to death on

Moscow s orders and Kadar is co-responsi bl e because he

failed to intervene. M nd you, Kadar was a Sovi et puppet

at the tine. He had cone to power at the point of Soviet
bayonets and with Sovi et gunst He had, neverthel ess, enough

i nfl uence as one of Khrushchev's favourite conrades to save
the lives of Nagy and his associates if he had really wanted to.
Nagy’ s execution was, incidentally, one of Khrushchev’s

great m stakes-a product of the Soviet |eadershipis fresh

suspi cions of Tito. But Kadar nade a mracul ous recovery;

the former Quisling apparently had a change of heart and

was, for two decades, generally seen in Hungary as the guar-
antor of the country’'s relative freedom and econonic well -

bei ng. He was highly esteened in Yugoslavia too, and the
general view was that he was a patriotic Hungarian nore than

a Communi st .

by Conmuni st standards. Arrested and tortured under

deosi, he was instrumental in securing a confession
fromL&szl o Rajk on the understanding that Rajk’s |life would

B UT THE SHARP turns in his career are exceptional even

D ilas on Gorbachov (11)

be spared. It wasn’t. A mnister in Inre Nagy' s 1956 revol u-
tionary government, he betrayed Nagy, deserted the Revol u-

tion and returned as head of a Quisling government. Having
settled accounts with the | 956 revolutionaries with great brutal-
ity, he proceeded to seek national reconciliation by his "lib-
eral" policies. in his old age he has been spared the need to
nake yet anot her volte-face because, in March 1988, he was re-
noved from power. | should not |ike to be privy to Jdnos
Kdddr’ s consci ence.

DJI LAS: The careers of Nagy and Kadar are typi Eal of the | aws
of feudal society. If a feudal baron rebels against his King, or
sonme provincial governor against the Sultan. he is put down

as Inre Nagy was. If he falls in line. he is rewarded and sone-
times given a measure of freedoneas Kadar was-provi ded

that the King srule is not endangered. |If he becomes a hin-
drance or a nuisance, he is retired. The Soviet enpire is en-
tirely of that nature. W have had plenty of experience of it
and shoul d have no illusions about it.

3. End ofimEnpire;



Rebirth of the Russian N ation
UPPOSE COMMUNI ST soci -

eties as we have known -

them gradual |y faded

away un_der the pressure of
noder ni sati on or were brought
down under |ess peacefu

condi tions-what sort of new
"governing themes" woul d

t he Russian, Polish, Roman-
ian and the other Central and
East European nations be

nost likely to enbrace?

DJI LASZ You are assum ng that societies need "governing

thenmes". Imnot so sure, but | cantsee what you are driv-
ing at. You are asking: what is going to replace the utopian
el ement, for exanple, in Russian thinking? Wll. the new
governing theme will have to be sonething nore deeply

rooted in the popul ar psyche than the egalitarian creed of
Conmuni sm and ny candi date for that theme is a profound
formof patriotism (not Nationalisn) based on the |oving care
of national culture and especially |anguage.

This thenme is, in fact, already fornm ng under the surface

in every Communi st country. In Yugoslavia, for exanple,

peopl e |like the distingui shed poet Matija Beckovic (who hap-
pens to be a close personal friend) connect their fundanenta
criticismof the Comuni st systemto a rediscovery of the

nati onal past. Dobrica Cosic, an excellent Serbian witer, has
witten a fourovol ume novel about the role of the Serb nation
inthe First World War. . . . Sol zhenitsyn is trying to retrieve
the Russian past in his own spectacular way, so is Valentin
Rasputin. So are. each in their own way, the Arnenians,
Kazakhs, Estonians, Latvians and Ukrai nians. A second
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mene will be the solidarity of human beings with their fell ow
men and wonen-the better off with the poor, and nation
with nation. This will not be "socialisn, nuch |ess doctri-

naire socialism It will focus on the precariousness and pre-
ciousness of life on this planet, for no one has yet hit upon a
wonhi er phi | OSOphy than the mai ntenance ,of life in all its
fornms. Religious |eaders, philosophers and ideol ogues have

all sought to give us a variety of answers to our quest for the
nmeaning of life. yet their nostruns tend to inflict nore suf-
fering than they nmanage to relieve. After the horrendous
trials of Communi sm and Nazi sm perhaps we ought to be

content with the sinple truth that the purpose and neaning

of lifeis life-life loyally rooted in a nation, and conducted
wi th’ a maxi num sense of solidarity towards our fellow crea-
tures, whether wal king on two | egs or four

-Wyul dnit you have condemmed all this in your earlier life as
f eebl e "bourgeoi s humanitariani sni?

DJI LAs: Yes. | woul d-but we do |earn fromour m stakes and
history. don't we? Wat |’ m now suggesting is neither a
bourgeoi s nor an anti-bourgeoi s phil osophy, but a hunmane
answer to human probl ens.

-What we have here is a philosophy of life which is patriotic
wi t hout being nationalistic, socially responsible w thout being
soci alist, and respectful of human rights and those of all crea-
tion without calling itself Christian. | can hear sone critics
murmuring that it smacks too much ofa general "do-goodisnt

to attract robust nations such as the Russians, Poles or Serbs.
DHLAs: | dont think that's fair. If and when it conmes to the
post - Comruni st di spensati on, every people or nation wll

have to find its own tiideol ogy" based on the reality of the
Washi ngton D. C

N 15 APRI L 1986, when

U. S. bonbers gave a

per manent headache to

Li byai s Moamuar Gadhaft,

Bill Casey brought a group

of non-Cl A economi sts in

to see the President. As

bonbs fell on Tripoli, sta-

tistics about the Sovi et

econony rained on Ronald

Reagan.

"What does all this nean?"

he asked as the hour I|ong

presentation ended.

| T MEANT. the outside consultants explained, that the con-
ventional wi sdom about the Soviet Unionls strength was

wong. |Instead of steadily grow ng, production had been
stagnant for years.

This nmeant further that the new | eader, M khail Gor-

bachov, woul d soon be faced with an internal crisis. He

woul d have to shake up the econonic systemradically to

force new growth, or accept a reduction in what was be-

conmi ng an unsust ai nabl eJevel of mlitary spending. Sovi et
econom ¢ weakness coul d profoundly affect arns tal ks and
[IHelp This N ice M anh

nation. It would then be up to each to decide what collective
personality it would want to assune. |In Yugoslavia. for ex-
anpl e, the Slovenes would undoubtedly want to pick up their
old ties with Central Europe, the Serbs m ght (or mght not)
want to enphasise their own strong ties with West European
culture, and so on

-Are you, in fact, assum ng the disintegration of Yugoslavia?
If Serbs, Croats, Mntenegrins, Macedonians are all to be free
to cultivate and cel ebrate their own national identity.

DIXLASI . . which they absolutely nmust be.

- . . _, then Yugoslavia is npst unlikely to survive as a single
state? ,

DJI LASZ The assertion of national identity should not neces-
sarily mean hostility anong these nations. They nay very



wel | decide to maintain the present structures, or replace
themw th new ones. They will. however, fully assune their
nati onal personalities, as sone of them are already doing.
-In the Soviet Union, then, you would envi sage the energence
of strong Ukranian, Estonian, Latvian, Uzbek,- and Arnmen.
ian calls for national "ideol ogies". Wuld that hot nean sep-
aratismat the end of the day? ’

DJI LASZ Yes, it would, and it is, as we have seen, already
under way, though not as noticeably as in Yugoslavia. But it
woul d al so nean the enmanci pation of the Russian nation from
the present (and often unwillingly borne) burdens of enpire.
i -We are now tal king about the break-up of the Soviet Union,
aren’t we?

the mai ntenance of the enpire from Af ghani stan to Cuba.

The President wanted to know what the effect of this new
interpretation would be on his policy planners.

"Theytl| say, Help this nice manl", replied one of the
econom sts. M Reagan nodded: "I know, the Genscher

l[ine." He was referring to the "Gstpolitik" urgings of West
German Foreign Mnister Hans-Dietrich Genscher, who is

eager to finance the revival of Mscow s trade.

THAT WAS JUST 1W YEARS AGO, when M Reagan re-

sided over an administration split between Defense- |A-

NS C hard-liners and the accommopdationists at State.
UNFORWNA' r ELY, THE uG antsc’'ruatz LINE' has taken hold

in the Reagan administration; all the hard-liners have been
routed. Secretary of State CGeorge Shultz has just agreed to
link START to "star wars", a huge concession. Although

bot h superpowers have sold the worldis nedia on the

seem ng inpossibility of a START treaty at the summit, the
fix isin for a rush to sign in Mscow.

The Russians are exploiting M Reaganls yearning for a

bl aze of glory. The West is failing to exploit the urgency of
the Russians’ need to catch their breath.

Wlliam Safire

in the NEW YORK Tl MES
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DJI LAS: W are tal king about the natural expiry of an unnatu-
ral and tyrannical regine which is bound to conme. as surely as
the British and French Enpires had to face their dem se when
the tinme was ripe. The Russian people would benefit the

nost. They would gain a free and nore pr0O5perous life and

yet remain, undoubtedly, a great nation. -

You see. the Communi st system has forCed the Russian

people into a state of sulking introspection which seeks out -
| ets in xenophobia, petul ant denonstrations of nationa
superiority-or, at the opposite end, maudlin adm ssions of
national inferiority. | firmy believe that a reduced but self-
confi dent. opened-up denocratic Russian state woul d i nduce
much | ess brooding in the Russian people and make them

a happier race, to the extent that Russians can be happy.

| magi ne what it would nmean for free nmen and wonen

everywhere to see this | ast bastion of universal unfreedom go
the way of all tyrannies!

-- Gorbachov and the Politburo nust have conducted a very
Moscow

ROM THE FI RST days of reconstruc-

"tion and iiglasnost”, voices began

to be raised, at first as masked hints

and then nore clearly, at the perceived

danger in "open discussionsli. They

saw in it nothing nore nor |ess than the

under m ni ng of the foundations of So-

cialismand the ul oss of principles"”

and the "gains of the epoch". . . . O

course, everyone is entitled to his op-

inion. And in this the need arises to

speak about it, without beating about

the bush.

1 will begin with the things famliar

to ne, the things | have learnt in the course of nmy life. Once
| happened to have a particul ar conversation with my coun-

trymen. | went to ny ail (encanpnentl to attend the fune-
ral of the last of my fatheris sisters. At the funeral repast a
conversation began over a cup of tea. As usual, it was about

this and that, about Czars and Wse Men, including Stalin

And then one of the old nen told us an interesting fable, an
anecdote of a didactic nature.

"STALi N gat hered his cl ose conrades-in-arns and said:

You rack your brains over the question of howto rule the
people so that all of them the whole lot to the | ast one under
the sun, will look into ny eyes. If | blink-everyone wll

blink, if |I open nmy eyes-everyone will open his eyes, so

that | will be aliving god to all of them because it was said
| ong ago: The Czar is not a god, but none the less he is not

| ess inmportant than God. | amgoing to teach you now how

to treat the people. ’

iiSo HE ORDERED a chicken to be brought to him He

pl ucked that chicken alive in full view of all of them down
to the last feather, to the red flesh, so to speak. Only the
THis is an excerpt froman article by CH NG Z AYTVATOV
recently published in "Sovietskaya Kirgiziya" (May 1988),
entitled "Are The Foundati ons Under m ned?"

A F able about S lalin

t horough assessment of the world "correlation of forces" be-
fore embarki ng on perestroi ka. They nust have cone to the

unsur prising conclusion that the West was not threatening to
make war on themand that it was, therefore, safe to | aunch the
ref orm novenment. As the Soviet Union is preoccupied with
putting its house in order and diverting, or hoping to divert,
resources fromthe mlitary, is it your judgnent that the West
need not fear Soviet expansionismas long, at |least. as the

ref orm nmovenment | asts?

DJI LASZ Yes, indeed. If "restructuring" is to be seriously pur-
sued. which it is, the Soviet Union will have neither the wll
nor the energy to enbark on expansionist policies. But the
West, and the Americans in particular, always m sunderstood V



the nature of the Soviet threat. It has never been just. or even
predom nantly, a mlitary threat, though it has been that too.
The threat has al ways been political and psychol ogi cal, and
it is on that front that the Western world is in urgent need
of rearming itself. | keep com ng back to this point because
conb was left on the head of the former feathered creature.
Ww you watch’, he said, and rel eased the plucked

chi cken. The chi cken shoul d have run away-in any di-

rection. But the chicken would not go anywhere. It could

not endure the sun, and it was cold in the shade. So the
poor creature clung to Stalinls boots. The | eader threw

a handful of grain to the chicken, and it followed him
eyerywhere; otherw se it woul d perish of hunger, that was

c ear.

"This is the way to rule the people, Stalin said in a didac-
tic tone."

THEN A HUSH DESCENDED, | remenber. That was an ol d

man’s fable, nothing else. But the people present were
frankly delighted with it, flicking their tongues and snap-
ping their fingers, obviously finding in this some striking
anal ogi es for thensel ves. Just inmagi ne what can happen in
life. . . . And what foresight Stalin had! Wat a thing he

t hought up! He was a Padi shah over all the Shahs, that you
cannot deny. And that chicken_clever, wasn't it? .

However, one of the people in our group nmade a renmark

whi ch gave an inpetus to the further conversation, whose
nature was far from anecdot al

"ALL THIS IS TRUE, though it is put as a fable", one of them
sai d, shaking his head. "They started di spossessing us

Kul aks-so that we woul d resenbl e that chicken. What

ot her purpose was there for breaking our wings? . . ."
Struck by pestilence and drought, persecuted and di spos-
sessed, people were moving en masse from Kazakhst an.

They were trying to sell little children and young girls for a
crust of bread, as they knew that they would erish in that
hel | anyway. Whol e raveyards appeared on t e sides of the
roads. Al this sud enly came to the nmind of the eople

gat hered there, pronpted by the remark. And Sta in was

the main protagonist in all those disasters_as if he were the
troubl emaker rather than the | eader of the greatest revol u-
tionary party, which had decl ared the happi ness of working
people as its goal

C hingi z Ayzmat ov



it can never be stressed enough CGorbachov and his friends

are abl e propagandi sts. Note how brilliantly they have turned
the "Zero- -option" affair to their advantage. If | were the
President of the USA. | would continue to worry about the

propaganda fall-out of ny summt-conferences with Gor-

bachov.

_-Wen you say that the Sov iet bloc expects no nilitary threat
fromthe West, or NA TO fromthe East, are you putting, tacitly
at |least, an equation mark between the two alliances?

DJILASI In one sense only. The Krenmlin's inclination, indeed
its ability, to be warlike in the forseeable future is limted
by the likely behavi our of Moscow 5 client states in Eastern
Europe. America s inclination to be warlike rs limted by the
likely behaviour of its Allies in Wstern Europe. The Rus-
sians will not risk aggression because they realise that they
could not count on the Poles, Czechs, East Germans and
Hungari ans, except as sources of destabilisation. The Amer-
icans, on the other hand, will avoid taking risks, partly be-
cause they are, as a liberal denpcracy, extrenely unwarlike.
and al so because they would not be able to carry the West

Eur opean countries with themexcept in a dramatically clear-
cut case of Soviet aggression on Wst European soil. This is
v di shearteni ng because it betrays a |ack of noral fibre, a |oss of
gl obal purpose and a creeping sense of neutralismin once-

power ful West Europe; but it is a fact of life in 1988.

--For one reason or another, peace is, then, assured and we

can expect Corbachov’'s "revolution-within-the-revolution" to

go ahead?

Dnus: Yes, | think we probably can, but the political strug-

gle goes on: and it is with that in mnd that the whol e question
of Arnms Control has to be considered.

Arms Control is about political control; it is about the de-
coupling of Europe from Anerica and especially the neutral -
isation of Germany. An INF-free Western Europe facing a
conventional |y superior Kremin will nmean a weaker Europe
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and a stronger USSR It is. as | say, the political dinension of
this weakening that the West should worry about. It is pos-
sible to redress an inbal ance in nuclear arns. B _ut the percep-
tion that the Soviet system has changed into sonething other
than what it is, and is no longer a threat to the |iberal deno-
cracies, is much nore difficult to erase once it has got hold of
the Western inmagination. M khail Gorbachov is doing his

best that it shoul d.

denocraci es-that German politicians should lift their

si ghts above the next Lander el ections, Anerican

Presi dents above their ratings in next week's polls, and French-
men above their willingness to f ghl to the bones of the |last Cer-
man G enadi er?

I RE you suooesnxo that denocracies should cease to be

DJ1LAs: In a sense, yes, | am W cannot, of course, fne-tune
what is not tine-tunable; but the Wst should be able to co-
ordi nate enough of its interests to prevent NATO from degen-
erating into a suicide pact.

You nust renenber one thing: the Soviet Union is now

talking to us froma position of great and openly adm tted.
weakness. It is reaping the rewards of 70 years of economc

m smanagenent and t he squandering of its human resources.

It is trying under Gorbachev, to shed its siege- nentality but
cannot do so as long as it feels itself to be under Western
pressure in terms of space defence arnms technol ogy and the

post- -Industrial revolution. It wants the Wst to take the
pressure off the Soviet system

It is for the West to say Yes or No to that request. W

shoul d, in ny considered opinion, not accede to it unless the
Soviet state and the Communi st Party provide a whole string

of political guarantees, of the nmpbst tangible and enforceable
kind, that international civil war, which they declared on the
rest of the world in 1917, has ceased to be their objective.
Seventy years after the Bol shevik Revolution it’s not we who
are the supplicants_it is the Kremin



Q 1988 by George Urban and MIlovan Djilad
Pl aces, Everyone

Qur hero strolls into his oftice.

He is late.

H s red-faced boss follows him

and makes sarcastic renarks:

"I't was good of you to grace us

wi th your presence-

we aren t lnconvenlenclng you_are we?"
The hero smiles hugely, turns,

and with a mghty swi pe

rids his desk of invoices, orders,

t el ephones bl otters papertrays,

executive toy and nane- pl aque

He retrieves his Chicago Cubs Baseball Cap
and, without a word. retires.

That’s the show biz version.

The version on Monroe Street

is a smidgen nore pedestrian

If we take the scene up from"are we?"
Joe Enpl oyee sits down at his desk.
hunbl y checks his appoi ntrent diary,

sees three clients, dictates nine letters,
attends a strategy neeting,

and hopes his mi sdeneanour

doesnit ruin his chances of pronotion
Repeat this sentence for forty years.
Print THE END in capitals.

julie O Callaghan



