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(C1mti1111,•d from page 6) 

P.O. Box 678 Ben Frankl in Station 
Wash ington, DC 20044 

necessary ." 'The policy "f peaceful r.oexiste nce,' . 
stales the lllain Doc ulll cnl adopted al the 1969 
Meeting of Colllmunist and Wo rk ers' Parties. 
' helps to pron1<1t c the class st ruggle again st im
perialism o n a national and world -wide scale .' 

However . peaceful coexis tence applies "n ly t\l 
rclatinn s among states and docs not incl ud e the 
ideological struggle hctwccn ttrc two systems. 
the c lass struggle in the c apitalist states n r the 
national lihe rali n n 11\ovcmcnt nf the opp ressed 
people ." 
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Altho ugh Moscow has hccn pwmoting the 
"pe ace ful coex istence" line in regards to solely 
diplon1atic re lati ons. as enunciated ahnvc hy 
Mnlchano v. Snvict Comlllunist Party Chief. 
Leo nid I. B,ezhnev again stated his goal : On 
Jun e 28 . 1972. he said : " We s" herly and rea lis 
ticall y assess the present si tuation . Despit e the 
successes in casi ng intcrnali, ,nal tensi on. a hit
ter struggle sti ll has to he waged against the 
ene mies " f peace and of national s"cial 
liherati" n .'' 

The Rising Tide 
Bitter Struggle 

Recent changes in the Kremlin 's hi era rchy 
have. despite errnnenus Western news repo rt s tn 
the contrary. made the Soviet leadership mo re 
aggressive . mo re determined 10 pursue their 
goals of wo rld conquest . and mn re devi o us . 
Major changes in the Soviet military command 
have made the Soviet Un io n armed forces shift 
towards "a more offensive strategy" according 
to a newly released repo rt by the prestigious 
Hudson Institute . Also the planned meeting in 
Moscow this coming Oct o ber 10 launch a 
"would peace offensive" similar 10 the cam
paigns of 1949-50 and the early I 960's , means 
that Mosc o w has o rdered an all-out 
"ideological campaign" against the Free World . 
Since the Communists have ruled out any 
"peaceful coexistence" in the area of ideology , 
their movements make a great deal of sense even 
though nltlny American congressmen and in
tellectuals have failed to see this . 

O Please enter my TRT subscription for one year -
26 issues. Enclosed is my check for $4.00 
(student - $2.00) 

• I would like to help support TRT. Enclosed is my 
check for ---- (which includes one yur's 
TRT subscription). 

• I would like to sponsor the work of FLF. Please 
send me more information 

--life Sponsor ($500) 

--Senior Sponsor ($60) 

--G,neral ($15) 

--Student and G.I. ($5) 

(one year subscription to TRT included in 111 the 
above.) 

Na'Tle 

Address ----------------

City/State 

Zip 

• Please send a complimentary copy of TRT to the en 
cl,isP.d list of n~mes ~nd addresses. 

T-313 

A II conrributions arr rax-deductibk 
THE FREEDOM LEADERSHIP FOUNDATION INC. 

P.O. Box 678, Be11 Frankltn St11Tion; Washington, D.C. 10044 

• I would like to promot,· the cuuse anu' u/1 TR T (and earn money!). Please contact me. 

' ·> 



~e BlslngTide 
volume Ill, number thirteen 
july 2, 1973 
twenty-five cents 
washmgton, d.c. 

FLF Joins 

United States 
Youth Council 

The Freedom Leadership 
Foundation was voted into the 
membership of the United States 
Youth Council at the Council's 
annual meeting on June 23. The 
Youth Council is composed of 
representatives from a variety of 
moderate youth-oriented 
organizations, including the 
youth clubs of the Republican 
and Democratic parties and of 
the NAACP, the National 
Catholic Youth Organization 
Federation , Encampment for 
Citizenship, Lisle Fellowship, 
ARROW. the North American 
Student Cooperative 
Organization . Operation 
Crossroads Africa. World 
University Service. Young 
Pcople·s Social1s1 League. and 
Youth for Federal Union . The 
stated purposes of the Youth 
Council arc "To represent the 
interests and concerns of the 
youth of the United States 10 
those of ot her nations through 
participation in international 
affairs and membership in the 
World Assembly of Youth ... T o 
serve as a medium through 
which the views of the member 
organizations on national and 
international issues of concern 
to youth may be jointly for
mulated and communicated 
nationally and internationally 
and .. .To provide channels for 
the exchange of information 
and for cooperation on policies 
and programs among member 
organizations." 

Along with FLF, the North 
American Jewish Youth Coun
cil was accepted as a member 
organization. David Dorn, En
campment for Citizenship, was 
re-elected President ; Joseph 
Farmer, Young Democrats, 
became the Executive Vice
President; William Tucker, 
Young Republicans, was elected 
the International Affairs Vice 
Pr esident; James Brown , 
NAACP. became National Af
fairs Vice-President, and Ken 
Orduna, Young Pe o ple 's 
Socialist League , is the Govern
mental Affairs Vice-President. 
FLF President Neil Salonen was 
elected 10 the Selections Com
mittee, which is responsible for 
choosing delegates 10 represent 
United States youth in inter
national programs . 

At the outset of the meeting , 
Youth Council President David 
Dorn highlighted the Council's 

current concerns, including its 
role in voter registration 
programs and its technial 
assistance to West Africa. Mr . 
Dorn stressed the importance of 
U.S. -European affairs. stating 
that we are seeing the most 
significant realignment in 
Europe since World War 11 
and pointing out the need for 
greater education among young 
people about the upco ming 
MBFR and SALT talks . 

A recent delegatio n to Viet
nam, India, Indonesia , and 
Bangladesh opened the meeting 
of tbe Internati onal Affairs 
Commission with reports and 
recommendations concerning 
possible Youth Council projects 
in Ea I A ia . Accord111g 10 the 
delegate . prospects for 
programs were most promising 
111 I ndonesia , they will draw up 
a prnposal for programs there . 

Also discussed al length was 
the Council's technical 
assistance progr am 10 West 
Africa. With the help of the 
African-American Labor Cen
ter. the Council is coordinating 
a five-year work-study program 
with several West Africa coun
tries . The Council has been 
providing skilled agri
culturalists, medical workers 
and journalists on a volunteer 
basis from several months up to 
a year. 

Also discussed were the 
possibilities of an exchange 
program in South America and 
a series of seminars, given 
nationally , on international af
fairs. In the plans for 1973-74 
are a seminar and tour in the 
U.S. for delegates of the Ger
man Youth Council and a U.S. 
study program to Europe. The 
study program, to be sponsored 
by Yo uth for Federal Union, 
will focus on U.S.-European
Soviet relati ons and youth 
organizations in Europe. 

The United States You th 
Council was fo unded in 1946 , 
then becoming a vehicle for in
troducing German youth to 
democratic techniques It is anti
to ta litaria n, encouraging 
young people 10 participate in 
democratic institutions. FLF is 
anticipating active participation 
in the Council. A further report 
on the Council and its members 
will appear in a forthcoming 
issue . 

USYC President David Dorn discussing upcoming programs 

(oncenTraTion Camps! 
Pogromsf 

Forced OelenTionst 
Enough' Jews 

Deserve Freedom' 

Thousands Speak for Freedom 
" We "ant the soul of our pcnplc Arc you 

listening , Mr BrcL1111c,> Let the Russian pc,,plc 
gn to their true home . :· Thcndnre B,kcl to the 
Freedom Asscmbl) for Soviet Jc" s. Jun e 17. 
I 973 . 

They came from New York and Georgia. 
Wisconsin, and even Co lorado . They \\Crc from 
the Student Struggle for Soviet Jewry or from 
the suburbs of Silver Spring, Maryland. They 
filled the steps, sidewalks, and lawn surroun ding 
the Capitol. And they kepi coming--one hy one. 
in families, in groups. in busloads. They carried 
signs and banners proclaiming who they were 
and why they were there . Dotting the landscape 
were simple white paper nags with a red star of 
David , the Russian word for freedom, and a 
message explaining why I 5,000 had gathered on 
the eve of Brezhnev's arrival: 

"This is the liberation nag of the Soviet Jews. 
The red magen David represents the Jews of the 
Soviet Union, recognized as a nationality by the 
Soviet Un ion ; their Soviet identity cards iden 
tifying them as Jews by nationality buy denying 
them the rights of nationality guaranteed hy the 
Soviet constitution . 

"FREEDOM! Promised by the Soviet con
stitution but denied by the Soviet government. 

"FREEDOM! T o maintain a culture , schools, 
a language. 

"FREEDOM' To return to one's homcland 1 ... 
" In the face of cruel oppression they have 

now raised their cry for freedom! Join them' " 
Richard Maass , Chairman of the National 

Committee on Soviet Jewry, was more explicit : 
" We have urged this Administration , supported 
by Congress, to bring to the attention of Soviet 
officials the following issues· 

I . The s1andardi1a1ion of continuing 
emigration for a significant number of Soviet 
Jews , without arbitrary or bureaucratic abuses 

2 . The release of the Jewish Prisoners of 
Conscience whose crime was a fervent desire to 
go 10 Israel. 

3 . Ending harassment by the secret police of 
Jewish activists and would-be emigrants. 

4 . Cessation of periodic arrests, searches and 
threats against Jewry activists and applicants for 
em igrat ion. 

"There must be a positive response 10 the Bill 
of Particulars before the American people will 
be willing to extend full friendship, and grant 
the Soviet Union economic concessions . Mr . 
Brezhnev has the solution . An affirmative reply 
would truly illustrate the mo ral basis for 
detente . We demand nothing more . We will ac
cept nothing less ." 

Senator Jackson put the issue of Soviet treat
ment of Jews into a broad context of human 
rights: "Today, 30 years after Buchenwald , 
Auschwitz and the Warsaw Ghetto , is it too 
much to ask that this time we respond now in
stead of sending our regrets later? Today , 25 
years after the unanimous passage of Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights, is it too much to 
ask that Moscow implement a fundamental right 
recognized in that document--the right to leave? 
Today, IO years after Richard Nixon said that 
we should underwrite deals for Communist 
nations only if they "adopt policies which will 

allo" people 10 lca,c 1I thq dc,,rc lo do ,o . 1s 11 
100 much 10 a,k I hat " ·C hcg111 Ill 1111plcmcnt t h,11 
promise' " 

Rcprc,cn11ng the lnt crrc l!gous 1 c,..k h,rcc on 
Soviet Jc"ry. Sister M.irga rct Tra,lcr began ··1 
ask God lo c,>111f,,r1 the 511v1c1 Jew, 111 pr""" 
and in the l,,rgcr pr"on o l the Sll\lCI 
Union ... 1hc1r struggle i, a , 1rugglc tor all 111cn . 
Jew, and Chr1s1ians. believer, and 111,n 
hclicvers ." 

At no point was a scn,c of t•rder lo~t. nu! 
even during the massive march lo the Ell ipse. 
perhaps due to the scriou,ncss and scn,c of pur 
pose prcvad ing I he al 111osphcrc . The Jcwi,h 
Defense League created a nurry of excitement 
as they carried a platform with an ex-Soviet 
prisoner seated atop ii through the c rowds. 
heralded hy their banner ·· Neve r Again ." 

Mikhail Shepshclovic h, former pri so ner in the 
Soviet Un ion , add rcsscd the assemhl y al the 
Ellipse : "Al present . the Soviet Union cannot 
afford mass repression . Howeve r . it imprisons 
scores of people and carries out arrests. sending 
peopl e to labor camps in order lo st rikc terror 
in the hearts of other Soviet Jcws ... Today the y 
arc broken down qui cl ly and gradually. without 
any reactions in the 11u1sidc press . The und cr 
si rahles mu,c he d estroyed. 11r leave the camps as 
physical o r mental cripp les achieved through 
physical starva1i11n and ncrv11us strain. The 
Soviets know exactly how much their st uhh11rn 
captives can hear . Severe wiliness and 
cxha ust inn arc inevitable .. ... 

Will the dcm11nslra1inn have any effect ? 
Shcpshel11vich ad ti rcsscd himself 111 that 
questi o n : ·· 1 have often hccn asked. "What arc 
the results of ou1'idc support f11r the prisoners ' · 
Yo ur comm itment 1s absolutely necessary and 
ha, helped us 1rcmcnd11 usly 111 the past. It i, 
only through your commit men t that sentences 
were reduced . Your support is our on ly hllpC 
that poli11cal trials will he stopped ." 

The quest ton remaining is -- what about I he 
response o f all those who should he concerned 
but who arc not yet? Persecution of Soviet Jews 
is not an isolated phenomenon ; a government 
which systematically violates any basic human 
right endangers all of them . Louise Berr y 
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USSR: 
Most Favored by Whom? 

Now that Brezhnev has come and gone, many will hurrah the agreements 
that were signed as a significant step in the relaxation of tensions between 
the U.S. and the Soviet Union, bringing greater benefits to both countries. 
Agreements on cooperation in technical , scientific , and agricultural fields , 
economic agreements, and nuclear arms limitation pacts were supposedly 
great evidence to the American people that "detente" is really good for 
everyone, and the new "wave of the future ." 

Distinctly to be noticed, however , is the convenient way ideological dif
ferences were completely overlooked--as if to indicate that there weren ' t 
any . "Mankind has outgrown the rigid 'Cold War' armor," Brezhnev stated, 
pretty much everyone believed or at least wants to believe it 's true . However , 
for Westerners ro assert that the ideological war is over is both terribly naive 
and immoral. The Brezhnev -Nixon summit may have been a victory for 
businessmen in the U.S. and for Communist Party economic planners , but it 
was a great loss for the moral conscience of Americans and the subjugated 
victims of persecution behind the Iron Curtain . 

Even the hope that Congress might show some resistence to Brezhnev 's 
diplomatic offensive seemed somewhat dashed when the two Senate leaders 
Mike Mansfield and Hugh Scott were asked about giving most -favored
nation status to the Soviets. Mansfield replied, "We want him to get it, don ' t 
we, Hugh '>" Scott replied : " We certainly do ." 

Could Congressional leaders he so interested in trade with the Soviets that 
they would completely ignore the suffering of millions who are subjected to 
imprisonment. intimidation and fear merely because they have different 
points of view or want to emigrate to a different co untry? 

Sadly enough, only the West is naive enough to believe that the 
ideological war is over. The Communists. however , have not make the same 
mistake , and arc struggling in this battle of ideas and values more strongly 
than ever before . Girding themselves for this conflict, the Soviets have taken 
every precaution to fight against "decadent foreign ideas" and the resultant 
deviations within the Communist ranks at home . 

It was reported that at the end of May a meeting of East European "Com
munist intellectuals" and ideologists was held in Warsaw . One of Brezhnev's 
men , Konstantin F. Katushcv. told the party academics and editors of party 
_journals that only -"""'K'.,. party /eiulaship and ti11hter control.s by police 
could keep scientific and technical revolution. encouraged by U.S.-Soviet 
deals. from becoming political revolution 1111ain.<1 Communism . 

U.S .• Soviet , and District of Columbia 
flags on display near the White House 

These statements, plus the 
growing repression of the 
Communist party against 
intellectuals, Christians, Jews 
and national minorities - more 
austere now than at any time 
under Khrushchev - indicate 
the extreme fear of Soviet 
totalitarians towards any ideas 
of democratic freedom . 

Simply all we will 
accomplish by giving the 
Soviets favorable trade status 
will be to strengthen the 
totalitarian grip they already 
hold over their own people -
making it increasingly difficult 
for the development of true 
human rights and freedom. 

President Nixon had, in one 
sense, a great opportunity to 
advance the cause of freedom 
behind the Iron Curtain; yet he 
may have let that possibility 
disappear in the clinJ<,ing of 
champagne glasses. In exchange 
for the economic deals handed 

to the Soviets we gained what? A friend ? A friend who is and will always be a 
Marxist -Leninist. Too quickly we forget the fact that those men in the 
Kremlin bt!lieve in the inevitable success of their cause, no matter how long it 
takes to accomplish. 

These same people. in the name nf a mnrally bankrupt ideology. per 
petrate the most severe and inhuman campaign of repression witnessed in 
the past 20 years . And it is getting worse. not better . 

With all their ecnnnmic difficulties at hnme . the Soviets might event ually 
have to make mnre cnncessinns in allnwing greater economic and political 
freedom . This wnuld he In nur strong advantage. if the West were 
ideologically c,>mmilled tn a strong clear gnal. 

Unlike the gond Samaritan. we were in Inn much of a hurry to land a 
husiness deal than tn stt>p and help thnse battered and oppressed people 
strung alnng the roadside nf the "great socialist revolution ." Too afraid to 
act as uur hrother's keeper. we've becnme instead their oppressor's finan
cier--obviously an unfortunate thing for which to be responsible . The 
challenge is hefore us to restore the cause nf human freedom . It will cer
tainly he more difficult than ever before . 

by 

Neil Salonen 

President, 

Freedom 

Leadership 

Foundation 

Kosy11in and Nixon in Mosco_w 

SALT II 
WASHINGTON - When the first 

ro und of SALT talks began in late 
1969, the United States had 1,054 
land-based ICBMs and 41 Po laris -type 
submarines . The Soviets then had about 
1,050 land-based ICBMs and no 
Po laris-type submarines. 

When the interim agreement expires 
on July I, 1977 , we will still have our 
1,054 ICBMs and o ur 41 Po laris sub
marines . But the Soviet Union, depen
ding upon how it exercises its options. 
will have from 1,400 to 1,618 ICBMs 
and 62 Polaris type submarines. 

The SALT I agreement confers upon 
the Soviet Union a 3-to-2 advantage in 
numbers o f land and seabased laun
chers and a 4-to-l advantage in throw 
weight. Sen . Henry Jackson, D .-Wash .. 
points o ut that, " In less than ten years. 
the worlds strategic balance will shift 
dramatically; this shift is what has been 
codified in the SALT I acco rds ." 

The United States is rapidly falling 
behind the Soviet Union and may soon 
find itself in the position of not being 
able to provide a realistic self-defense. 
Gen . Lewis Walt , former Assistant 
Commandant of the Marine Corps, , 
recen:ly declared that , "The U .S.S.R . is 
decisively surprassing the U.S. in vir
tually all aspects o f military strength. 
Four years ago Russia had 550 ICBMs 
- today they have ove r 1600. Our 
Nation or o ur Armed Fo rces are not 
prepared .. to defend o ur freed o m . 
Apathy , wishful thinking, and 
downright carelessness have put our 
Nation in the most precario us position 
of its existence ... 

The Congress expressed its concern 
over the terms o f the SALT I accords 
when, in the Fall of 1972 , it approved 
the Jackson amendment to the 
resolution a uthorizing the interim 
agreement. The amendment demands 
equality in SALT 11 , an equality based 
on numbers and payload capacity of in 
tercontinental strategic forces. Passing 
the Senate 50-35 , the H o use 307-4, 
and signed into law by the President , 
the amendment means that both 
Congress and the President agree that 
the SALT I agreement is not acceptable 
as a permanent arrangement. 

No Doctrine 

The pro blem with o ur negotiating 
strategy - a strategy which led to the 
devastating results of SALT I - is, ac
cording to Senator Jackson. that, "The 
U .S. still lacks a coherent strategic doc
trine against which we can measure o ur 
proposals and Soviet proposals . The 
Executive Branch must define the basic 
strategic policy which allow us to fit 
SALT into a larger national purpose ." 

American negotiators at SALT I 
were clearly taken advantage of by 
their Soviet counterparts. Discussing 
this unfortunate situation , Dr. William 

Allan Brownfeld 

Yan Cleave , a member of the faculty of 
the University o f So uthern California 
and an advisor to the U.S. SALT 
delegation, makes the following point : 

" .... It is clear that there are very 
significant differences in the ap
proaches o f the U.S. and the U.S.S .R . to 
negotiation and 10 arms contro l. Corn-

. pared to the U.S.S.R . - the U.S . has a 
politically naive approach to bo th . And 
judging from SALT, the more urgent 
the particular negotiations seem 10 us 
to be the more naive we tend to be . Our 
driving assumption has been that arms 
control negotiations are a uniquely 
cooperative pr ocess, wherein com
promise is a mutual objective and 
negotiatio n a no n-zero sum game 
where both sides stand to gain mutJJal ly 
and equally ... The Soviet Union , 
ho wever , seems clearly to have regar 
ded SALT as another competitive en
deavor , where the object is unilateral 
advantage and where o ne can gain at 
the expense of the ot her ." 

Less Leverage 

Dr . V:in Cleave po ints o ut that, "The 
Sov iet approach clearly recognized that 
arms control is a form of competition. 
an arena of political contest. just as the 
Soviets - in contrast to the U .S. - have 
seen the strategic force balance as an 

_expression o f political powe r . While we 
have dealt heavily - almost exclusively -
in the analytical problems and 
technical details o f specific arms 
limitatio ns , the Soviets de-emphasized 
those aspects and emphasized a 
broader , mo re general approach that 
was insistent , repetiti o us over a lo ng 
period of time , and heav y with po liti cal 
ove rtones." 

The second round o f the SALT talks 
a re omi n o us . and few American 
recognize the fact that their count ry is 
on the threshold of permanent military 
inferority. Dr . Yan Cleave notes that at 
the present time ··we have less 
leverage .... than we did before . and 
there should be less incentive for the 
Soviets to agree to something than they 
had before. I think that we have built a 
record giving the Soviet Union every 
expectation that it can take further ad
vantage in the next phase of SALT . On 
both counts I have to be very 
pessimistic." 

During the political campaign of 
I 972 Republicans stated repeatedly 
that vote for the Democratic candidate 
was a vote for "weakr.ess" while a vote 
for the Republicans was a vote for 
"strength ." How ironic that under an 
administration pledged to "strength" 
we now face the prospect of military in
feriority . There is, however , still time 
to reverse this trend . A different 
negotiating posture at the SALT 11 
talks will provide an opportunity for 
such a reversal. 
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Zinaida Grigorenko's Protest 
--Recently Smuggled Letters Reveal Injustice--

For some weeks now the SAMIZDAT underground in the Soviet Union has bee11 circulat111g copies of two letters 111ritte11 by Zi11aida Grigorenko, wife of General 
Pytor Grigorenko, protesting against the arbitrary decisio11 of the court to keep her husba11d confi11 ed in the Chernyakhoi•sk Ps_,•chiatric Prison - in def,a11ce of the 
recommendation of an official psychiatric co mmission appointed by the hospital ad111i11istraflon and protesti11g in addition against the court s failure to notify 
her of the hearing, so that her husband could be represented by legal counsel, as is required under Soviet law. 

On June 8, the Freedom Leadership Foundation held a demo nstration 011 behalf of General Grigorenko, who is a leadi11g dissident l'ic t1111 ized by the Soviet use 
of psychiatry as a tool of political repression. (See Th e Rising Tide, 11u111bers I I and 12.) 

The tex t of the letters, smuggled out of the Soviet Unio11, reached the United States only in recent days. They \\'ere printed i11 tl1is cot111 try for the first time 011 
Monday, June 18, by the New York Russian language daily, NOVO YE RUSSKOYE SLOVO, and mb111i11ed to the RISING TIDF by /\Ir. Constantin Boldyreff. 
Following is the first English publication of these revealing docume11ts. 

To the Chernyakhovsk City People's 
Court, from citizen Zinaida Mikhailovna 
Grigorenko, residing in the city of 
Moscow, Komsomol 'skii prospekt 14/1, 
apt. 96, authorized legal representative 
of Pyotr Grigorenko. 

Regarding the extension of the elapsed 
time period for submitting a private com-
plaint. • . 

On 29 Jan . 1973 your court reached a 
determination , under Article 41 2 of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure of the RSFSR, 
declining to accept a recommendation 
made by the administration of the Cher
nyakovsk Psychiatric Hospital (Special 
Category), to modify the compulsory 
medical treatment administered to my 
husband, Pyotr Grigor'evich Grigorenko. 
Contrary to articles 368 and 407 of the 
RSFSR Code of Criminial Procedure , I was 
not informed by the Court of the hearing of 
the case; furthermore, the Hospital's ad
ministration , whose representative par
ticipated in the consideration of the case, 
concealed the date of the session from me, 
and , employing deception , concealed for a 
long period of time the fact that the case 
had already been considered and that a 
decision had been reached . Thus, by a 
memorandum of 30 Jan . 1973 , no . g-3 , the 
(Hospital) administration officially infor
med (me) that 'the questions regarding 
changes in the medical treatment and the 
release of patient Grigorenko will be 
decided by the Co urt in the very near 
future.' Following this, in response to my 
repeated telegraph and telepho ne inquiries, 
and trips undertaken by (my) son Andrei 
on 26 Mar. 1973, and by me to see P.G . 
Grigorenko, the head of the Hospital , 
Belokopytov,, and a physician , Bobylev, 
kept telling me right up until April 25 that 
there had been no court action, and they 
promised to inform me when such court ac
tion would take place. 

Because of the vio latio ns (of law) com
mitted by the Court (I had not been infor
med of the action of the Court) and of the 
obvious deception on the part of th e 
hospital administration, I was deprived of 
the possibility of meeting the deadline for 
appealing the court's decisio n, i.e., to 
make use of the right guaranteed to me by 
article 22 , 331 and 411 of the RSFSR Code 
of Criminial Procedure. 

In view of the above , I request that , in 
accordance with Article 329 and Part III of 
Article 331 of the RSFSR Code of 
Criminal Procedure, the deadline set for 
submitting private complaints, which I 
failed to meet through no fault of my own , 
be extended, and that the case be submitted 
to the Kaliningrad oblast (province) court 
for an examination of my complaint in ac
cordance with established procedure. I 
request that I be informed in a timely man
ner both of your decision and of the date 
set for the reconsideration of the case in the 
(Kaliningrad) oblast court so that I will be 
able to engage a counselor to participate in 
the proceedings . 

Z .M . Grigorenko 

Letter No. 2 
"To the Panel of Judges for Criminal 

Cases of the Kaliningrad Oblast 
(Province) Court, from citizen Zinaida 
Mikhailovna Grigorenko, city of 
Moscow, G-21, Komsomol 'skii prospekt 
14/1, apt. 96, empowered legal represen
tative of Pyotr Grigor'evich Grigorenko, 

regarding the 29 January 1973 decision 
of the Chernyakhov City People's Court, 
denying permission for the modification 
of compulsory regime of medical treat
ment being administered (to 
Grigorenko). 

Private Complaint 
" The Court's determinatio n of 29 

January 1973 , which denied the recom 
mendation made by the administration of 
the Chernyakovsk Psychiatric Hospital that 
my husband , Py otr Grigor'evitch 
Grigorenko, be transferred for further 
treatment to a psychiatric hospital o f the 
general type in the area of his family's 
residence, is wrong, in my opinion, and 
should be annuled for the following 
reasons: 

I . The case was examined in gross 
violation of standard proced ure and o f the 
right to defense (by counsel) . The fact that 
I, the wife of P.G . Grigorenko, am em
powered to act as his legal representative is 
no t subject to any chall enge (s pec ifically , it 
is supported by the fact that I was permitted 
to participate in th e T as hken t Ci ty Court 
hearing of the case invo lving the 
co mpulso ry medical treatment o f my 
husband) . In as much as my husband , 
because of his status as a pati en t , was not 
invited to attend the co urt proceedi ngs, the 
Court, in accordance with arti cles 369 , 
407 , and 41 2 of th e RSFSR Code of 
Criminal Procedure, was und er o bligation 
to have me , his authorized representative, 
attend the co urt proceed ings and allow me 
to participate in the case. However , in 
violation of the law , I was not o nly no t in 
vited to attend the court proceedings , but I 
was not even informed by the Court of the 
(fact of the) hearing and I was thereby 
deprived of the possib ility of engaging 
co unsel to defend my husband's legal in 
terests in court during the co nsideratio n of 
his case . 

In accordance with articles 49 and 405 
of the RSFSR Code of Criminal Procedure , 
the participatio n of defense counsel in this 
case was mandato ry . I do no t kn ow 
whether any (defense) counsel participated 
in the co nsideratio n of the case, but it is 
quite evident that my right to engage a 
counsel of my own choice was violated . 

The violations (of law) committeed by 
ihe Court were further aggravated by the 
fact that the administratio n of the Cher 
nyakhov Psychiatric Hospital (Special 
Type), where my husban d is confined, 
engaged in o bvio us deceptio n in o rder to 
conceal fro m me no t o nly the date of the 
court proceeding, but also the decision 
reached by the Peo ple's Court (see my 
statement regarding the extension of the 
time limit for submitting my private com
plaint). The Court did not send me a copy 
of its decision. Because he was not infor-

med of th e Co urt's Jan uary 29. 19 73 
decision, my husband , who was a lready in 
very bad shape physically . was subjected 
fo r a per iod of three nwnths to great strain. 

2. The Court's January 29 determination 
is essentiall y wrong . According to the 
Tashkent City Court's determination of 27 
Feb . 73 , P.G. Grigorenko had bee n at the 
Chernyak o vsk Special Psy c hi a tri c 
Hospital since 26 May 1970, ie ., 3 years . 
(However) Before that, fr o m 7 May 1969 , 
he was in solitary confinement at the 
Tashkent KGB isolator (building con
taining solitary confinement celis) o f the 
Serbski Institute. Thus , my husband has 
been separated from his family for 4 years . 
Visits are difficult and therefore rare . On 
15 Jan 73 , an expert medical co mmission, 
composed of Dr . llyinskii , a representative 
of the Serbski Institute , Dr. Bychkov , head 
physician of the Hospital , and Dr . Bobylev, 
(my husband's) attending physician - a 
commission whose authority is recognized 
by the Court - stated that becau se o f th e 
co ndition of his health there was no lo nger 
any necessity for P.G. Grigo renk o's con
finement in a special psychiatric hosp it al . 

In accordance with articles I I, 59 and 
60 of the RSFSR Code of Criminal 
Procedure , the actual mental condition of a 
person who has committed acts considered 
socially dangerous by the Court is the 
(valid) basis on which th e court can con
sider · the question of sanity or in sanit y 
decide whether compulsory medica l trea t
ment is called for, and determin e the 
specific measures to be applied in a given 
case (articles 409 and 4 IO of the RSFSR 
Code of Criminal Procedure). From this it 
follows that the Court may deny th e recom
mendatio n made by the hospital ad
ministration concerning changes in the 
mode o f treatment, based o n the medical 
commission 's co nclusions, o nly if it finds 
the medical co mmission 's co nclusio ns to be 
either erron eo us o r fa lse. In the given case. 
as is evident from th e wording of th e 
deci sio n, the Court did not questi on the 
conclusion arrived at by th e medi ca l com
missio n, but did deny the commission 's 
recom mendatio n, justifying this decision 
with th e statement that ' P.G . Grigorenko , 
after his first release (in 1965) continued to 
engage in the same activities .' 

The illegality and lack of a n y' 
justification of this argument is ev ident. 
Employing such reaso ning , it is possibl e to 
keep a person co mpulso rily co nfin ed to a 
special hospital for life . 

This decisio n by the Co urt perverts the 
very essence of the institution of co m
pulsory medical treatment and transforms 
compulsory treatment into unl awful , 
unlimited deprivati o n of freedom . 

The fo rego ing justifies my insistance on 
the annulment of the Court's determinatio n 
of 29 Jan . 1973 . 

Taking into acco unt the tremendous im
po rtan ce of my husband 's co nditio n (o ld , 
sick and witho ut o ne eye), I request that the 
decisio n of the Chernyakovsk City Peo ple's 
Court be rev ised in acco rdance with the 
law . 

I request that I be in formed in time of the 
date of the hearing of the case so that I may 
engage counsel to parti cipate in the co urt 
consideration of this com plaint ." 

Z .M .Grigorenko 
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Is Free Emigration 

Too Much To Ask? 
from remarks by Senator Henry Jackson, 

Freedom Assembly, June 17, 1973 
am honored to join with you today in this 

great demonstration in support of the rights of 
man. 

Like the great civil rights gatherings of the 
past, this assembly is eloquent proof that the 
spirit of America is still strong and that the 
compassion of America is still deep. 

I needn't remind you that our inspiration here 
today is the courage of those Soviet men and 
women who have been speaking out in their own · 
behalf, who have galvanized men of conscience 
throughout the world by their refusal to be 
intimidated by repression. 

Freedom imposes great obligations on those 
fortunate enough to have it. 

If we care only for ourselves, what are we? 
If we not speak for freedom, who will? 
And if not now, when? 
We meet here today, 50 years after Lenin 

promised the Soviet people bread and freedom. 
If American farmers provide the bread, is it too 
much to ask that Soviet leaders provide their 
own people a measure of freedom? 

Is it too much to ask that, if the White House 
provides guaranteed credits, the Kremlin provide 
guaranteed free emigration? 

ls it too much to ask that if American industry 
provides the technology and investments to 
develop Soviet natural resources , Moscow 
provide the visas for the saving of human 
resources? 

Today, 30 years after Buchenwald, Auschwitz 
and the Warsaw Ghelto, is it too much to ask 
that this time we respond now instead of sending 
our n:grets later? 

Today, 25 years after the unanimous passage 
of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights , is 
11 too much to ask that Moscow implement a 
fundami:ntal right recognized in that docu ment 
- the right ot leave? 

Today, IO years after Richard Nixon said that 
we should underwrite deals for communis t 
nations only if they "adopt policies which will 
allow people to leave if they desire to do so," is 
it too much to ask that we begin to implement 
that promise? 

Today , in 1973, the Soviets are desperate to 
increase trade with us. Is it too much to ask that 
as part of the bargain Moscow civi lize its 
emigration policies? ls it too much to demand an 
end to the trials, the denials, the arrests and 
imprisonment , the brutal mistreatment of 
innocent people"/ 

It is a fact of history that, in their despair, 
thousands of people who wish only to leave have 
appealed to us for help . They have placed their 
hope and their trust in our response. And the 
American peopk and the American Congress 
have accepted that trust. 

We Americans are a nation of immigrants. For 
nearly 200 years, we have stood before the world 
as the symbol of free men , holding forth the 
promise of individual liberty . 

We will keep that promise. 
Now Mr. Brezhnev has said that some of his 

best friends are Jewish . Well, I would hope that 
Mr. Brezhnev would permit his friends - Jewish 
and Gentile - who are also mine and who are 
also yours , to come to the West : we are waiting 
for Lerner and Levich and Azbel and Slepak and 
Siroka. We are waiting for Zalmanson and 
Shko lnik and Grigorenko and Simas Kudirka , 
who are behind bars only because they sought 
freedom. We are waiting for ou r friends. 

I'm not against trade with the Soviet Union. 
Long before President Nixon went to Moscow, I 
cosponsored the East-West Trade Relations Act 
to promote trade with the Soviet Union and 
other Communist nations. But I believe that such 
trade should serve larger interests - not just 
Soviet economic interests . 

. So when we talk of free trade, let us also talk 
of free people. 

And let us not just talk, let us act. 
(Senator Jack son briefly discussed his 

impending amendment.) 
Without an increasing measure of individual 

liberty in the Commu nist world, there can be no 
genuine detente ; there ca n be no rea l progress 
toward peace. And we will know detente is 
genuine only when people from the East can 
fr'!ely visit the West , on ly when ideas can move 
freely, only when reading the Western press and 
listening to Western broadcasts no longer lead to 
prosecution for treason , only when families can 
be reunited, only when emigration is free ... 

We must have a geunine detente between 
peoples, not some cynical formula between 
governments for capitulation on the requirement 
for human rights. If a detente is not founded on 
human rights, it will not only betray our most 
solemn promises, it will , in the long run, fail to 
produce peace ... 

That is why the Congress is going to pass our 
amendment. 

We are going to add a new law to our sta tute 
books , and a new life in a new land for those 
brave men and women who have stood up for 
freedom. 

The Soviets can allow free emigration without 
changing any of their laws. There is no Soviet 
statute which prohibits freedom of emigration 
and, in fact, Moscow is a signatory to 
international agreements specifying the right to 
emigrate. The Soviet government can change its 
administrative policies overnight. And it does so, 
whenever a policy becomes more trouble than 
it's worth. 

The Soviet government can easily live with the 
Jackson-Mills-Yanik amendment. Soviet Jewry 
will find it very difficult to live without it. 

The greatest mistake of the Western world was 
the failure of Britain and France and America lo 
heed the warnings of . Winston Churchill and 
stand, firm and early, for the defense of 
individual liberty . We must never again be 
indifferent while innocent human beings are 
denied basic human rights . 

In 1949, President Harry S. Truman, 
freedom's great captain, stood here at the Capitol 
and said these words: "Events have brought our 
American democracy to new influence and new 
responsibilities . They will test our courage, our 
devotion to duty, and our concept of liberty. 
Steadfast in our faith in the Almighty, we will 
advance toward a world where man's freedom is 
secure. To that end we will devote our strength, 
our resources, and our firmness of resolve." 

Today America's influence and responsibilities 
remain great; our courage and concept of liberty 
are again tested. As we join here today, let us 
rededicate our strength, our resources, and, 
above all, our firmness of resolve so that we may 
indeed advance " toward a world where man's 
freedom is secure." 

Room 
At 

The Top? 

Since the o uster of Nikita 
Khrushchev in 1964 . the Soviet 
Union has been obstensibly 
ruled by a collective leadership , 
an o ligarchy of Soviet leaders. 
This was viewed by most 
Western observers to signal the 
death nell to the personality 
cult po litics which reached its 
height in the mid 30's with 
Stalin . At last, it was thought in 
many circles in the West , we 
could begin to deal with the 
Sovie ts on more common terms . 
T o many people this is still the 
case; the sweet soun ding seduc
tive word of "detente .. has been 
used to support this claim 
today . Nevertheless, the fact is 
that in the Soviet Union we are 
still dealing with a totalitarian 
regime . It is a regime which is . 
contrary to popular belief. 
growing rather than diminishing 
in its o ppressive nature . The in• 
creasing persecuti on o f 
religious and intellectual 
dissidents is a prime example, 
o ne which we have tried to 
illustrate in the Tide . 

Yet , behind this oppression is 
a concerted effort to recon. 
so lidate power in the Soviet 
Union. The deepest Kremlin 
fear of losi ng control and party 
hegemony has bro ught 10 the 
forefront a ma n who is 
promising and delivering a 
mo dern version of Stalinist 
" law and o rder ". Leonid 
Brezhnev . 

In 1964. Brezhnev became 
Party Secretary and Kosygin 
became Premier , ruling over the 
governmental apparatus . 
Nineteen sixty-six showed the 
beginning o f Brezhnev inten
tions . In thal year his title was 
changed from First Secretary to 
General Secretary , a title 
previo usly held on ly by Stalin . 
The effects of Brezhnev·s con 
solidation of power wc,e first 
dramatically felt in the late 
1971 when the party's Politburo 
released the new five-year plan 
entire ly o n its ow n authority . 
Observed a Kremlinologist in 
Time (Nov. I , 197 I): 'This 
reversal o f ro les is not new in 
Soviet history . When Stalin 
defeated his rivals, he too k over 
their economic policies. and 
Khrushchev did the same thing 
when he defeated Malenkov." 
Thus. Soviet economic policy in 
1971 reflected the begin nin g 
dominance of Brezhnev over 
Kosygin and the first major step 
towards supreme power . 

Consolidation 

In the meantime Brezhnev 
had been packing the Party 
Secretarial with his supporte rs 
in an attempt to raise ii to a 
position CO•equal "ith the Polit 
buro . Following the ste ps o f his 
predecesso rs. he had been 
gaining control of the Party as 
the key political institution . Ac. 
co rd ing to the distributio n of 
Soviet power. this is a feasible 
process. The General Secretary 
derives his power from hi s 
respo nsibility fo r super vising 
the party apparatus th ro ugho ut 
the country and fr o m his ability 
to appoint and remove provin
cial party secretaries (witness 

Ray Mas 

the o uster of Pyotr Shelest , 
Ukrainian Party Secretary ,n 
May of 1972 after he was 
believed to have op pos ed 
President Nixon's visit to 
Moscow). In turn. the Pron vin 
cial Secretaries control the 
selection of delegates to the all
Union Party Congress . Since the 
Congress ratifies the members 
of the Central Committee. 10 
whi ch both the Politburo and 
Secretariat are respons ibl e , the 
power ends back in the hands o f 
the General Secretary by a cir
cula r n ow . 

The smoothness of the now . 
of course, depends upon the 
General Secretary's control o f 
the Secretariat and the Polit 
buro. Brezhnev managed 10 
gain considerable control in the 
Secretariat. However, the Polit 
buro was a bottleneck to his 
predominance . 

Packing the Politbur o 

Realizing this , Brezhnev has 
been pouring most of his energy 
in the past several yea rs into 
gaining that contr0I In March 
of 197 I. as a result of the 24th 
Party Congress , the Po litburo 
was increased fr o m I I to I 5 
members when Brezhnev added 
four proteges without firing 
anyone . H owe ver , he still 
lacked the necessary number for 
control until early last month . 
Then two rivals were ousted 
and four powerful allies were 
added, bringing the total to 22 . 
Of the 15 with full voting rights , 
seven owe thejr position to 
Brezhnev , thus making it ex
tremely difficult for any 
possible remaining rivals to o ut 
vote him . 

If this were not alarming 
en o ugh, an exa minati on of 
Brezhnev's appointees shows a 
dramatic shift towa rds in 
creased o ppressi o n . no t towa rds 
a mo re "l iberal " atmosphere . 
Marsh a ll Andrei Grechko. 
Defense Minister. is the first 
soldier to be appointed to the 
Po litburo since 1957 . It is 
possible that such an appoint• 
ment was necessary to calm its 
wariness o f "de1en1e" . one o f 
Krushchev·s princip al 
weaknesses leading to his d own
fall was his lack of military sup
port. 

Bui even more disturbing. 
especially concerning the Soviet 
domestic scene. was the appoin 
tment o f Yuri Andropov. KGB 
chief. 10 the Poli tburo . Fe" 
co uld observe this as being 
anything less than a marked 
threat to the future o f the 
dissident movement and the 
struggle for human righ1s 

When one faces these facts. 
the conclusion seems inevitable . 
Mr . ixon has been dealing 
with a 1wo .sided coin . On the 
o ne side is the a11rac1ive imprint 
of "cooperation·· and 
"detenlc.·· And o n the other is 
the picture of a party boss "ho 
has systematically consolidated 
his po wer and b ro ught 1he most 
ruthl ess political o ppression in 
the Soviet Union since Stalin . 
Which side of the coin did Mr . 
Nixo n speak with ? The answer 
should be soo n in coming. · 
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G reetings for Mr. Brezhnev 
Who Is Brezhnev? 

Leonid Brezhnev is the boss of the 
Russian-Communist Party. but he is not 
an elected prime minister, president or 
head of State . He has unlimited and ab
solute power and controls each and 
every segment of social, cultural and 
political life in the Soviet Union . 

Together with Khrushchev he was 
responsible for the mass starvation and 
hunger in 1946 in Ukraine and ot her 
republics . He ordered and participated 
in the executions of thousands of mem 
bers and sympathizers of the Ukrainian 
Insurgent Army , 1942-1952 . At the 
end of World War II, Brezhnev was in
strumental in destroying the Ukrainian 
Catholic Church. 

Brezhnev ordered 7000 Ukrainian 
students expelled from universities in 
1968 for "ideological deviations." In 
1972 over I 00 Ukrainian intellectuals 
were arrested and sentenced to long 
terms in concentration camps, prisons. 
and insane asylums • supervised by the 
KGB. Their only "crime" was their 
love for their own people and their 
own country , and defense of their 
national culture. 

Today Brezhnev speaks of peace but 
his actions prove the opposite. He 
makes peaceful proposals towards West 
Germany while directing military for
ces, tanks , etc. closer to their borders. 
When Brezhnev decided to crush Dub
check's liberalization moves in Czecho
Slovakia , was it an act of peace on the 
part of the mighty Russian leader? 

If he means peace why does he put 
Ukrainian, Lithuanian , Byelo russian, 
Estonian and other intellectuals into 
psychiatric asylums and prisons? If his 
intentions are as peaceful as he leads 
the West to believe, why does he forbid 
Jews and Ukrainians such as Moroz 
and Shuchevych to leave Russia? 

Why ls Brezhnev Coming Here? 

Brezhnev is in grave trouble, both 
politically and economically . Com
munism in Russia was instituted to 
change the economic status of the 
people. In applying its collectivation 
policies the Moscow dictato rs created a 
massive artificial famine in 1932-33 
which murdered 7,000,000 Ukrainian 
men , women and children through star-

vat ion. 
After 

Part of Mosaic done by Ukrainian 
artist at Kier University . 

OPEN LETTER TO 
MR. LEONID I. BREZHNEV 

Mr. Secretary, 

The terror imposed upon the nations of East-Central Europe by the ideology, the 
political power and military might of Soviet oppression repudiat es and negates almost 
every article in the Declaration of Human Ril!hts. 

Ir de11ies that men are bom free a11d eq11al i11 dignity a11d rights and that all 
sho11ld act i11 rite spirit of bro th er/1ood. 

It denies rit e rig/it of life , liberty, a11d scc11rity of person. 
Ir denies rite principle tltat no om• slta/1 be s11b1ec ted to cruel , inltuman, or 

degrading treat111e11r. 
Ir denies that 110 person shall be arbitrarily arrested, detained or exiled. 
It de11ies that all ore equal before the law a11d en titled to its equal pro tectiu11. 
Ir denies the rig/it to fair 011d public lt eorings b_,. 011 i11dcpe11den t and import,al 

tribunal. 
It denies the right to freedom of thought . co11scie11cr, and religion . 
It denies th e rig/it to freedom of opi11io11 011d ex pression. 
It denies the right to freedo m of peaceful assembly. 
It denies that the individual may 11ot be held in slorery or servitude. 
It denies that the will of the people shall be the basis of the authority of 

government. 
That these human rights are so twgrantly repudiated in Czechoslovakia, Hungary , 

Poland and even in your own country is cause for our concern. 
1956 in Hungary and Poland, 1968 in Czechoslovakia and 1970 in Poland ag.ain have 

shown clearly the eternal unquenchability of man's desire to be free , wha tever the odds 
against success, whatever the sacrifice required. . _ 

Americans of Polish. Hung.arian , Czech or Slovak descent will never recogn ize the 
Soviet domination of East-Central Europe. We c:i nnot condone in words or even in our 
minds any sumntlt meeting, treaty declaration or t:.icit undcrst;..1nding which pro mo te, or 
acknowledges the subjugation of our siste rs and brothers. 

The claim of the nations of East-Central Europe to independence and libcrt} i, not 
based on sentiment or politics. It is deep ly rooted in hi,tory . in culture and in la" . No 
matter what sort of puppet govcr-nmen t they may maintain we do not mean to sec that 
claim abandoned. 

The fulfillment of the political , economic and idcolof1cal Jspiration< o f the peo ple, 
of East-Central Europe is blocked by the occupa tion of their territory by the Reel Army , 
by the unscrupulous economic exploitation by the Soviet Union , and by the brutal 
control exerted by the arms of the Soviet Secret Polin· . C.ivini: te,timony to the sim;crity 
of your stated principles of non-interference in internal affair<, rccofn ition of the right 
of every state to sovereignty and of promotion of unbreakable peace, behoove, you to: 

Assure the rig/If to emigrate to those SrJl'iet citizc11s, residents 011d pul1 t1cal pnsoners 
who desire to leave th e Soviet Union 011d find a new life in their chosen land. 
Stop th e economic exploitation of th e peoples of Host-Ce11trol t.·11rupe and cease to 
use the products of Czechoslovakia, 1/unxary and Polo11d to support th e spread of 
Communist doctrine and Soviet i11f1uc11cc thru11gho11t the World. 
Remove all Soviet troops from Czechoslovakia, /lu11xory 011d Poland. 
Guided by the traditions, convic tions and principles cxprc ,sc d above we ca ll upon 

you, Mr. Secretary, that in order to accomplish your own stated goa l of "unbrcakahlc 
peace in which alone is possible a true cooperat ion of <;ovi.:r1,;ign Furopcan St<.llcs wtth 
equal right s," during your visit with our Prc,idcnt ha<tcn by every honorable and 
reasonable mcam the arriva l of the day when the men and women ol C'zcchoslovakiJ , 
Hungary and Poland will stand again free from Soviet military and ideo logi ca l 
domination, in liberty and justice. 

Czechoslovak National Council of America , Prof. V. Busck . President 
Coordinating Committee or Hungarian Orga nization , in North America, 

Istvan B. Gcrebcn, Executive Sccrctar} 
Polish American Congress In c. , Aloysius A. Ma2ewski, President 

Labor's Vievv on Aid to the Soviets 
The following is excerpted from an 

AFL-C/O background paper on East· 
West trade appearing in the May 1973 
AFL-C/O Free Trade Union News. 

One of the main objectives which the 
Soviet Un ion pursues, under the cover 
of detente, is the expansion of trade 
with the industrial nations of the free 
world and the receipt of credits and 
technical know-how at favorable terms. 
The Kremlin rulers are especially in
terested in receiving such help fr o m the 
United States which has the strongest 
and most advanced economy. 

Recent years have seen a 
deterioration of the situation in regard 
to the food supply and the production 
of many o ther consumer goods. As a 
whole, the Plan targets were not 
reached in 1972 either in heavy or light 
industry, in food production or in a 
agriculture. The new targets for 1973 
abandon even the modest prio rity for 
consumer goods envisaged in the 
original 5-Year Plan. H eavy industry 
continues to be favored . 

The reasons for these failures are ob
vio us and not new. Gollectivization 
rather than inclement weather is 
responsible for the debacle in 
agriculture. Today , collect ivization is 
loathed by the peasants as much as it 
was four decades ago when it was 
ruthlessly imposed upon them by 
Stalin . The se rio us shortcomings in in
dustry have been caused by the strai t 
jacket of centralized bureaucratic plan 
ning and co ntrol, the suppression of in
dividual initiative and responsibility , 
the enforcement of rigo rous labo r 
discipline , the lack of material incen-

lives like decent wages , and the 
prohibition of bona fide trade 1111 ions . 

Soviet technology is backward except 
in the realm of sophisticated weaponry 
and spacecraft, largely because Russian 
scientists are not allowed to have con
tinuous contacts with their Western 
counterparts for a free exchange of 
ideas. Indeed, it is the continuous 
preference given to military projects 
which has led to the persistent neglect 
of the people's needs. 

The USSR could improve its 
economic situation if its rulers would 
loosen their iron grip on the people 
and apply the principles of a free 
economy. But they continue to reject 
real liberalization and increase their· 
restrictive measures at home while step
ping up their military build-up . At the 
Helsinki talks in preparatio n for o he 
Conference on Security and Co
operation in Europe. the Soviet 
representatives have been fighting too th 
and nail against all Western proposa ls 
for a free exchange o f ideas and infor 
mation. This overa ll retrogressive trend 
was dramatized by the re cent 
promotion o f Yuri Andropov (Chief of 
the Secret Police) and D efense Mini ster 
Andrei Grechko (who suppressed the 
June 17 , 1953 revo lt in East Berlin 
and led the Warsaw Pact armies in oc
cupying Czechoslovakia) to full CPSU 
Po litburo membership .· 

The Soviet leaders seek to o verco me 
the crisis of their economy by getting 
concessions fr om the Western 
qemo cracies witho ut making any con
cessions in return. What is mo re , 
Moscow seeks to utilize Western aid 

not so much for improving the Ii, 1ng 
conditions of the Russian people as For 
expanding and modernizing Soviet in 
dustry in order to further the Kremlin 's 
ambitious plans abroad and increase its 
influence and power in the wo rld 
arena . 

The Russian s are sta lling in Vienna 
talks o n mutual and balanced troop 
reductions . They seek to utilize the 
coming European Security Conference 
for the purpose of undermining NATO 
and the American presence in Europe . 
In the Middle East , they co ntinue to 
support the most warlike Arab regimes . 
In Vietnam , they d o no thing to stop 
Hanoi's flagrant violations of the peace 
agreement. Clearly, these Soviet actions 
do not make for the relaxation o f inte r 
national tensions and dctente . 

IF the Western nations would grant 
the Soviet government the economic 
concessi o ns it seeks. they would not be 
serving the interests of the Russian 
peo pl e, but ra ther the aims and designs 
o f their o ppresso rs and exploiters . It 
certainly is no t in the interest of the 
Western natio ns to strengthen those 
who seek to desto ry their freedom , in
dependen ce and democratic way of life . 

American businessmen would be 
well-advised to guard against vario us 
pitfall s in their chase for trade with the 
Soviet Union . They sho uld not forget 
that they are d ealin g with a government 
which co nt rols the entire economy as 
well as exports and imports . M o reover , 
they are dealing with a government that 

is notorious for hreaking its dipl11malic 
accords and treaties . 

Ex perience has shown that, o nce I he 
Soviets have gotten what the y want . 
they will shut their mark et to foreign 
traders and abruptly terminate their 
agreements with foreign invcs111rs -- for 
reasons of d o mestic or foreign poli cy . 
Furthermore , they will no t hesitate t11 
use the know -how the y ha ve acq uired 
For dumping their goods on lhc w11rld 
market and undercutting Ameri can 
manufacturers . Finally , any relian ce hy 
Western co untri es on the impnrt of 
Soviet raw materials (na tural gas )--won 
and marketed with Western techni cal 
and financial he lp -- may 11ne day e xpos<' 
them to Moscow's eco nomic and 
po liti ca l blackmail . 

Trade with Co mmunist governments 
is not ." business as usual ... It is a highl y 
po liti ca l affai r . It should be governed 
by the prin ci pl e that 1t must serve the 
nati ona l interest of o ur co untr y and the 
interests o F the free world as a whole 
Otherwise. it will only rescue the Com 
munist regimes fr o m the consequences 
of their own folly and the deserved 
wrath of their people . This would only 
encourage and equip them for more 
subversion and aggression . 

The West should not g rant the Soviet 
Union any economic concessions 
without receiving in ret urn poli tical 
concessions like halting suppo rt of 
Han o i's aggressions in Indoch in a and 
Arab war preparations and guerrilla 
activities against Isr ae l; dismantling the 
wall o f Shame of Berlin ; and granting 
the German peo ple the right o f self. 
determination . 
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Ideology 

"Peaceful Coexistence" 
in the 

Ideological Struggle 
John Carter 

In the April 9, 1973 i,,ue 11f T/w N iJi11K Tid,,. 
James C:11win wr11te a very interesting article en
titled "S11viet lde11l11gy Enc11 unters ·Western 
Propaganda '·. In it Mr . C:11win explains the 
Soviet view 11f "inf11rmati11n" and "propagand a" 
as it applies to contro lling puhlic hchavi11r in 
the U.S. hy "the hourgeoi, ruling class ." Also 
the article give, ,11me i11formati11n 11n how the 
Communist, view and u,c their own 
" propaganda" on the intcrrlalional 
"ide11 l11gi<.:al " level. 

The year 197:1 will mark "the hcginning of 
the end" 11f world frecd11m for the non 
C11mmuni,t world if the M11scow-direc1ed 
··wo rld peace offen,ivc" meets with major suc
cess. Originally announced in the text 11f the 
plenary meeting of the Central Committee 11f the 
C11mmuni,1 Part y 111 the S11vict Uni11n al the 
24th Congrc~, nf th.: Part y in April, 1972 . the 
"peace drive " conc.:ph and activities have 
recently hccn given wid.:,pread puhli cation in 
the /)aily W"rld. th.: oflicial paper of the Com
munist Party , USA a, r.:cenl as May Hlh . Two 
major articles dealing with the Russian view of 
international relation, . prese nt and future . ap 
peared in the Mnscnw monthly . " lnt e rnatinnal 
Affairs ." Dccemher 1972 . ·· 1dcological Con 
frontati11n of the Two Systems ." hy V . Kudino v 
and V. Plctnik11v, and "Soviet F11reign Policy as 
a Factnr Prnn1nting the Revolutionary Tran
sformation of the W11r ld" hy Y. M11lchan 11v. 
The f11rm cr article gncs inln great detail ahoul 
the present S11vic1 strategy against 'impe ri alism' 
of which the ·world peace 11ffcnsivc·. · via in
creased psych,dogical warfare, is a major com-
ponent. . 

Selected quote, fro111 " ldcol11gical Confron 
tation of the Two Systems" will give the read er a 
good insight into wntc111porary Soviet thinking 
and planning . 
"The consolidation 11f the Leninist principle of 
pe ,Kefu I cocx islcnce in prcsen t -day inter
nat i,nlal rt:lati,lllS (nnstitutcs a great t1h1ral and 
political vict11ry f11r the S11vic1 Un1<1n and the 
entire s11cialis1 c11mmunity. N,,w prac tica ll y all 
large capitalist states ha ve rec11gnized thi s prin
ciple and arc compelled lo es1ahlish wide . 
mul1iface1cd and long-range rclati11ns with the 
socialist world ... 

.. Peaceful Coexistence" 

"The Communist Party and the Soviet Gnvern
ment. in applying the line of dcvelnping 
cooperation with capitalist c11untries. an111ng 
them the United States. the Federal Republic of 
Germany. France and Japan. on the basis of 
peaceful c11existcnce. naturally clearly views the 
permissible limits of such a p11licy as determined 
by the class struggle . Peaceful coexistence is a 
form of the class struggle. and imperialist states 
in respect to their nature as well as ultimate 
aims. remain irreconcilably h11stile towards 
socialism and progress .... 
"The ideological struggle is becoming ever shar
per in the conditions of the emerging detente . 
'Working for the consolidation of the peaceful · 
coexistence principle.' L. I. Brezhnev . General 
Secretary of the CPSU . Central Committee . 
stated at a reception given in honor of Fidel 
Castro on June 27. 1972. ·we are aware that 
successes in this important matter in no way 
signify the possibility of relaxing the ideo logical 
struggle . On the contrary. we must be prepared 
for the struggle becoming mo re intense and 
assuming an ever sharper form o f confrontation 
between the two social systems.' 
"The ideological struggle relentlessly and 
steadily grows sharper because it reflects the in
cessant deepening of the irreconcilable class 
contradictions between the working people and 
the exploiters ..... 

" In conditions of a detente and an improvement 
of the political climate in relations between 
socialist and capitalist countries, the ideological 
struggle of the two systems. far from dimishing. 
on the contrary, grows sharper .... 
"Recent years have witnessed notable successes 
in our ideological offensive . The world-wide 
celebrations of the 50th anniversary of the 
Great October Socialist Revo lutio n, the cen
tenary of the birth of Lenin the sesquicentenials 
o( the births of Marx and Engels and the 50th 
anniversary of the establishment of the USSR 
have further enhanced the power of attraction of 
Marxism -Le ninism and rallied around its ban
ners fresh contingents of working people in all 
continents. 
" In ideology , just as in the other spheres of o ur 
relations with the capit alist world .' L. I. 
Brezhnev noted. 'socialism is on the historical 
offens ive and cap italism is on the defensive. The 
ideological influence of socialism, the impact of 
our Marxist -Leninis t ideology and o ur 
achievements in building the new soc iet y o n the 
minds of the masses in capitalist countries . a re 
tremendous. And it is mounting with every day, 
undermining the mainstays of capitalism fro m 
within.' 

Determined Struggle 
"Thus. notwithstanding the unquesti o nable 
deepening of the crisis in bo urgeo is ideo logy 
and the depletion of the ideo lo gical resources o f 
anti-communism . it wo uld be wrong to fail to 
recognize the means contemporary capitalism 
still possesses to wage a st ruggl e for the minds of 
people . M .A. Suslov, Member o f the Po litical 
Bureau and Secretary o f the C PSU Central 
Committee. sta ted in his speech to the 6th 
Congress of Znan iye Society that we must never 
forget the need to wage a determined struggle 
aga inst bourgeois ideology. to foster in Soviet 
people irreconcilability towards any of its 
manifestations . The main thing the C PSU Cen 
tral Committee draws attention to is an increase 
in attacki ng force and militancy of our 
propaga11da and enha ncement of its effec

t 1veness. 
These sta tements leave no doubt in anyone's 

mind that the Soviet comm uni sts still regard 
themselves at war with the United States . They 
couch this " state of war" in such terms as "the 
struggle for international proletarianism:· " the 
world-wide class struggle .'' "the struggle against 
imperialism and reacti ona ry fo rces , etc. " The 
article by Y. Molchanov. "Soviet Foreign Policy 
as a Factor Promoting the Revo lutiona ry Tran 
sformation of the World ," said this very clearly : 
"For more than half a century Soviet foreign 
policy has consistently abided by the Leninist 
principle of proletarian internationalism . The 
long history of the international revolutionary 
movement (international communism) demon
strates that peoples· struggles for nationa l and 
social liberation have always received full. 
disinterested support and assistance from the 
Soviet Union . 

Molchanov also said the following : "The 
reactionary. anti-popular essence. hope lessn ess 
and doom of imperialism are becoming in 
creasingly obvious. At the same time . the 
strength . influence and prestige of world 
socialism and of the international working-class 
and natio nal liberation movements are steadily 
growing and favorable o bjective conditions are 
maturing making it possible to inflict further 
defeats o n imperialism and advance the world 
liberatio n process ." 

Promoting Class Struggle 

He continues to explain the Communist con
cept of " peaceful coexistence" is such perfectly 
clear terms that further explanation is un 

(Co ntinued on page 8) 

Give and Take 

Versus 

Negation 
Gary Jarmin 

A previous article contrasted 
Karl Marx' theory of the Law of 
Opposites to the Principle of 
Polarity as propounded by the 
Unification Ideology. In this ar 
ticle an analysis and co11trasr of 
the Marxist law of negario 11 
with the Unification Ideology's 
Jaw of give and rake will be 
presented. 

As was stated in a prev io us 
artic le, Marx believed that all 
things exist in a state o f o p 
position to o ne another , con
taining contradictory elements 
which clash with o ne another. 
Through the conflict between 
these two contradictions a new 
synthesi s emerges o r a new 
creation comes forth. 

Negation 

When a thing , because o f the 
o ppositio n o f an antagonistic 
element within it , is transfor
med int o that antagonist ic 
element, the o pposing actio n is 
called negati o n . Therefo re, 
negation in the dialectic method 
is the co ncept used to explain 
the develo pment o f things . In 
this negation the or iginal things 
are no t aband o ned . On the con 
trary , the previous state is 
sublated and its positive part 
maintained and embraced in the 
negati o n . Engels sa id , 
" Negatio n is negatio n in fo rm 
only. and content is preserved ." 
Such negatio n takes place in 
dialectic uni on. For instance , in 
its growth process, the seed o n 
the o ne hand maintains unio n 
with the germ. which is the an
tagonistic element. But o n the 
ot her hand . negated by the 
germ. it finally becomes a shoot. 
The shoot, which is the negatio n 
of the seed. does no t abandon 
the seed completely : by abso r 
bing the content o f the seed it 
becomes a shoo t. Thus dialectic 
negatio n is neither reco n 
ciliation nor aband o nment. It is 
develo pmen tal negatio n com
bined with preservatio n and 
sublation. 

It is impo rtant to recall that 
fo r the dialectical thinker , 
change and devel o pm ent is 
always accomplished through 
unio n and struggle o f two op
p o sing things. Therefore 
negation does no t permit recon
c iliation o r harmo ny at all. On 
the contrary, the Marxist wo uld 
believe that things unite o nl y in 
o rder to struggle . which is of 
course a contradiction in terms 
as well as in purpose. Things 
having two opposite purposes 

can n o t truly unit e . These 
fallacies in th e concept of 
negatio n can be be tt e r und er
stood when analyzed in light of 
the Unification Ideology . 

Transmission of Energy 

The Unification Ideology sees 
that all things o f c reati o n exist 
in co mplementary pairs of male 
and female , subject and object, 
o r positive and negative (as in 
electricity) which have a tran 
smission of e nergy between 
them . This action is called give 
and take . 

Through this giving and 
taking o f energy things a re 
united , bringing fo rth c rea tio n . 
Fo r exam pl e, through the give 
and tak e o f posi tive and 
negative charges, electricity is 
pr o duced : through that of 
protons and electrons. ato ms 
are fo rmed: and that between 
anion and cati o n c r ea t es 
molecules . No trace of co nflict 
o r struggle occurs in any o f 
these e11amples. R ather we find 
in them perfect example of 
unity and harmo ny . 

Let us again examine the 
seed . Is the eme rgence of a 
snoo t from a seed trul y the 
result of negatio n? The seed 
coat d oes no t ex ist to be 
negated by an antago nisti c 
thing. It exists to tally for the 
growth o f the germ. Until the 
germ becomes a shoo t , the func
tio n o f the seed coat is to foster 
its growth and protect it. When 
the germ grows and fills the 
seed coat, the seed coat need no 
lo nger exist , becoming thin and 
dying away . On the o ther hand , 
the germ d oes no t exist to 
negate the seed coat : it beco mes 
a shoot with the help of the seed 
coat . The germ d o es n o t 
become a shoot through the o p
position and negatio n of the 
seed coat but rather with its af
firmation. reconc iliatio n . and 
cooperation. 

It is evident that at least as far 
as natural phen o mena a re con
cerned, Marx' law of negatio n is 
ce rtainl y n o t an o bjective 
natural law . Marx made a futile 
attempt to apply H egel's 
theo ries o f contradiction and 
negatio n to the material world 
only so he could then justify the 
need for a violent revo lution . 
R ather than p ro ducing a 
phil o sophy to clarify truth , 
Ma rx was at best o nly able to 
develop a theo ry rati o na lizing 
the necessity for class conflict 
and revo lution. 



Boole Review 

Communist Agriculture 
Or, why they need our wheat 

Stephen Osofsky 

ROY D. and BETTY A. LAIRD: 
Soviet Communism and Agrarian 
Revolution . Baltimore , Penguin 
Books, 1970. 
ARTHUR E. and JAN S. 
ADAMS : Men vs. Systems 
Agriculture in the USSR, Poland 
and Czechoslovakia. New York, 
Free Press , 1971 . 
JAMES R. MILLAR , Ed.: The 
Soviet Rural Community. 
Urbana, Ill. and London, 
Univen;ity of Illinois Press, 
1971 . 
W.A. DOUGLAS JACKSON, 
Ed.: Agrarian Policies and 
Problems in Communist and 
Non-Communist Countries. 
Seattle and London, Univ. of 
Washington Press, 1971 . 

THE ORGANIZATION of 
agriculture has long been one of 
the major problems facing 
Communist regimes a 
reflection of the fact that the 
economies of most of the 
countries where communism has 
come to power have been 
predominantly rural in 
character. The four books under 
review address themselves to the 
manner in which a number of 
Communist regimes have dealt 
with this problem, examining 
the collectivized systems these 
regimes have adopted and 
assessing their effectiveness as 
compared with non-collectivized 
agriculture in other countries. 

The Lairds' small volume 
explores the historical roots and 
present dimensions of agrarian 
problems in the Soviet Union, 
their diagnosis of these problems 
leading them to urge developing 
nations that are land-short and 
I ab or-rich to adopt a 
non-specialized and in tensive 
type of private farming rather 
than the Soviet collectivized 
system of large, mechanized 
farms. Pointing out that the 
abundant use of labor can, under 
certain conditions, be more 
productive than heavily 
mechanized cultivation, they 
cite as an illustration the 
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small-scale, labor-intensive, and 
less mechanized farming of 
Western Europe, where yields 
are higher per acre than they are 
on the large-scale, mechanized 
farms of the US (though the 
latter make good sense in US 
conditions of abundant land and 
a national food surplus). 

The Adams' study represents 
an attempt to develop some 
general conclusions about 
"Community agriculture" on the 
basis of observations made 
during an extended 1967 visit to 
the Soviet Union, Poland and 
Czechoslovakia. 

The Millar volume, consisting 
of 15 papers originally presented 
at a 1969 symposium sponsored 
by the Univen;ity of Illinois , 
represents a major contribution 
to the literature on the Soviet 
agricultural system. The quality 
of the individual papen; is 
consistently high, especially 
those in Part III. 

The Jackson study is also 
based on a symposium, this one 
sponsored by the Univen;ity of 
Washington in I 967, and 
comprises papen; presented by 
16 scholars, mostly economists, 
together with the comments of 
various discussants. 

The Jackson volume's papen; 
and comments dealing with 
agriculture on the Chinese 
mainland generally support the 
conclusion that China's ven;ion 
of collectivization, though not as 
economically and socially 
disruptive in its early stages, nor 
as extractive in its application, as 
that of the Soviet Union, has 
nonetheless proven unsuccessful 
from the standpoint of raising 
agricultural productivity. 

The consensus of opinion that 
emerges from the findings and 
views of the many scholan; who 
participated in producing these 
four volumes is that the Soviet 
model of collectivized 
agriculture - both at home and 
in its adaptations elsewhere -
has proven remarkably 
inefficient and that this 

inefficiency has been due 
primarily to flaws that are 
inherent in the basic Soviet 
conception of agricu ltural 
organiza t ion. Marx and Enge ls, 
and after them Lenin, Stalin , 
and Khrushchev, were addicted 
to the notion that agricultural 
labor cou ld be effectively 
organized along the same lines as 
1 a bor in industry and, 
furthermore, that the same 
"economies of sca le" attainable 
in industry could likewise be 
realized in agriculture - in o ther 
words, that farms should be as 
large as possible. What they 
failed to understand was that in 
agriculture intensity of 
cultivation is as important as the 
acreage of farms, and that the 
law of diminishing returns 
dictates a search for the optimal 
rather than the maximum 
possible size of farming units . 

As these studies show, 
agricultural experience in 
Taiwan, Japan, Western Europe, 
and even in Communist Poland 
has shown that very small farms 

by Soviet and Chinese 
standards can produce 
efficiently by adopting intensive 
farming techniques and 
labor-saving technology . Yet 
dogmatic beliefs and a vested 
interest in perpetuating a system 
that has been all but enshrined 
in Soviet doctrine caused 
K hruschchev to contin ue 
enlarging the size of Soviet farms 
through kolkhoz amalgamations 
and the creation of bigger 
sovkhozes. In 1965 Brezhnev's 
admission that some farms were 
too large to be well-administered 
prompted the start of 
discussions in the Soviet press 
concerning the optimal size of 
farms, but as yet there has been 
no sign of any fundamental 
reconsideration of the system. 

In part, the lack of success of 
the existing system stems from 
failure to recognize agriculture 
as a largely biological process. 
Su ccessive Soviet regimes have 
tried to subject agriculture to 

Coming Soon ••• The Rising Tide Boolcstore ! 

The Rising Tid e Bookstore, on the 
street level of FLF's offices at 1365 Con
necticut Avenue, N.W., Washington, 
D.C., received its first shipment of books 
last week from Praeger Press. Titles in
cl ude : Russia 's Underground Poets, The 
New Class , Milovan Djilas; The New 
Face of Soviet Totalitarianism . Adam 
Ulam; The Political Though t of Mao 
Tse- Tung, Stuart Schram ; A H istory of 
the Peoples Democracies. Francois 
Fejto . According to manager Ray Mas, 
the store will open as soon as it has a 
good stock of books, which will prob
ably be in mid-July. 

Painting, renovating, building shelves, 
etc. goes on behind an eye-catching dis-

play of books arranged around the back 
ground of a rising sun superimposed 
upon a muted collage of Rising Tide 
headlines. In fact, there is usually a small 
throng in front of the window. Every day 
Ray has had dozens of visitors, and even 
a few inquiries about employment. He 
has put a sign on the door : "Sorry, we ' re 
not open yet. See you sometime in July ." 

Ray Mas, bookstore manager, is study
ing international affairs/ Russian studies. 
In addition to being a contributing 
writer for the Tide, he is temporarily fill 
ing in for James Cowin , who has under 
taken a special lecturing assignment in 
New York . 
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the same sort o f controls 
exercised in industry, to replace 
the judgment of the field wo rker 
by an inflexible plan that ca nnot 
possibly anticipate th e 
multiplici ty of unpredictable 
natural problems that the farmer 
has to deal with . The result has 
been that Soviet farmers can no t 
rea c t spo ntan eo usly to 
fast-changing field conditions, 
but must either await o rders 
from above or risk being cha rged 
with insubordination . The 
system thu s d e nie s 
decision-making authority to 
those who are closest to 
production conditions and 
consequently best able t o 
respond to unexpected 
situations. 

Agricultural operations al so 
differ from those in industry in 
that they are by nature diverse , 
multifunctional and 
idiosyncratic, and consequently 
do not lend themselves to fixed , 
clearly-defined work assignments 
or regular shifts. Moreover , the 
fact that agricultural work is 
characteristically performed over 
large areas instead of in one 
place as in the case of an 
industrial plant presents 
formidable problems for the 
official control network. Instead 
of incurring the tre mendous 
costs of maintaining an army of 
control pen;onnel, it would be 
fa r more efficient to activate the 
se l f-i n terest and personal 
initiative of the farmers by 
rewardi ng them for maximizing 
productivity . 

It was , of course , Stalin who 
more than anyone else se t th e 
mold of the Soviet sys tem of 
collectivized agriculture that s till 
remains fundamentally 
unchanged today . His primary 
objectives in doing so were to 
gain control over the hitherto 
independent peasantry and over 
the t erms of resource 
distribution between industry 
and agriculture. On ce th ese 
objectives were attained, he 
proceeded to redu ce the 
agricultural sec tor and the 
"peasantry to a state o f virtual 
servitude , depriving agriculture 
of capital investment and 
dive rting from it resou rces to 
finance rapid industrialization . 
As a result of these policies, 
Soviet agriculture in 1953 was 
still burdened by a primitive 
transportation net work and 
in credibly low levels of 
mechanization, electrifi cation , 
and chemical fertilizer use. The 
incomes o f collective farm 

members remained ext remely 
low, and the peasants had to rely 
on the sale of produce from 
their private plots for the bulk 
of their incomes. Long working 
hours, poor schools, and 
inadequ ate transportation 
facilities tended to perpetuate 
th e semilit erate co nd ition of the 
peasants , whose exodus from the 
countryside in search of a better 
life was curbed by an internal 
passport system. 

In sum, th e four studies under 
review generally concur that , if 
one posi ts maximi7ation of 
production and minimization of 
cost per unit of output , together 
with a labor input consistent 
with an effective systcrn of 
incentives, as th e desired goals in 
agriculture, th e co llec t ivized , 
co mmand-type farrning systems, 
with their centrally planned and 
imposed production quotas, 
have proven themselves 
economica lly inefficient as well 
as administratively unwieldly 
and irrational. The Lairds, the 
Ada rnses , and Gerrnan 
eco nomist Wern er Klatt (in 
Jackson, p. 465) go further and 
sugges t that countries with 
Soviet-ty pc agricu It u ral systems 
would be well-advised to 
abandon them in favor of ei ther 
genuine farrn cooperatives or 
economically viable family 
farms. The Adamses (p. 254) 
express the view that adoption 
of a loose type of farm 
coope rative like the Polish 
agrarian circles, which make 
modern agricultural equipment 
and technology available to 
s mall farrn ers , could stimulate 
th e modernization of s rnall-scale 
agriculture in East European 
conditi ons. The Lairds , however , 
see little possibility that the 
Soviet Union will ever 
decollectivize agriculture , rnainly 
bccau~e of politi cal and 
ideological considera t ions: they 
argue th at too much of th e 
prestige of Marxism- Leninis m is 
invested in the exis tin g system, 
and also that "to abandon 
co llectivi7a t ion would be to 
und ercu t the Communists' most 
important argument for 
persuading national liberation 
movements in predominantly 
peasant, developing nations to 
acce pt th e Soviet lead" ( p. 61 ) . 
Certainly , this reviewer would 
hardl y consi der the Soviet 
agricultural model the most 
effec tive weapon in Moscow's 
arsena l for persuading Third 
World coun tries to look to the 
USSR for leadership . 

r~ " Amer,co ·s fastest gr o w ing 
freedom newspaper " 
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