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As a historian I find it higbly distasteful to have 
10 write about these things. There are several rea
sons for this, among them a feeling of sheer 
disgust and the deplorable necessity to take lime 
<l.way from my work. However, beiog unable to 
keep silent any longer. r overcame this feeling of 
unpleasantness and decided to take a few hours 
from my academic duties. Lately, in my field of 
work (American studies, and international rela
tions) 1 have more and more oUen come across the 
dirty footprints left by a group of persons known 
as dissidents, or riliher I have observed the effects 
of their doings In the realm of speech and the 
printed word, which are inflated a thousand-fold 
by imperialist propaganda, and turned, by the well 
known tactics of psychological warfare. into 
accepted patterns of thihking in the We!!t. 

The echo of ,.,hat the "dissidents" a re saying is 
being immensely magnified by technical facilities
radio and television- and has litera1ly over
whelmed some people outside our country , creating 
in their minds wrong and dangerous notiODS about 
the USSR. It thus complicates American-Soviet rc
laLions by adding fuel to the dying embers of the 
"cold war." 

For mort than fifty years the world has been 
liivided into t-wo opposing socio-economic systems: 
socialism and capitnlism. Thanks to the growing 
power and prestige of the Soviet Union, the 
principles or peacerul coexistence are gaining 
increasing acceptance in international relations . 
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Sober-minded people in the West have realized 
that in an age of missiles and nuclear weapons 
there is no alternative to this. To bring home this 
simple truth to those who entertain views opposite 
to ours, our entire nation had to make tremendous 
efforts and sacrifices which have made the Soviet 
Union what it is today. 

With the extsHng correlation of forces in the 
world, armed adventures against socialism are 
doomed. II is not adherence to the principle of 
peace by the governments of capitalist countries, 
but their understanding of the need for peace that 
has eventually place the relatiODS between the 
United States and the Soviet Union on a peaceful 
basis and now, moreover, on a firm foundation of 
businesslike cooperation. For many years the 
United States has been searching for me8.Ils that 
could be used against socialism. It took stock of 
their material and human resources and of all 
kinds of ideological weapons. When the question 
of American policy towards the Soviet Union was 
discussed in the ruling circles of Washington, the 
role of "dissidents" loomed large in their plans. 
But although extreme anti-Communists placed 
great hopes on the "dissidents ," the more practical 
politicians in the United States have finally con
cluded that their aims go against the country's 
bcst interests. And there is probably no one in the 
United States who has expressed this view so 
clearly as George F . Kennan has done lately. 

This ex-diplomat, wh05c activities at times came 
close to those of the Ce.ntral Intelligence 
Agency, will be 70 years old in 1974. It is 
time to look back over the years, and this 
is what Kennan did in his memoirs pubJished 
last year. Having nothing to lose. being 
a man approaching 70 years of age, Professor 
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Kennan, in terms that suggest contrition for his 
past activity in the diplomatic field, and as an 
admonition to present aud future American politi
cians, expounded his views on Washington's policy 
l'egarding the Soviet Union. His views are not those 
of a dilettante, because Kennan has,' for more than 
50 years from his student days to the present, been 
in one way or another engaged in a study of tbe 
Soviet Union . 

He states that each time the question of starting 
a war against the Soviet Union was raised in 
Washington, among those who responded most 
eagerly and urged immediate action against the 
USSR were the "dissidents," including nationalists 
of all breeds, who due to different eircumstances 
settled in the United States. 

"It was the existence in our country of one vocal 
and not uninfluential element that not only wanted 
a war with Russia but have a very clear idea of 
the purposes for which, in its own view, such a 
war should be fought," Kennan noted. "I have 
in mind the escapees and immigrants, mostly re
cent ones, from the non-Russian portions of the 
postwar Soviet Union, as well as from some of 
the Eastern European satellite states. Their idea, 
to which they were passionately and sometimes 
ruthlessly attaChed, was simply that the United 
States should, for their benefit, fight a war against 
the Russian people to achieve the final breakup of 
the traditional Russian state and the establishment 
of themselves as the regimes of various 'liberated' 
territories .... 

'·They appealed successfully at times to religious 
feelings, and even more importantly, to the pre
vailing anti-Communist hysteria. An idea of the 
political power they possessed can be had from 
the fact that some years later (1959) they were 
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able to recommend to Congress, through their 
friends there , the text of II resolution- the 50-

called Captive Nations ResoJution--every word of 
which Wfill written (no his own published lulmis
sian) by their spokesman, Dr . Lev E . Dobriansky, 
then associate professor at Georgetown Universily, 
and to get this document solemnly adopted by the 
Congress as a statement of American policy. This 
resolution committed the United States, insofar as 
Congress had the power to do so, to the '1iberation' 
of twenty-two 'nations,' two of which had never 
bad any real existence, and the name of one of 
which appears to have been invented in the Nazi 
propaganda ministry during the recent war. ThiS, 
the writing of a congressional statement of policy 
on Russia and Eastern Europe, was more than I, 
with many years of official service in that part of 
the world , could ever have hoped to achieve. 

"I could think of nothing wo['Se than what these 
people wanted US to do. To commit ourselves poH
litany and militarily not only against the Soviet 
regime but also against the strongest and most 
numerous element in the traditional Russian 
land .. . this would have been a toUy or such 
stupendous dimensions that even the later venture 
in Vietnam now pales to insignillcance beside the 
thought or it. .. I had also some awareness of the 
limits of our own power and J knew what was 
being asked and expected of us here far exceeded 
these limits." 1 

Kennan's assessment of the nationalists is one 
of the many arguments in support or his general 
view that by giving serious consideration to the 
opinion of these "dissidents" Washington would 

L G. Kennan. Mllmoit.t . 1950-1963, Vol. '1 , D~lon, 1972, 
pp. 97-00. 
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only do hann \0 itself in terms of its policy toward 
the Soviet Union . A worsening of relations with the 
SO"iet Union to the point of war would not make 
sense willl respect to Ule national interests of the. 
United States . Kennan had pointed out at officiaJ 
meetings in Washington and now again notes in 
his memoirs. This would only play into the hands 
of "dissidents," and Kennan's book is full of con
tempt for them: 

"The thought of wilr with Russia was s ickening 
enough just from the standpoint of the slaughter 
Rnd destruction iL would involve, even if nuclear 
weapons , as one scarcely dared hope, should not 
be used .. . Even more persuasive as evidence of 
the unreality of such expectations was the fact, of 
which r was weH aware and which 1 had tried to 
bring home to my War College students, that in 
a war between the United States and the Soviet 
Union, there could be no complete military victo
ry . .. In the rest of VllSt Russia-in the part the US 
and its leaders might conceive themselves to have 
occupied-the Soviet leaders , ruthless, experienced, 
and operating on familiar ground, would mount a 
resistance movement that would make anything 
known since World War 1I look tiny ... 

"Many Americans may have conceived that 
having occupied II portion of Russian territory, we 
would install in power there, again on the World 
War II pattern, fI nice pro-American government 
made up of 'democratic elements' among the 
Russian population; and this regime would he 
popular with a liberated people to whom the 
American 'mcssflge' had got through . .. 

"Everything I had learn ed abo ut Russia taught 
me thaL if there was ever a fatuous daydream, it 
was this. There were no significant 'democratic 
clements' in Russia (of course, in Kennan's under-
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standing- Author ) ... Our experience with Soviet 
defectors had shown liS that however such people 
migl)t hate their Soviet masters, their ideas .. . were 
consisting often only of the expectation that they 
would be permitted and encouraged by us to line 
their recent political adversaries up against the 
wall . .. after which they would continue to rule, 
with our help, by their own brand of dictator
ship." 1 

These defectors must bave greatly irritated 
American statesmen like Kennan , for even after so 
many years Kennan caunot write ahoul them 
without a fee ling of revulsion. 

There are many politicians in the United States 
''''ith similar views, but they are not always the 
ones who shape the political climate . The span 
covered by the political pendulum in the country 
is very great. In the United States there are power
ful forces at work which are interested, in some 
instances for reasons of pure profit, in perpetuat
ing the "cold war." The main factor behind the 
"cold war" has always been hostility toward the 
Soviet Union, and anyone, especially if he lives in 
the USSR. who is opposed to socialism becomes a 
natural ally of these forces . 

Tbe haters of communism in the United States 
are at the same time zealous proponents of "one 
hundr-ed per cent Americanism" and consider 
themselves the greatest enemies of totalitarianism. 
They are perfectly satisfied with the bourgeois
democratic system. That is why , in the long run , 
politically speaking, they and the "dissidents" will 
inevitably part company, because they clearly see 
that these dissenters are adherents to totalitarian 
doctrines_ But nevertheless they fmd it convenient 
to support any and every enemy of the Soviet sys
I G. Kennan . Op. cit .. pp. 9~97. 
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tern. It is sign incant that none of them has said 
openly that Kennan is wrong on this question. 

Reactionaries in the United States have always 
attached special importance to the subversive acti
vities of the "dissidents" in the field of ideology. 
This is the only reason why the views of such 
front-rank "dissidents" QS Solzhenitsyn and 
Sakharov have been so widely propagandized in 
the West. Both of them are, although possibly for 
different motives, zealously stoking the furnace of 
the campaign of slander which amounts to the 
assertion that it is impossible to deal with the 
Soviet Union and that therefore detente is nothing 
but a utopian dream. By making this assertion 
American anti-Communists also seek to strengthen 
their positions in their own country where they 
would t-hus appear as guardians of what they call 
the interests of the American people. 

Such is the sinister spiral of anti-communism 
which , among other things , means the continua
tion of the dangerous arms drive. Everything Is in
terconne.cted , and if one at times grumbles about 
a shortage of some thing or another, or about 
certain diff1euIHes , one would do well to remem
ber that this is a direct result of the "cold war." 

The blame for such development of events lie.'! 
with the instigators of the "cold war," with all 
those who nre trying to justify the arms drive in 
the We.'!t. pointing to alleged aggressiveness of the 
Soviet Union; it lies with those who ma
liciously nttribute to our society such features 
which, if they really existed. would make our 
country an oulcast in the family of nations. The 
entire activities of Solzbenitsyn and Sakharov are 
concenlrated in Ihls direction. Therefore the time 
when detente has become a fact is just the right 
time to anAlyze their views and positions. 
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Pseudo-Historian and Traitor 

All of them are united by a corum on goal
to discredit their country by whatever means. They 
also have in common an amazing lack of intellee· 
tual capacity, At every step of the way they make 
some startling "discovery" but fail to see, thro ugh 
ignorance or by deliberately closing their eyes, 
what any person with some knowledge of history 
can see. Thus, the "dissidents" use the same 
outworn arguments and walk the beaten track 
which our enemies had trodden long ago. 

Solzhenitsyn's August, 1914 is nostalgic lament 
over the possibilities which in his opinion were so 
carelessly let go by the Russian big capital and the 
military. The book would most certainly evoke 
memories in those who hAve lived through the 
events it describes. August, 1914 is a belated indict· 
ment of the autocratic regime from Ule positions 
of the bourgeoisie. The fervent speeches which the 
author put into the mouths of his heroes are in 
effect a tedious paraphrase of the harsh denuncia
tions of autocracy made by the most ruthless 
spokesmen of Russian capitalism who sought to 
es tablish a dictatoNlhip of their own. 

Solzhenitsyn's position on the events that look 
place du.ring the first months of the war of 1914· 
1918 fully coincides with the position, well-known 
to hjstorians, laken by Alexander Guchkov , leader 
of the Octobrists. and bis associates. Even Pavel 
Miliukov, leader of the Constitutional Democrats 
(the Cadets). was taken aback by some of 
Gucbkov's "talemenls. MiHu.kov wrote: "Acting in 
harmony with his own temperament and smarting 
visibly from his failure to get himselC elected to the 
Duma, he (Guchkov) back in 1913 .spoke at a con-
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gress of the Octobrists at which he urged to 
'strenuously oppose and tlght' not the debilitated 
government but the irresponsible 'dark forces'. He 
thl'calcned that otherwise the country would face 
'imminent caLlIsl1'ophe', that Russia would be 
plunged into 'enduring chnos', etc. When the war 
broke out he immediately declared that 'it would 
be lost ,' and in December, 1914, having gathered 
representatives of 'law-making institutions' (I was 
not present) presented the whole situation as 
utterly hopeless. But at that time neither his own 
faction. nor we shared his gloomy sentiments." J 

There is no need to enter into a discussion on 
who was right- the Cadets or the Octobrlsts. 
The matter has heen selUed by history. What we 
are concerned with here is the fact that in August, 
1914, the Russian bourgeoisie, which was rep· 
resented hy the Cadets and the Octobrists, set out 
on a more or less determined drive for power so as 
to bring the imperialist war to a "victorious con· 
elusion ." 

The Great October Revolution brought justice 
to those in Tsarskoye Seto and Mogilev and also 
to the intrigues at the Tavrichesky Palace in Pet· 
rograd . Russia was saved by the Bobhevik party 
and the revoluUon cleared the country of all pre· 
tenden 10 the position of domination over the 
great nation. That was the time when the recent 
champions or the "peoples' good" showed tbeir 
true face. For example. in a sbarply anti-Soviet 
hook a Western "Sovietologist," George Katkov, 
writes about Guchkov's last years as follows : 

"He emigrated when the White armies were 
evacuated from soutb Russia and immediately 

1 P. Miliukov. VOJpOmill(llligu (1859·1917) (MemDlrs), Voi.2, 
New York. 1955, p. 198. 
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launched his own an Ii-Bolshevik campaign ~brond . 
He gradually developed strong pro·German sen
timents. and while Ih'ing in Pari.!! mainhtined se· 
cre t links wHh the German G('neral Staff. He was 
support ed by a small group of politicians ... He 
died in 1936. n dis illusioned and unhappy man , 
betrayed by many of those be trusted , aDd trusted 
by none of those for whose political support he 
bad hoped." I 

Such was the career of a man like Guchkov who 
started by preaching a cheap . sentimental patrio
tism in 1014 and ended by doing small favours (or 
the Nazis . 

In the field of lHerature his spiritual double. 
Alexander Solzhenilsyn. in AUgU8t, 1914 took his 
"fiNt step" in exactly the same direction. The simi
larity between Guchkov's speeches lben and 
Solz-benltsyn's arguments now (even when he 
speaks on his own behalf and not through his 
heroes) is striking indeed. This is Ideological 
plagiarism, pure and simple. He wrote the follow
ing in 1971 as though be bad made an important 
discovery: "During the (our years of the war which 
sapped the spirit of the nation, who un know 
which was the decisive battle' There were many 
battles , more inglorious than glorious ... And still 
one can say that the lint Russian defeat set the 
entire course o( the war for Russia: as we started 
the flrst battle so ill-prepared.,. so were we for 
tbe rest of the war-ill-prepared. Right (rom the 
first encounter with the enemy, our flgh tlng spirit 
was at a Jaw ebb and we never recovered our 
former assurance ; right from the stnrt both 
enemies and allies wilted-thai is the kind of 
fighters we are, and we fought to the end of the 

I G. Kalkov. Ruuw, 1917, London, 1967, p. 539 . .. 



war with this stigma of contempt until disintegra
tion was complete .. . " I 

Such was the view held by the Russian bourgeoi
sie which was then in opposition and which turned 
the defeat in East Prussia inlo a trump card in its 
gamble for power. For tbe reasons mentioned 
above Russian capitalists deliberately painted a 
much gloomier picture thnn the situation at the 
fronl warranted. What did happen at the fronl
tbis was a subject of heated discussions among 
White emigres long after the Socialist Revolution 
of 1917. But even they began to understand things 
better and thus came to see tbe facls. For example, 
N. N. Golovin , a rormer Lieutenant General in the 
White Guard and an emigre, wrote in his book on 
the war which was published many yeArs after the 
events he described there I 

"On the Russian rront, the sLralegic effee( of the 
setbacks suffered by the armies of General Rennen
kampf and General Zhilinsky were compensated 
for by the raul of the four Auslro-Hungarian ar
mies in Galicia. Hundreds of thousands of officers 
and men were taken prisoner by the glorious 
troops 6ghting on the South-Western Front; the 
whole of Galicia was cleared of the enemy who 
rapidly withdrew the remnants of his defeated ar
mies towards Krakow and across the Carpathians. 
Allhough Lhis victory occurred almost at the same 
time as our defeat in East Prussia, nevertheless 
the success could not mitigate the oppression 
cAused by the latter. , . In the renr . . . thc opposi
tion clements easi ly yielded to pessimism. 
A. I. Guchkov .. . maintained that as cady as Au
gust, 1914, 'he was convinced that the war had 

I A. SolrllcnitlYn. Avgwt cJlldyrrwdwut),o (AugtlIt, 19H), 
Paris, 1971, pp. !l49-!l50. 
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been lost,' lUld the reason for this pessimistic pre
diction was 'the first impressions he had of the 
theatre of the war, the defeat at Soldau' (where 
the left flank of General SamsoDov'S army was 
engaged). TIlls is what panic can do to some of 
the more energetic men in the service of society, 
and one can only imagine wbat effect it had on 
ordinary civilians ... The Germans were dealing 
out their propaganda very cleverly in this direc
tion. By inflating their successes in East Prussia 
Uley undermined the allies' trust in the Russian 
armYi they also weakened the confidence of the 
troops in their strength."] 

This is the origin of the central idea of ""ugust, 
1914 which, moreover, coincides with the theme of 
the mililary propaganda of Kaiser Germany, Once 
he look this line. Solzhenitsyn continued to harp 
on it, vilifying all things Russian. However, the 
descrlption of the fighting in East Prussia in 
August, HH4, as given in Guchkov'l'l and Solzheni
Isyn 's boeks, was a far cry from the actual facts. 
It is important to keep in mind that Western pro
paganda has gone to great lengths to present 501-
zheoiltiyn as an authority 00 the events which he 
describes supposedly on the basis of his own 
experience. It is true that Solzhenitsyn once served 
in the artiUl'ry. But every wou td-be officer in a 
military school is expected to have a fair know
Jedge of military history; he should know, for 
instance , that during the First World War about 
three quarters of the men kilJed were victims of 
artillery fire. 

Yet our "t ruth-seeker" l:I'ies to convince his 

I N. Golovin. l'ogennye usiliya Rouii v 
(lluuia'. MlIituy Effort in the World War), 
1939, pp. 135-134. 
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readers that in this respect the Germans bad tbe 
monopoly. In August, 1914 Germnn artillery lire 
always thundered. but there was no sign of the 
presence of Russian artillery anywhere in Ule book. 
At one point the book says that " in the fourteenth 
yea.r of the twen tieth century . tlle Dorogobushovi
les had nothing to use against the German arUllery 
but the Russian bayonet." 1 

The enemy, however, did speak of our Russian 
artillery. In a well-documented study on Uds ques
tion. Ule autbor, E . Barsukov, a Soviet expert io 
this Held, write: " In August, 1914'1 after the rout of 
the 2nd Russian Army under Samllonov in East 
Prussia, German newspsJ)ers and magazines were 
filled with articles praising their generals and thei r 
victor ious army. Unexpectedly, a short newspaper 
item appeared in praise of the Russian artillery. 
The very headline itself was meant to be sensa
tional: Hats off 10 Russian artillery '" 2 

In his book SolzhenitsYIl tried to bring back to 
life events of bygone days for the purpose of 
belittling the Soviet people. These events really did 
take place and are slill remembered very well, but 
not in the way Solzhenitsyn has presented them. 
During the First World War many people in the 
West understood that in 1914 it was Russia thai 
saved France. In his book. Russia I Believe In, 
Samuel N. Harper, an Americnn authority on 
Rwsia of that period, who was a specia l advisor to 
Ule American Ambassador in Pelrograd , David 
R. FranCis, writes: ''The Russian invasion or East 
Pl·ussia. however, tended to ra.jse the prestige of 
Russian arms in _-\merie:!n op in ion. Even at the 

I A. Solzhenililyc. 0". cit., p. !S4. 
1 E. Bar5ukov. RUJJltaya artillmya v mjrovoi wino (Ruuia', 
Artillery in the World War). Vol. 2, Mo.cow. 1940, p. 53. 
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time, this invasion was recognized as having in 
large measure saved Paris from the German 
attack ." I 

On the eve of the Second ,Vorld War, when the 
Nazis threatened to engulf the whole world, cer
tain sober-minded politicians in the West referred 
to the events of 1914 in an attempt to show that 
the Western countries could survive only in allian
ce with our country. Speaking in tbe House of 
Commons in April , 1939, David Lloyd George, 
Prime Minister of Great Britain in the days of the 
First World War, painted out that if it had not 
been fo r the sacrifices sustained by Russia in 1914, 
German lroops would not only have taken Paris 
but their garrisons would still be stationed in 
Belgium and France. When faced with morlal 
danger people tend to say what they really think. 
Lloyd George's statement in Parliament is an in
stance of this. His words were borne out by the 
events which oceurred a lew years la ler. 

In November, 1942, the 6th Nazi Army under 
von Paulus was encircled at Stalingrad. The first 
thing the grey-haired officers of lhe Wehrmacht 
remembered was the year 1914. And they were 
nol thinking of the rout of Srunsonov's army, but 
of the deteat of the Kaiser's troops that followed 
on the heels of Ihis rout. Army General Seidlitz, 
who was in command of the 51th cOrps that was 
encircled at Sialingrad, began 10 speak about the 
lessons of the Lodz operation (the 'layer eake' of 
Lodz). In U.st operation, in November, 1914, Gene
ral Scheffer tried to repeat the pincers movement 
which had worked so successfully against Sam
sonov 's army, but was him.self encircled and 40 

I S. Harpu. Russia I B~lif{fJtI In, Chicago. 1969, p. 82. 
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thousand (i.e., 80 per cent) of his men were lost 
\,' hile the rest barely managed to get away, I 

Reconnaissance officer of the 6th German Army, 
Joachim Wieder, who participated in Stalingrad 
battle , laler recalled that as soon as the Nazi 
troops found themselves encircled "Seidlitz gather
ed the senIor officers of his eight divisions and said 
that the army had a choice- either Cannae or 
Brzeziny, having in mind the well-know n break· 
through a t the Russian front at Lodz in 1914. in 
which he , then a young officer, had taken parI. " 1 

Thi., statement, which was made not for the sake 
of argument , but at a stafT meeting where ques 
lioM of life and death were being discussed , 
d ismayed the Nazis in the face of the advancing 
SO\'iel armed forces. In this emergency situation 
German army officers who had had an encounter 
with the Russian army in H114 were clearly 
frightened by the prospect of Rnother crushing 
defeat. 

• • • 
Thirty years had passed since 1914. The end of 

the Second World War was in sigbl , this lime 
victorious for the USSR. Soviet troops came close 
to the centre of the Nazi forces- Germ any_ The 
Third Army commanded by General A. Gorbatov . 
which was part of the 2nd Byelorussian Group of 
Armies, moved up from the south and now stood 
ready at the border with East Prussia, its final aim 
being to take the coast of the Baltic Sea. 

"Each one of our commanders," wrote A. Gorba 
tov, " was hoping he would be the first to eross the 

I See V01mno-isloriche$/t, vIIlmQI Uoumal of Military 
History), t964, No. II, pp. 121·128. 
, J. Wieder. Sw.lingrad Imil dil: Ul!rnnlWflrlllng ric, .}ntdnfCI/, 
Munchcn, 1962, S. 31. 

" 



border of East Prussia . It was the 11 72nd Rifle Re· 
giment under Co!oneJ Lieull.mant Seryogin that 
had the honour to do so on January 20, 1945, dur
ing the day. It is easy to say 'crossed the border,' 
but. ... 

" I recalled raging battles of lhe last days of the 
war, and a 'so the battles fought near Moscow in 
that fateful autumn of 1941, and the bloody battle 
on the Vo!ga and the struggle for Orel which led to 
the first artill ery salute to mark a Soviet victory. 
There were so many of them later! And every 
order that came from the top miJitary quarters 
thanking the men and acknowledging their su
preme bravery urged us to remember those who 
had fallen in battle for the freedom of their coun
try and their people . 1 recalled the faces of my 
brothers-in-arms. Many of them were DO more.,. 

"That is what the words 'crossed the border' of 
Pru$sia meant. 

"1 climbed a tall belfry and looked down upon 
fires on e,'ery side, with broken streaks of black 
smoke rising to the sky." ! Straight ahead was East 
Prussia and continuous fighting day a.nd night for 
several monU1S to come. 

That snowy winter Soviet troops went down the 
same roads u did the soldiers of the Samsonov 
army, choking with dust, benr their cross in 
Augusl. 1914. History seems to be repealipg 
itself. " The Third Army fought its way ncross the 
line or fortifications built long before the war," 
recalled Marshal K. Rokossovsky. "We saw here 
full-size reinforced-concrete trenches , blindages, 
barbed wire entanglements, arm ollred turrets, artH-

, AGor'balov. GfHly i wi", (The Yean and Wau), MOICOW, 
1965, pp. 831-332. • . ,. 



Icry caponiers , she llers ." 1 The similarity ended at 
[.hat poinl. "The ndvancement of the troops waS 
So swift Ihat the enemy did not have a chance to 
entrench themselves." 2 

The front-line dispatches of those days were 
full of the names of cities und towns: Ncidenburg. 
Osterode. Allenstein ... At Allenslein our troops 
crashed through the second zone of the fortified 
area, clea ring the way inlo East Prussia. The 
Fifth Tank Army, which was thrown into the 
breach thus formed, "poured towards the sea, 
sweeping au I' of its path .disorganized enemy units 
which were taken by surprise, giving them no 
chance to dig in ,': wrote K. Rokossovsky. ~ The 
assignment of the Fifth Tank Army was completed 
by the Second Striking Force which followed it 
:lOd which smashed the pockets of resistance· that 
the tanks could not reach , As early as January 25, 
1945. Soviet tanks reached the seacoast. having cut 
oIT the lines of retTeal fO'r the German troo ps from 
East Prussia. In HI45, it took the tankmen of the 
Se~ond Byelorussian Group of Armies less than 
0. week to cnrry out the manoeuvre which Ihe Se
cond Army of General Samsol1Ov bad failed to 
accomplish . 

. In the cold January of 1945 the land shook 
under the trac.ks of Soviet .tanks.' East Prussia was 
shaken by the tremors which ca lled to mind the 
sound of the tramping of Samsonov's soldiers in 
the hot month of August. HH4. The new _genera_ 
tion of Russian soldiers who in 1945 brought the 
names of war inlo the nest of Prussian militarism, 
~onoured the memory of their countrymen who 

, 

I K. Rokouovsky. Soidotsky dol, (The Soldicn' Duty), 
Moscow. 1968. pp. 315-316. 
1 Ibid. 
I Ibid. 
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had {nllen here mnny years be-Core. The deadlired 
lankme n remembered not o nly the combat orders 
they were to cArry out but history as well . These 
men knew thai their thrust constituted a new page 
in the heroic history or the Russi an Army. 

When on January 21, L945, the 183rd Tank 
Brigade dro\'(~ the Germans from Tannenberg, 
ercl'yone at the command post of the 5th Tank 
Army \vas in a holiday monel. Generals and offlccl's 
congratulated one another . .MaJor General F. I. 
Gulkin recorded what the unit commanders, whose 
nam es are now well known La Soviet people, .uid 
on thai memorabl e day. 

" This is the third Tannenbergl " said Georgi Ste· 
panovic h Sidorovich. "There was a 101 of Slavic 
blood spilled on this land ." 

"That 's true," said Vol sky (Colonel General. 
army commander). "The Germans could not forget 
the defeat of their Teutonic Knights in 1410, and 
therefore rega rd ed their viclory o,'er Samsoncw's 
army in the Ilrst imperialist war AS a kind o f re
nmche. and called it Ihe BaUle ul' Tannenberg." 

"This is a !"elling blow at the prestige of the 
German militllry ," remarked General P. G. Grishin. 
"For thirty yenTS it has been dinned into the heads 
of their you ths thai the battle of Tannenberg 
prOl'ed that German arms are invincible. Take a 
loo k a t the s treets of thei r cities. at nll those mo
numents which at eVery step scream about the 
im·incibilily of Germany. The whole of the 
Tannenberg area! This is a real breeding ground 
of re\'onchism. Did you sec that huge stone slab 
tha t stands on the outskirts of the city? Tha t rock 
proclaims to the Aryans Ihat here. in 1914. s tood 
the command post ot the great generals- Hind en
burg nnd Ludendorfi'- who mounted n new cam
paign against the Slavs ... " .. 



" Yes, it'1:I lru~ , Ih~y werc dreaming of new glory 
:H Tannenberg . Only it didn't h<lflJlCn," said Vassili 
Ti mofcyevich .. . 

"And not on ly drcaming. They wcre actually 
fomenting re\'anchist ideas ," continucd Volsky . " A 
WHr corresponden t, the writer Mikhail Bragin , loh.l 
me thai a short distance from Hohenstein the rc
vanchists have cree ted a war memorial. There they 
brought the remains of old generals from all over 
Germany aod held a grond fun eral for those half
roUed bones. Hitler himself attended the cere
mony." I 

Soviet lanks brought retribution to a land where 
th e militarists had for centuries been sworn 
enemies or the Sla\'s. The image of Tannenbcrg as 
a symbol (If glory of the German robber militarists 
grew dim and then became. lost. Some of the SO\'iel 
army units which distinguis hed themselves in the 
batlie for Tannenberg were named aHcr thaI city, 

tn the long and heavy fighting in 1945 the age
long Teutonic doctrine of "Drang nach Osten" was 
shattered for all time , The troops of the Third 
Byelorussian Group of Armies which entered East 
Prussia from the East in January , 1945, were 
tak.ing the same towns a nd villages that their 
fathers in the First Russian Army had fought for 
in August, 1914. On the approHchcs to Gumbinnen 
the chicr p{)litic~1 officer or n bllttalion of tbe 
130th Rine Division , Captain Sergei l"nnuvich 
Gusev, led his company in an attack at a critical 
moment. He fell in hand-to-hand combat at the 
city gates . S, I. Guse\' was posthumously awarded 
U1e tille of Hero of Lhe Sm'iet Union , and Gum
binnen was renamed aller him. 

I f , Gllikin . T cml.:/ Im:llru$hchuyu/syu II !wi (Thll Tnnk~ Arc 
Returning to BOlute), Moscow, 1964, pp. 255-2.36. 
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The nerce battle e.uclcd fa tremendow sacri
fice- many Soviel soldiers. ofHcers and generals 
died, hugging the frozen earth-the earth of their 
ancestors wh:ch hod now been returned to our 
people for good . 

In his book , Tire C(fUSe of jly Life, Marshal Vas
.!Iilevsky said: "It was here , on the East-Prussian 
border, on June 22, 1941, tbat the commander 
of the 28th Tank Division, I. D. Chetnyakhovsky, 
who was then 8 co lonel, met (he war head on . 
And here thnt he gave up his lire arter three and 
a half years of fighting the Nazi aggressor. Today 
the city of Insterburg over which the. Soviet flag 
was raised on January 22, 1945, bears the nome 
of General Chernyakhovsky, twice awarded the 
lille of the Hero of the Soviet Union . 

" A heroic hoUle was fought during the storming 
of Kl>nigsbcrg by the J Gth Rifle Corps , under th e 
command of Major General S. S. Gurlev. He was 
awarded the tiUe of Hero of the Soviet Union 
when his troops surrounded this old citadel of the 
German Knights . ABet the Call of KonigSberg, his 
corps mOl'ed on 10 Pillau . a German orlval strong. 
hold, nnd here , on the approaches 10 that cily, the 
life of Stepan Snvelyevich Gurie,' was cui short by 
Ihe enemy. In honour of the memory of this brnve 
general the town of Neuhausen was renamed 
Gurievsk. 

"The former lown of StaJluponen has been 
named after the second in command of a tank 
corps, S. K. Nesterov . who died in East Prussia ... ·• 
Pobethen hB5 been renanled for a battalion com
mander of the 182nd RiDe Division , Pyolr lIyicb 
Romnno,"" who died Oghting for thai I'own. The 

• A. Va~si!e~'ky. Drlo I),'ri zhizni (Thl! Cnusc of My !.Me) , 
"Ne\'yl Mir." 1913. No. 12. pp. 15S-1ii7. 



\-illage aI' Ludwigsort Ilow beaJ"S the naRie or the 
·commander of a lank company, Ivan Martyno\'ich 
Lad1l.5hkin, and Heiligenbeil is now called Mamo
novo afte l" the commander of the 331s1 Rine Re
giment, Nikolai Vassilievich Mamonov, who was 
killed in the bailie for that town .. 0 

Thus it was owing to the bravery of Russian 
soldiers that those dties and towns. arc no longer 
associated with the sinister pictures of Prussian 
militarism. 

And what was Solzhenitsyn doing al n time 
when the Soviet army-from soldier to general
and the entire Soviet people were carrying out 
Uleir duty at the cost of their lives, Ihis man who, 
according to the anti-communist yardstick, is a 
"true Russian patriot"? As soon as the Red Army 
came to the place where the military campaigns 
against the USSR had been masterminded. Solzhe
nitsyn could contain himself no longero He saw the 
destruction of those whom he had always worship
ped- the Prussian militarists, and he began spread
ing slanderous rUnlOurs aimed at undermining the 
morale of Soviet troopso Under war-lime laws, he 
was removed from the army. Millions of soldiers 
went on to destroy the fascist beast , while Sol;the
nitsyn was shipped to the rear and to prison. 

There. seething with anger against his own 
people, he nurtured his "revenge,"- the s landerous 
book which was to appear many years later under 
the title August, 19J4., bu t which in fact had 
been concei,oed in his younger years, long before 
the war. In the epilogue to his book, Solzhenitsyn 
sa id that it was only the first part of a work which 
would take him at least twenty years to complete . 
"The general scheme of Ihis book or which th at 
firs t part is the opening, look shape in my h('ad 
back in 1936 when J had just finished schoo l. I have 
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nul parted with this idea ever since , lind regKrd it 
III the main purpose or my life, though 1 took time 
off for other books, because of certain particulars 
of my life and the multiplicity of impressions of 
our day and age . J went ahead with my work , 
t collected more Dnd more material thus moving 
closer to tbe renliZllLion oC my literary scbeme:' I 

In dilltorting the events of August, 1914 Solzhe
nitsyn lied about the Russian people in pre-Soviet 
times, and prepared the way for carrying out his 
main purpose: to Jie about the SO\' jet political 
system, to make people think that a socialist revo
lution could be accomplished and a .socialist system 
could be built only in a country which (according 
( 0 Solzhenitsyn) is despised by all. And this has 
been the goal of all "dissidents" without e:cception. 

Serving Capitalism 

The Great Oc lobcl' Socialist Revol ution hns been 
n subject of thorough research and study by his
toria ns in the West, while thc "Soviet'ologisls' 
have mnde it the subject of thei r lifework. Thili 
tremendous interest in wha t happened in Russin 
in 1917 has to do . not with their quest Cor 
knowledge, bll.l with more practical motives . 

Professor James H. Billinglon of the Uniled 
Siaies hns indicated the reason for the keen interest 
throughout the West in the October Revolution in 
Ru.!Sia: 

" If a central problem (or any ninet eenth-cen tury 
thinker was thai of denning his altitude toward the 

I A. Sollhenitlyn. 0/1. cit., p. 572 . .. 



French Revolution , a central one ror contemporary 
man is his appraisal of the Russian Revolution . 
The JaUer problem is even more critical, for nearly 
ODe billion people explicitly claim to be heirs and 
defender~ of the Russian Revolution . Porees cltlled 
into being by the upheaval of 1917 are cycn more 
forcefully mobilized and tangibly powerful than 
those cHlIed into being by the French Revu lution 
of 1 i89 and the 'age of the democratic revolu· 
lion '." I 

On the o4.:casion of the liflieth unnivcrsnry (If lhe 
October He\'olulion, there 1I))pl'ured a number of 
public .. tions in the West offering II summing· up or 
the research done by 'Western scholars on this 
subject. Professor W, Laqueul', specialist in Soviet 
history, wrote in his study TIle Fate of lite Rc 
uoluliun, Inlerpretalion,~ of Soviet History: 

"Most historians now agree that lsarism as it 
existed in lUI4 couJd not survive Cor long; whether 
I.encerul change was slill I)Ossible is doubLIul. The 
war lind military defeUl accelerated its downrnll . 
They a lso agree lhal great tensions, bitter class 
haired, general resentment accumulated as the re
sult of the inc<{uilies of the old regime. The 
prerequisites for a major eruption a.1l existed , And 
there is the widest disagreement as to whether Ute 
actual (arm it took ,,'as accidental or inevitable. 
Russian emigres and probably Ihe majority of 
Anglo-American scbolars have traditionally 
emphasized thc accident .. 1 clements . Tlll'il' scepticnl 
empiricism. as ProfcssOI' Billington notes. ' inclines 
them to reject deeper palteru of cxp lunation . their 
nati"e political traditions subtly incline thelll to 

I J. Billington. Six Views of tho Russian R(I1JO/lltiol1. "World 
l'olitiCll," April, 1966, p, 452. 
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regnrc! sudden HIltl convu).sh'c change Ull u disLllsLe
I'ul uber-ration from the norm in human events'." I 

AlLbough wishful thinking is a habit of WesLern 
ideologists . Le .. they tend to put the emphasis on 
the "accidental,·· the fact is that even the most 
I'abit! anli-Comm unis ts no lODger deny the inevita
bility of Ute 11117 Revolution in Russia. This is the 
conclusion reached by most historians in the 
West though only aIter much debate, One can 
imngine the embarrassment of these peoph:, who 
are generally not casily embarrassed, when lhe 
"dissidents ·' began smuggling out of Ule USSR big 
"scholarly" works full of the kind of arguments 
which tlley themselves had Hlrcady rejected, The 
nlluc (Ie these arguments, C\'en from the point of 
view of " So\'ielology," is nil , for Lhey consist of 
nonsense nnd had Ihey come from a \Veslern 
autho [· they would nCI'e r hUI·c found their wily 
into print at aiL 

In his GlliUfl Ilrc/lipelC/fjo, for example, Solzheni
Ls)'n tt"i.ee! to pro\'e thut tile Revolulion, this 
"creation of the dinbolicul lI1CQI'Y of his tory;' wa~ 
not illl outcome of Russia's uevelopment but was 
forced upon iL , Uult in filet therc wcre no objectin 
prerequisites for it, that the re'·olulioD was a histo
.-ical freak , aDd Ihal the establishment of Soviet 
pO''''cr prevcnted Russia from d eveloping in quite 
H dilfercnl directio n . What directi on? 

Prcdiclably. Soli:hcnilsyn started oul by Juuising 
'l·hIlL lay ul lh e busis of the political programme 
uJ" Guchko\"li Octobrist Party which was formed 
:lnCI' the well·knuwn [sarisl i\ll.Inil"eslo of October 
17 , IflOa, lIe wriles: ·'All of us have learned, from 
lhe histury we we re tuu~ht at school. Lhat this 

I W, Laqucur, 'Tf,e F(lin of tlte Rcuo/llliou. II//Ilr/nctalio"s IIf 
Suuirl I1; j /ury, New York, 19G7, p, 55, .. 



provocativc and buse manifesto wus a mockery of 
freedom, thai U1C tsa r had ordered: 'freedom for 
the dead, prison for the living'. This epigram is 
false. Under the October Mtlnifcsto , all politicol 
part ies were permitted to func ti on, the Duma waS 
called into ex.is tence, and an honest and w ide 
amnesty wus g ranted :' I 

Our inventor has certainl y sparl..>(1 no I'OSY colour 
in puinting his picture of the IS lu 's concession 
which was wrested from him by the m aSSCS, A, Tir, 
ko,·a· WiIliams , a well-known journalis t at thllt 
lime and a member of the Central Commi ttee of 
the L(lcicl Party (Constitutional Democratic Party), 
years lal cr described Ihc situation in Russia fo l
lowing the October Manifesto as roll ows: "The old 
syste m has not collapsed . The tsar, and his court. 
the ministries , the pl'O vincia l adminislruliun huvc 
"l'muincd intnc l. " A specia l eleeloral law was 
issued ful' the Slate Duma, .' Amidst Ihe gencral 
t'xci lemenl unel intoxication , even those whu hnd 
desired to sce the people I'clll'csented in the l('gisla
turl! failed to appreciate it After all it was only 
11 Dumn ... whilc c"c rybody was shouting IhaL lhc 
new system could be sel lIl) onty by a ConsLituent 
Assembly:' 2 

Thus, to juuge f rom his views , Solzhenitsyn 
clcnrly belongs to the extreme right wing of lhe 
Ca(le ts. He sheds bi tLer lears o\'er IIll' rMte that 
bureH all the bourgcuili purties in Russin ufter lilt' 
lireat October Soci alist Hc"ulution , Il is well 
knuwn lhal in thc Cidl \VIlI' 11Ial fnlll)\\'t'd, al s la kc 
was the ,'ery cxistence uf the ~rcn test g:li n Lh al 
working people had C"CI' achiel'ed throughoul 

I A, SobhUlihyn. G"fag Archi/lat0l.0, Paril, 197!, p, 195, 
7 A. TirkO"i"Willlnms, No. pUlfllIl.:/t I.: ,,"ubode (011 Ihl! RUIlI1~ 
to r'Tl:l:dum), New York, 1952, pp. 215, 2~8, 
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history- Sovicl power. In thal war bollt foreign 
and domestic counter-revolution consolidated 
their forces. The Cadets were among the many 
open and secret conspirators against the Soviet 
gOl'cfmDcnl , nnd naturally they were deall with 
harshly by lite RevoJution which was Dghting (or 
its own survh'al. History has connrmcd the correct 
ness of tbe measures tal.en by the Soviet govern 
ment agninst its enemies. 

According to Solzhenitsyn the armed conspiru · 
tOts , members of various while "govel'nments," 
were peaceful people who had heen badly treated 
by the SOl'iet government without any good rca · 
son. He writes: "One of the first blows was direc· 
ted nt the Cadets (who under the tSal' were regal" 
ded as the worst plague of the revolution , anel 
under the prolelariun rule as the worst plague of 
the reactionaries) ." The last part of the sentence 
is a correct statement of fact; certain Cadets 
were pill on trial I'M their criminnt activities , in
cluding 28 invo lved in the cuse known as "The 
Tactical Centre" (Ule trial was held in August , 
1020 in l\'{oscow). They were charged with conspi· 
racy and were eon ... icted , but . considering that the 
Civil Wnr wos on lhp. wane . the court ruled thal 
Lhe prisoners be put in a concentration camp unLi I 
Lhe end of the war. " For what crime?" asks Sol
zhenitsyn any years latcr- about the court sen · 
tence passed on those who had been working Lo 
overLhrow Soviet power. " In modern scienliRr. 
language." he continues , "whaL they were actually 
doing was studying ltUm'nate possihilities." 

Who were these Cadets anyway, who accortliog 
to Solzhenitsyn weTe innocent of aoy crime? lIere 
Sol1.henitsyn throws orr all sense of restraint: " In· 
tellectuals, who were close to the Cadets were 
scooped lip in droves alHI sent to jail. \VhAt ducs 
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' close to the endcls' menn? It menns Lhnt Lhey 
were neither monarchists nor socialists: they 
were scientists, university professors , artists, writ
ers and practically aU the engineers. As n matter 
of fact, all those intellectuals who were not ex
tTemist a ll thors , theologians or theoreticians of so
cialism, in other words 80 per cen t of the intellec
tual force of the cOllntry , fell inlo Uml group of 
the intelligentsia which was 'close to the Cad
cts '." I RenJly , Mr. Solzhcnitsyn l The Cadet lead
ers probably did not cvcn dream of having sllch 
n strong fo llowing. Here are some facts. In the 
Duma of Ihe last (fourth ) convocation, for exlUll
pie, out of a total of about 450 deputies. 59 were 
Cadets nnd those who stood close to them , 2 In 
the elections to the Constituent Assembly the 
Cadets received only 4.7 per cent of the voles. S 
As for the social composition of the party, Tir
kava-Williams probably knew better: she wrote 
that " the backbone of the Cadets is the landed 
gentry" and therefore " as the ruling class they 
would have been part of the power machine nnd 
they would hnve wielded political power which 
their ancestors did long before them." 4 

As we know , the quest'ioD of powcr is the most 
important one in any Te,·olu tion . Thus the repres
sion against the more active counter-revolutiona
ries- the Cadets-is explained, not by their being 
members of the intelligentsia. which is nonsense 
Jlnd obvious fa lsification. but by the necessary 

I A. Sol~henitllyn. (rlllag Archipelago. Paris, 1975. pp. 89, 
S,Q6, 44. 
J P. MlHukl)v. Op. cil .• p. 396. 
S L. Spirin. Klass, i pattii v gra:hdarultoi VOUllI v RosstJ', 
J917-1920 (Classes and Parties in the Civi l Wl'lr in RUS3in), 
M05eOW, 1968, p. 85. 
t A. Tirkova-William~. 0/1. cit., p. 245. 



s lI'uggle ngninsl those of the represenlnlivcs of 
the old ru ling class who had refused 10 lay down 
their arms. The re pressive measures laken 
aga ins t the "Tncticnl Centre," which 50lzhcnitsyn 
so loud ly hemmlns , did nCll represcnl the principnl 
mel hod used by the Soviet government in dealing 
with members of the old ruling class, which wns 
perlluasion. 

To sny that the Cadels made up 80 pcr cen t or 
the intclligen ls in, m' a t ROY c"ent , a ll the engi
neers- this is an obvious lie. T he "cr~' idea Ih a l 
political power in the country wns now in the 
hands of the working people seems 10 drive 501-
zhenitsyn mad : "0, bards of the 20's, who represent 
them with such a turbulence of joyl But how can 
a nyone forget them once he has come in contact 
with them- even a little. even just in childhood! 
Those mugs, those muzzles who persecuted lhe 
engineers. In the 20's they grew fat on this . And 
now we see that they did Sf) back in HUS." (pp. 
,'W5·346) Suc h is the form f} f expression to which 
closs haired can lead- the truly genetic closs hai 
red of l'I descendant of a fam ily that had 1051 its 
property d uring the re\'oluliltn. Where are Sol
zhenitsyn 's professed ideals of " humili ty ," which 
'Ves lern propaganda is making sO much of? 

The boo k is Illlcd with impolent fu ry over the 
fac t thnl a socialist I·e,·oiution has taken place ilL 
Russia . Aod as may be expected, the !lu thor holds 
up the Unit ed Siaies and some other countries 
where there is no socia li sm os the fin esl countries 
in the wo rld . But. as we shall sec Intel', the s tate 
of "Ifairs in the United States do IIO! at all suit 
Solzhenils), n . who s lands much (u r ther to the 
right than tht: cap itali st class in that country. 
Ncverthelcss h e was p leased with the fnet thai 
there is no revolu tion in the Un ited Sta les . He has 
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high prnisc fOJ" nn old anLj-Sovicteer who 11£1(1 
shared R prison cell with him nnd who , long be
fore the First World War. had lived in the Uni
led Stn les and Canada. "The (ree Rnd easy way 
or life in these countries quite ove\"whelmed" 501-
zhcnitsyn's erstwhile cell-mate, whose conclusion 
, .. -as that "there will be no proletarian revolution 
in these countries , and there is no necessity (or 
such a revolution there" (po 200). And then there 
is their democracy, including "the 6lh Amendment 
to Ihe US Constitution under which ' no one is 
llllowed to testify against himself.' Not allowed! 
(The same is true o( the Bill of Rights of the 17th 
century)" (p. 1 t 2). 

Here our author shows his poor knowledge of 
history . He apparently does not know that the 
Bill of Rights was adopted at the end oC the 18th 
century nnd thnt the 5th Amendment is part of 
this document. This provides an ilIuminflting 
comment on the erudition of n man who under
lakes to judge history, and on the factual side of 
his writing. An eighth grader in a Soviet school, 
who studies this subject in his history classes , 
would get a bad mark for not knowing this. But 
the important point here is that by reviling the 
October Revolution Solzhenitsyn consciously 
seeks 10 obscure the fact that in any revolution 
the rights of those formerly in power are restric
led. 

The AmeriCAn revolution at the end of the 18th 
century was far from idyllic for those who oppo
sed it. As th e llistoriAn Herbert Apthcker has 
jlointed out: 

"There were, dllring the Revolution , perhaps 
000,000 to 700,000 people who were loyal to the 
King. and of these, many thousands werc adive 
in Asserting that loyalty. From them, Ihe Revolu-
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tionisls . including Jefferson, look away the right 
Lo yote or hold office; they were forbidden to 
teach or to preach or to practice any profession. 
Those, who were wealthy, found their properL)' 
confiscated (wi thout trial); many suffered serious 
physical harm; many were jailed (without trial ) 
and served long years of forced labour ; some 
were executed (including some without trial ); the 
presses of the Tories were confiscated; over 
100,000 of Ulcm were forced into exile ... 

" Here was a living question of nIl kinds o( 
rights- press, speech, assemblage, suffrage, due 
process of law, etc.- and they were deliberately 
denied scores of -thousands of people (or some 12 
to 13 years. But if there is one word denouncing 
or deprecating this in the writings of Jefferson or 
Madison or Monroe or Henry or W'ashington, or 
the Adamses, this writer, after prolonged search
ing, has failed to uncover it." ! 

That is how the American revolution deall 
with its enemies from the right, nol doubting for 
a moment the legitimacy of such ac tions. As a 
result of this revolution the United States consti
tution , together with the Bill of Rights and other 
legal documents, was adopted. The constitution 
was adopted through a "clever nnd deceptive" 
electoraJ system whereby a mere 100,000 votes, 
the popUlation of the United Stales being (our 
million at that time. were needed for its adOI)lion 
(altogether J GO,OOO took part in prcsidcntiaJ elec
tions in those years) . Such is the origin of Ameri
can democracy which is so dear to fhe "dis
sidents," a democracy which dcpri"cd Ule over
whelming majority of the right to "olc. 

I H. Aptheker. Tho Nut/Ire of Democracy, Freodom (/lid 
ROllO/Ii/ioll, New York, 1967, p. II. 
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Gulag ArcllipelogQ brings to n logical conc

lusion what was outlined first in Augusl. J9t4. 
The hook is the manifesto of n vicious enemy of 
the Russian people. We read on page 277: 

"There is a simple trulh , hut it must be suf· 
fered ami Jived through: in war il is not viclories 
but defeats that must be blessed. Fo r it is govern
ments Ulat need "ictorjes, the people need de
feals ... The ,-iclary of Ole Russian troops at Pol
lava brought nothing but misfortune to Russin: 
two centuries of grea t strain. ruin .and slavery. 
nnd more wars . .. \Ve are so used to being proud 
of our victory over Napoleon that we leave Qui 
fl. very importanl thing: it is because of lhal vic
tory that the emanc.ipation 01 peasllnts did noL 
lake place half :1 century earlier, it is because 
of this victory lhat the Russinn tsar, whose posi
lion became much stronger than before, managed 
to smash the Decembl'ists. (As for the French, 
Ihey could not possibly have occupied Russia )." 

Tbis monstrous hodgepodge needs no olher 
comment but this: that in making thi,s admission 
of ha.lred for c\'erylhing that is sacred 1,0 a Rus
sia.n. the slanderer has exposed himseJr. 

The above-quoted passage may be regarded as a 
kind of introduction 10 Solzhenilsyn's treatment 
of the Great Patriotic War or the Soviet people 
11941-19(5). It is hard to beli('\·e. but he is genuine· 
ly sorry that we won n victory in the life-and·death 
struggle with Nazism and saved humanity from 
Nazi enslavement. The Soviet people rejoiced in 
the victory which finally clime on May 9, HI4!'i. 
but for Solzhenitsyn "Ihal wearisome spring 
wiLh its music of Victory mBrchcs become thc 
spring of retribution for my generation" (p . 244). 
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Elsewhcre in the book he says: "My God, could 
we rcally h:l\'1! missed it all? Whilc we were 
lrampling the mud of bridgeheads, crouching in 
bomb craters and peering through stereo-binocul
ars while hidden in the bushes, another crop or 
youth has grown up and is now on the move l 
lllilere is it mO\'ing? Not by any chance in a di
rection that we would not have dared 10 think 
or moving? For we were brought up differently. 
Our generAtion of men will r eturn home , hand ill 
their wcapons and, clinking their medals, proudly 
tell about combut episodes, while their younger 
brothers will only screw up their faces and think 
'oh , what lubbers you must all be!' " (p. GOO). 
That, according to Solzhenitsyn, was what the 
Soviet youth thought and spoke of in the years 
that followed the war! 

And whereas Soviet soldiers in the Great Pat
riotic \-Var did wrong, according to Solzhenitsyn, 
because they did not allow the enemy to defent 
Ihem and because Ihey successfully defended 
thcir country and liberated the people of Europe , 
our enemies. in his book, were endowed with 
every imaginable virtue. Among them were the 
lrnilors- Vlasov and his followers- who pointed 
their guns at their own people. By joining the 
Wehrmacht they . too, allegedly "strove to assert 
themselves and to tell the world about their for
midable ex perience; Ihal they also nre P. small 
part of Russia and want to playa r(lle in its fu 
ture" (p. 200) . There is JUS! one hitch here: "The 
smug And arrognnt Germ.lOs would allow them 
to die for their Reich, but wonld not allow them 
eyen to think ubou! an independent destiny or 
Russia" (p . 267). What a pity that Solzhenitsyn 
had no! becn appointed adviser 10 lhe l;olihrcr. Ill! 
could ha\"c put HiUer right. 
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Many )luges in the book are t1c\'olcd 10 n dcs
cription of Ule noble-hearled Vlasovitcs, and as 
(or their leader, General Andrei Vlasov , our 
Bulhor ran ou l of words of praise. or coursc he 
blamed ot hers (ur VI:tslw'!4 bungling nnd leading 
Ius 2nd Strik ing Force in 1942 slraigh t into lhe 
arms of the Germ ans . Anel he compares Vlasov's 
:loci Army 10 S()m~ono\"s 2nd Army which "had 
been plunged inlo enci rclemen t ill thc some reck
less munner." .. \ s is known, the Soviet Supreme 
Command made Irememlous elTorls 10 rescue Ihe 
orrtccrs and mcn who came to grier through Via
sov's incompe tence. Alany of them managed to 
escape, but without their commander, although 
a special detachment had been sent to find him, 
"Unlike Samsono\' ," w rites Solzhen itsyn. "Vlaso\' 
did not commi t suicide." For the Germans needed 
him. "Whal UICY did nol hove was a real figure 
10 flll the gHp. And it was Vias"" who did if" 
tp·2r,8) . 

In Ihis conlext, the author mnkes one of the 
mosl shUllleruus statements in his book: "This 
wa r has showed us that the wont thing in the 
world is to be a Russian" (p. 261 ). Solzhenitsyn 
includes in this category all the soldiers and offic
ers of the Red Army who fought 10 the last in 
Ihe struggle against fascism. They m ust have 
been nghling against their w ill thougb this , of 
course, was known only to Solz.henitsyn 10 whom 
"the " ictol'Y fit Sialingrad wns clue to the penni 
S(IUluls" (p . 92) . 

As Cor lhe Germans, they were of course e:t
ceedlngly kino and charitable c\'crywhere, in
cluding Ihe concentration camps (p. 142). As (or 
Ihe ir trealmen t o( Soviet prisoners or war, " it 
wns not the GCrTnllDS that were Rt fault. The 
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tr(.uble is thal the USSR does not recognize the 
Russian signalm-c on tbe Hague convcntion on pri~ 
soners of war" (p. 225). The Hague com'ention 
had been signed by old Russia; as to the Geneva 
convention of 1 {)29. the USSR did nOI sign it 
because onc of its clauses provides for the segre
gation of POW's according to race. To recognize 
the convention in that form would be to agree, 
to some extent. with the raci:,tist policy or the 
Nazis. This is something which the Soviet Union 
wCluld not do. Hillel' distorted the t'casons for 
the So\'iet refusal Lo sign the Genevt\ con\'cntion 
and used il in his propaganda. But even if the 
Soviet Union had signed the convention , lhis 
would certain ly not have deterred the Nazis from 
committing the monstrous crimes Ihey did against 
those who had fallen into their hands. As we 
all know, Naz i Germany trampled underfoot 
mllny international agreements nnel con\'Cntions 
during the last war ... 

Th" whole of the CIlla!} Archipelago, from first 
pnge to lnst, is one continuous chain of slander 
about our people, slander which has surpassed 
the wildest im'entions of the Western SO\'ietoiog
isis. A piain statemen t of the essence of Solzhc
nitsyn's \'lews. as given ahove, can on ly arouse 
anger and indignation in all honest men , in the 
Soviet Union and elsewhere in the world. Solzhe· 
nitsyn nnd those who are wlUI him are probably 
awnre of this, ror they clothe thei r slonder with 
irresponsible llnd provocative discussions of a 
subject which deeply pains us: the violation of 
socialist legality in the yenrs of the personality 
cult. Solzhenitsyn is trying to rub salt into old 
wounds and by stirring up em otions to make peo~ 
pie pay attention to his slander aboll l the USSR 
nnd nbollt socinlism in general. 
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This is a sepllTllte question in itself , [lnd about 
this question there can be no ambiguity. It is nol 
a matter of seeking excuses for what happened ; 
lhel'C arc no excuses. Crimes had been committed 
ltga inst many Sov iet people . amI great damage 
had been done \0 OUI" cOllnl"TY . 

But this is our affa.ir, ou r sorrow lind our pnin . 
And it is vile . for the purpose of l"itilln ting the 
bored philistine in the West in seurch of excite
ment, to speculate on the memory of those who 
perished in the period of the peniOnality cult. In 
the years Lhal h :\\'e elapsed s ince thai time there 
have been no violations of socialist legll.lity. 

An article in Pravda 011 the publication abroad 
of Gulag Arcl!ipelago points ou l the following: 
" Wes tern propaganda is trying 10 suggest thlll 
Solzhenitsyn's books are not published in the 
Soviet Union because he tells the truth ahout 
some drum Hli c episodes in the hi stury of Ihe 51)
\'iel slale, nota bl y abuut tbe ilIcS~1I repress ions. 

"This is malie ious slande r. The Communist 
Party of the Sovie t Union hilS openly and uncom
promisingly eritic izcd the violations of socialisl 
legality iu connection with the personality cult; 
it has fully restored Leni nist principles and stand
ards ill Pal"ty work and in society . and bas taken 
steps to Cllsurc the g rowth of socialisl democracy , 

'; 111 our country a number of lit erary works 
have been puhlished containing c riticism of short
comings ,,0<1 m ishlkcs of the pust , ~lnd the Soviet 
public hus responded [lusith'cly to these wor ks 
because the ir authors try to I)resent truth instead 
of taking u one -sided "iew uf things . Hnd without 
losing: a se nse of hislol'icai perspeelive. 

"As for Solzbenitsyn . he deals wit h these ques
tions from nn entirely difTuent position . He is 
tTying to prove thllt Ihe v iolations of icsa lily were 
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not 0 dcviation from the norms or socialist society. 
but they stemmcd from the very nature of socia
lism_" 1 

Moreover. Ihc tragedy in Ute history or our 
country is for Solzhenilsyn an occasion for jeering 
at and gloating over what people had gone 
through who had been imprisoned but who have 
retai ned their faith in the Party. There is noL one 
word showing respect Cor such men in the thick 
book. Only mockery. Solzhcnitsyn has other idols 
- people whom he met in prison. One of Ihem was 
"a German, tall amI young, amI silent (11111.1 be· 
cause he did not speak a word oC Russian)" (p. 
:j{)4). That "si lent" young man was a German IlCC

pilot who had Caught in Ihe last war against the 
So\'iet Union and who had s trafed women lind 
children, a war crimimtl who WIIS jailed fl,lt his 
crimes. 

Another criminal who confided in Sull.heni LSrll 
wns a Romunian sabuleur whu, in his own \\'nr·']s. 
had wurked his way into a So\'iet parachute (lc pflL 
:mu there , "at break-neck speed , in abl,lut eight 
hours spuiled two thousand parnchutes." This 
was how he carried out his assignment. He had 
" teaned a ladder against the stacks of chutes and . 
without disturbing Ule covers," cuI Ihe main 
shro ud-lines down to "(our-fifths of their thick· 
ncss" wilh his sciSSors , so that it would snap in 
the air. Did it really happcn '! No t likely (rirlel' n 
seconds per parachute!) However. lile wtJrds of 
th at slluoLeur impn:sscd Sulzhenilsyn .. , ' I destruy
ed II whole Su,·icl airbornt! dh' ision!" he suit! with 
a glint in his eyes" (p. (01 ) . 

Let us nssume (01" a momenl that whllt thal 
Romanian said was true, and thai on baling oul 

I f'ru lldrt, J anuary I~, WH. 
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the Soviet soldiers lost theil' li ves , Well , probably 
not 2,000 men . Let us for the sllkc of argumcnt 
say that at lens! ODC Soviet soldier , some young 
fellow crouched in h is jump, wiUI a slIbmaehine 
gun in his h a nds and w ith his pack on his s hould
ers, mel his deat h as the result of the enemy's 
cunning. \Vhal shou ld one call the man who WIIS 
responsible for Ule death of Ulis soldier ? Here 
is Sol?hcnilsyn's answc.·: " You won ' l sec Illlulher 
hero like Ihis one in the whole of this long prison 
chron ic.lc. I O\'CT Ihe cic\'en yea rs thul ( spent in 
pr ison , in camp and in exile I h ad only onc such 
encounter , while ol hers may have had no such 
encounLers at aLI. Our mass· produced comics urc 
fouling ollr youth when they suy Ihut all the stule 
security organs do is cutch such people" (p. ti02) . 
Only a scoundrel is capable IIf such cynicism and 
s UCI'i leGc ! 

But Ihnt was nol a momentary uuli)ul'St of spite. 
h is a pllrt of the straLegy or lhi.~ Cato of mudern 
limes: Ihe Soviet Union mus t be de.sll·oycd ! Every 
actiun toward s this end is good, and Lhose in the 
\Vest who arc s low about cu rry ing out thi.\l goal 
deserve the most severe criticism. \Vhy , asks un 
enraged Solzhen itsyn , did th e Wc.st fail 10 Lake 
act ion against the Soviet Unio n towards the end 
of Ule war on a sca le comm ensurate with Ihe mi
IB ury m ight of the United Slalcs and Britain , 
si nce there were plenty oC " heroes" li ke Ihal des · 
piCllblc scuundrel , the Runt:lnian s:lbotcur? 

" In their own countries ." Solzhenitsy n gues on , 
"Huose"elt and Churchill lire rcga l'dcu liS models 
uf s tatesmanship. Bul (rom OU I' prison cells we 
Russians coulc1 clearly see their obvious political 

I ThUll rar unly two of the ptanned seven parts of Gulllg 
A"hi/lclrtgo have been published (p. 416). 
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Ilear-sightedncss bordering on stupidity . How 
could they, skidding down from 1941 to 1045. fail 
to provide security and independence for Enstem 
Europe? How could they give up the vast territo
des in Saxony and Thuringia in e..'l:changc for thaI 
ridiculous toy of a Berlin divided into four lOncs 
(thei r future heel of Achilles)? ... This was sup
poscd 10 be Ule payment to Slalin for his ngrec
menl to participate in the war against Japan . And 
cven when they had an atomic bomb in their ha nds, 
they s till went on paying Stalin ". Wh a t is th l!! 
but (loor political strategy '? And in lal cl' yea rs 
when l\hkolajczyk was ol1sled, when nene~ (md 
Masnryk dicd . when Berlin was besieged, when 
Budapes t WaS choking in flames , wbcn Korea wus 
a mass of smouldering ruins , and when the Con
scrvalives showed n clean pair of hecls at SLlC~ .. 
how CQuid H be possible thal even at tha i tim e. 
none of lhem so much Il:S reca.1led the policy pur
succi by Roose'·cll and ehUl'chill !" (p. 2ij!). ) 

Vc ry likely SolzhcnHsyn had lalked like (his III 
people like himself while he was in prison. This , 
inCide ntally , confirms what George Kennull sa it! 
aboul the "dissidents": they are a group of "icious 
renegades who hope that Ule \Vcst will use its 
military might to smash the Soviet Union and will 
do whal Solzhcnitsyn and others like him arc not 
able 10 do. i.e .. 10 destroy communism. The "dis
sidents" m ust have an c>::nggeralL-d nolion about 
whal the " 'est CM, nnd will, do . 

10 his appalling i~noraoce, Solzhcnitsyn has rais 
cd 11 question which has lung since been settled in 
Ihe WcSI , using the al'gumcnts of UlC mos t rabid 
anti-Communists. Signiflcant!y, American reactio
nari es spoke of F.D. Roosevelt in exactly the sante 
terDlS as So lzhenitsyn . One of lheID, George 
Crockel' . in a book pUblished in J 959, wrote: " In .. 



Lhi.!! ' " war ... we find Franklin O. Roosc\'eil a1· 
most invariably charging ahend un the side of So· 
viet Russia . In facl his support was Ihe &ine qua 
non of its successful launching. His mission . which 
he performed implacably, was to put weapons in 
Sial in's hands and, with American military might. 
10 demolish all of the dikes Ihal held back the 
pressing tides of Commuoist expansion in Europe 
and Asia ... 

"The American people . living In a thickening 
miasma of propaganda diffusing oul from the 
White House, had little understanding that what 
Roosevelt and Hopkins were seeing in th eir 
crystal ball was the domination of Europe by 
Communist Russia." I 

The withdrawal of US troops from Ihe Soviet 
occupation zone in Germany, and the entry of the 
USSR into the war with Japan had long been a 
subject of discussion in the West, ami not only 
among anli-Communists, but a lso, especially 
shortly after the war, among American scholars 
who had failed to grasp the meaning of the 
C\'ents of those years. 

During the MacCarthy years this campaign 
reached its peak. Official circles in the United 
States had had to explain the true motives or 
American foreign pelky and to restrain the po
litical advcnturisls who demanded immediale mi
litary action against the Soviet people. Govern
ment lenders in the United Stales could not hnvc 
known, of course, that in those years sympathiz
crs with MacCarthyism who were in Soviet pri
sons were cursing the West for not displaying 
eno ugh anti-communisl fen'our. "'We railed at 

• G. Crocker. RQQsevtll'. Roml /u Uuuiu, Chlcnso, I05U. 
PI'. :!1, HII. 
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Churchill and Rooseveh," says Solzhenlfsyn, I . we 
compl ained aboul the West because Stalin dared 
to blockade Berlin I and could get away with it 
with flying colours." (p, 5(8). The provocateur:. 
behind bars were dismayed to think Lbat the So
viet people . who h ad just come ou t of a hard ·won 
war, were no t being forced to Oght It war with 
invading imperialists! 

The ' fac i that relations between the West and 
the USSR did nol reach a state of crisis that 
could lead to a war is explained, not by a sudden 
outburst of love for peace on the part of the 
leaders of the United ' States and Br itai n , bul by 
the baJa,nee of power between imperial ism _. and 
soc ia lism which was then es tablished than ks to 
the great feat of the Soviet people and their Red 
Army in the wa r of 1941-1945. Full realization of 
this fnct in Washington and London led to the 
agreement between the 'Vest and the Soviet Union. 
an agreement whi ch enraged Solzhenitsyn and 
caused him 10 curse Roosevelt and Churchill for 
their · ·mistakes ." But it was not a question of the 
American and British leaders making mistakes; it 
was just that they understood the great ~LrCDgJI 
of the Sovi~t. 'Union, 

What Solzbenitsyn proposes bela tcdly in his 
book- Dot to withdraw the US troops from parts 
of Saxony and Thuringia which they had occupied 
towards Ule end of the war, and which under a 
tripartite treaty were included in the Soviet occu
pation zone- fully co incides wi th Churchill's in
tentions in those days. On June 4, 1945 he sent B 

hysterical cable to Truman saying that he "viewed , 

I A reference 10 the mCll5ures taken by the Soviet ndmi_ 
nislraliflo in 190(8-1949 to n:strict entry info Weal Berlin 
owing 10 pJovGearive actions taken by the Wah:m powers. 
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with profound misgivings the retreat or the Arne· 
rican army to our line or occupation ill . the 
Cen tral Sec tor, Ihus bringtng the Soviet ·Power 
inlo the heart of Western Europe and the: descent 
of an iron curtain between us and every thing to 
Ihe eastward." L Churchill insi sted thai this ques · 
lion be discussed with a view to bringing pressure 
to bear upon the USSR. ~ 

Truman sought the counsel of h is military 
chiefs. In his cable to the PT~idenl , scn r from 
Germany, Dwight- D. Eisenhower said: ·'ITo me, 
sDch an attitude seemed indefensible . I was cer· 
lain , and was always supported in this attitude by 
the War Department , that 10 lilart oCT our first 
direct association wilh Russia on the basi!! of reo 
rusing to carry out an arrangement in whioh the 
good faith of our government was involved would 
wreck the whole c'o·operative ·attemp t a t its very 
beglnrting ." J In His memoirs Truman fra nkly wrote 
the ' following about his decision to withdraw US 
troops: 

"'I took this position nfter consultn tions with 
our' military chiefs, .. There were powerful mili· 
tary considerations which we co uld nol and should 
not disregard." 4 What kind of co nsiderations? 

On instructions from their gO\lernments · the m i· 
litary chiefs of Britain and the United Slates , tong 
hefoie the end of hostilities aga.lnst t.he Axis 
powers, began to study the question of the pos· 
sibility of starl ing a war against the Soviet Union'. 
The US Joint Chiefs of Staff, fot its part , came to 

I H . Trwn:l.n . M~moir., Vol. I , New York, )\16(,. p. 33r.. 
2 Ibid. 
, D. Eiscnhower. GT14Jade j " EitTO/ll1, New York, 1961, p. 
474 . 
• H. Truman. O~. cil ., p.332 . .. 



the conclusion that it would be impossible to win 
" war against the USSR. This cunclusion. made 
on the eve or the three-power summit conferences 
at Yalta and Potsdam, contained an analysis or 
the political possibilities of the United States in 
the international arena. It was just not strong 
enough to pursue a policy of diktat. 

On the other hand. Churchill. who WtiS then 
British Prime Minister, was prepared 10 slart n 
new crusade against communism without delay. 
But since Britam diu nol have the strength for 
that, the generals in that country had a hard time 
restraining this venturous politician. The pros
pecb for bringing pressure to bear on the Soviet 
Union were gloomy indeed. The Chief of the Bri
tish [mperlal General Staff, FIeld Marshal Alan
brooke made this entry in his diary, on May 24, 
1945: "This evening I went carefully through the 
Planners' report on the possibility of taking on 
Russia shoultl trouble arise in our future discus
sions with her. \Ve were instructed to carry out 
this investigation. The idea is, or course, fantastic 
and the chances of success quite impossible. There 
is no doubt that from now onwards Russill is all· 
powerful in Europe." I 

The fact thai the Imperialists were not power
rul enough to wage a war against LIS was not sume 
kind of miracle, sent down from heaven , but the 
rClluit of the policy we have followed from Lhe 
time of the revolution . Under the leadership of 
the Party our people have transformed the coun
try; tbey have 1iquidated Ihe harsh legacy of U1C 

foreign military intervention and the Civil War, 

t A. Kryllnl . Tile Triumph in lhe lVC'.I'l, Lundun , 19;)tI. 
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huill ;t power(ul economy. nnd 1U'l.\'c brought the 
counlry to Ihe forefront of science , technology 
Ilnd culture. Only he who does not want to see 
wha t Russia was under Isarism and under tht' 
bourgeois rule. and what it has become under the 
Commun ists. could nod solace in the hope thai 
Ihe 'Vest would try to cross swords with our 
country anel to settle co ntroversial issues by fo rce. 
AI a ny rale . Churchill and Roose\'ell and many 
other stotesmen in later years saw furl her ond 
more clearly than the "d issiden ts ." They realized 
thai that would be a. ~uic ida.1 undertaking. What 
happened to Nazi Germany senoed as a warning 
c\'en for political blockheads, Bnd the impotence 
of the alomic bomb in settling outstanding issues 
with the existing correlation of forces in the 
world, had been convincingly pro,'en by We~tern 
strategists, 

Military experts in capitalist countries ha,'e 
been carefully studying the figures showing the 
economic potential of the socialist countries. The 
reality that stands behind these figures fills them 
wit h II. feeling of respect and none of them would 
sny as Sol:r.henitsyn does in his book: "Someday 
soon, somebody will write a history of the techno
logy of these years! He will give you all sorts oC 
examples Rnd illustrations. He will also gh!e a 
proper analysis of your convulsive fi\'(!.-year-plan
in-rour-years. " \Ve will then learn a bout how 
all the best projects were doomed, and how the 
worst ones were invariably carried out and in the 
worst possible way. But what can you expect if 
the hunweiplngs have been put in charge of ex
perts in diamond cutting?" (po 38G.) 

If any of the Sovietologists in the West" should 
adopt this "analysis" he would immediately lose 
his job. Obviously real facts are needed in work· .. 



ing out nny policy; oth erwise the policy will come, 
to gr:e(, But at the same time Westcrn press. radio . 
nnd televis ion are ciescribing Solzhenitsyn, with. n 
fervour which is highly prontnble for them. as 
.!lome kind of monopolist Ion "truth" about tnc 
USSR. The mercenary scriblers and the rals~fiers 
ut radio and television s tations kno w "cry well 
th a I the man lies . yet they are b·ying hard to pre
sent the lies as truth . What they are doing is ful 
tuling a social order handed down to them from 
the most react:onary quarters in Weslern cou n
tries - to "ilify socialism, to smear il by all pos
sibl e m eans. 

Unfortunately the world has already for de
cades suffered from the effects of the "cold war," 
nnd therefore the. study Of its origin is no idle 
pastime. Like lhe anti-communist propagandists, 
the "dissid ('nts" ma intai n that none olher than 
Ihe Sodet Union is to blame for. tJlC sod s tote of 
alTa irs in the world . And this is the central theme 
uf Gulag A.rchipelago. 

But such a view has JOhg been rejectt!d by Wes
tern hlstorians. One can say with confidence that 
in recen t years Amel'ia.an historiography does not 
suppor t " jews such ·ruJ those expound ed by Sol
zhenitsyn. 

The ·policy of the Sovie t UniQtl had indeed been 
interpreted Jhat , w.ay ·by some statesmen in 
Wash ington in the late 1940's a nd early 1950's. 
But even al tbat time. when the "cold war'l was 
at its lleight, many scholars disagreed with such 
an interpreta tion or Soviet policy . ' They, said 
Dea n Acheson, who was Secretary of Stole in 
those years , "challenged the belief which I 
shared with the plarlDBrs that th e Kremlin gave 
top priority to world domination in their scheme 
of things , They con tended tbat we attributed more .. 



of 1\ Tt-ol!kyite than Leninist view to Stalin ... " I 

The treatment the dissenting scholars received at 
the hands of Washington's political elite was 
rough: they were sacked. "Bul," continued Ache· 
son summing up this episode in his memoirs, pub· 
lished in J 969, "0 decade and a half later 0 schonl 
of academic criticism has COflcludcd tllut we over· 
reacted to Stalin ... This mny be .true," ~ 

This "overreacting" led to a ttempts to restore 
the "sanitary cordon" in Europe , This , inciden1al· 
Iy, was the main cause of the RerEn crisis. All thai 
has been carefully documented in numerous stu· 
dies by htslorians belonging to the above men· 
lianed school of historiography in the United Sin· 
tes, such as G. Kolka . W. A. Willitrms, and O. Fie· 
mingo 

The ideas and notions of the "dissidents" col· 
lapse as soon as they come in contnct with facts; 
moreover, they do not accord with the ,' iews held 
by historians in tbe West today, On the oiller 
hand. they fit in well with anti·communist pro· 
paganda of l.he cheapest kind dt!signcd ror people 
who do not know any beUer. And suc h idens and 
notions can be used by reactionaty forces in the 
West. not for tbe purpose or policy planning (the 
rea l worth 01 the "dissidents" is well known 
among government circles in the West) I but in 
their "psychological warfare" whose only wea· 
pons are lies and slander. That is why the "dis· 
sidenls" arc given not jus t crocodile tears over the 
fate of the "fighters" against communism, but also 
flnanclal handouts. Solzhenltsyn had, in 1973, 1,n 

I D. Acheson. PUJCtIl. tll 1111 CTlation, New York, 1969, p. 
158. 
t Ibid. 
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million dollars on his bank accounts in Switzer
land . Each onc of these dollars is cO\'crL"(! with 
dirt. 

The Dregs of the Scientific 

and Technological Revolution 

Thc scientific and technolog ical revolution posel! 
serious social problems. In the Wes t joy over the 
opportunities offered by science and technotogy 
often turns into a deep pessimism as people begin 
to ponder over the evil purposes which the won
ders of the 20th century may be made to serve in 
the hands of morally corrupt men. How should 
soddy be organ ized? How should the stu pendous 
achievemen ts of science be integra ted into human 
society without destroying it? Concerning this 
question there have sprung up various concep
tion.!! of "technocracy" which equate technical 
knowledge with an ab ility to manage society. 

The extravagant claims made by Ule advoca tes 
or technocracy are a subject of .!!tudy by futuro
logists and of ridicule by science fiction writers. 
In hi.!! story "Absolute Technocracy" Lino Aldani . 
one or the fathers of science ficli on, sa tirizes the 
nolion of technocracy through bis hero: 

"Stcve began to reneCl on technocracy .... 
There wns a lime when buman SOCiety was hardly 
organized af all; the most incompetent people 
were made eXeculi"es while someone of great in
tellectual ability migh t spend his whole life in 
miserable condi tions . Anyway. thai was whal the 
text·books said. Barbarism nourished in the 20th 
cen tury. Power wa.!! held, not by technical experts . .. 



but by politicians- a breed of men afflicted with 
megalomania and excessive fervour . It disap· 
peared with the coming of Ole era of cybernetics 
and absolul'e technocracy .... Steve did not quite 
understand what was so good about absolute 
technocracy. He knew just one thing, namely, 
that absolute technocracy was considered a real 
blessing to mankind. He grew up with n religious 
reverence for society 's laws and accepted them 
as instinctively as a ch.ild learns 10 speak." I 

Steve. an imaginary man of the future, was in 
a tragicomical situation. fiis thoughts on techno
cracy came to him as he was taking in subjects 
including non·euclidian geometry and the theory 
of relativity, to qualify for the job of second
grade streel sweeper. Aldani invites the readers to 
have a good laugh at the excesses to which the 
lheory of technocracy would logicalJy lead. They 
are laughable, hut not at all funny. 

The characters in our story are far more clever 
ilian the simple·minded Steve. They know exactly 
what the blessings of technocracy arc. It is tru e 
that SolzhenitsyD. a mathematician by training. 
and the physicist Sakharov know very little about 
the human sciences. Another thing they do nol 
know is that the Industrial Revolution gave rise 
to anarchism in its day, and the current techno
logical revolution also bas its price-some people. 
for instance, try in vain to find for themselves 
what they would regard as a fitting place in so
ciety. Bul that does not disturb them . In letter to 
the Party and Government leaders, da.ted March 
19, 19iO, Sakharov, touching on some or the most 
complex social questions, attempts to analyze 

I A Moen 0/ TfItInIly Honds . .A Cou'aUlo 0/ Sri,,,,, Fi&tian 
Storit$, lransJated from the Italian, Moscow, 1967, pp. 52-5~. 



them "in the first approximation," as he puts it 
using professional jargon, saying that "the im
portant tiling is, as mathematicians say, to prove 
the theorem that a solution exjsls." Perhaps he 
was hinting at his own importance by using such 
expressions. 

Equipped with a metllOd as precise and appro
priate as that, they build a model of ideal society. 
Solzhenilsyn first took up this difHcult task in 
his AugU.f', 1914, where the heroes taJk about 
what a good thi.og it would be for mankind if 
order were introduced into the disorder in which 
it now lives. Arcbangorodski, 8 successful busi
nessman, addresstng some revolUtionaries, says: 
"There are thousands of you, and it's a long time 
since any of you did some work. Does anybody 
ask why? It is not done. Nor are you exploiters. 
But you have never stopped consuming the na
tional product. It will all be repaid by the revolu
tion, you say" (p. 534). This uncommonly shrewd 
gentleman rejects all known forms of society's 
organization. "DOD't you think that a republic is 
a delicious dish of which you can never have 
enough. A hundred ambitious barristers- the 
greatest gabbers of all-will get together and gab 
their heads off. Anyway, the people won't be ever 
nble to govern itself" (p. 536). 

Solzhenitsyn's basic idea is. therefore. that po
litics and political parties are an unnecessary 
burden for mankind. The "hundred ambitious 
barristers" in the US Senate have sadly blundered. 
While they are wasting tbe taxpayers' money on 
supporting subversive radio slatious tlHlt foul the 
ail' with Solzhenltsyn's poisonous rubbish, Sol
zhenitsyn has already written them 00' as u1lerly 
useless. However, that is tbeil' pl'Oblem. 

Anotber sage, lovingly portrayed in the book .. 



and referred to as an engineer, adds: "\Vbat I 
think is that an Engineers' Association could 
easily become a power in Russia. And it could be 
far more important aod effective than any politi
cal party ... Shrewd, intelligent people do not ad
ministrate-they build and transform. Govern
ment is a dead toad . But if it should stand in the 
nation's way-well, then I guess it would have to 
be taken" (po 527). Well, that did Dot take place , 
Cor the October Revolution occurred in Russia . 
Solzhenitsyn returns to these plans in Gulag Ar
chipelago, and speaks this time for himself. 

Grossly falsifying history, he asserts that the 
dictatorship of the proletariat is spearheaded 
against the technologists. He resorts to demagogy 
by deliberately mixing up the political concept of 
proletarian dictatorship and the actual manage
ment of economy. The October Revolution opened 
up tremendous possibilities for th e development 
of science and technology, but according to Sol
zhenitsyn it was the other way round . "How 
could engineer., accept dictatonhlp from work
ers-their mere helpers in industry, little skilled 
and knowing well neither the physical nor the 
economic Jaws of production. who nevertheless 
installed themselves at the bigges t desks , to tell 
the engineers what to do?" (p. 392). Where could 
Solzhenitsyn have seen this except in the declara
tions of the so-called Workers' Opposition which 
was repudiated by the CommunUit Party? None of 
that notlJense would be worth mentioning but for 
the fact that it throws some light on Solzhenlt
syn's overriding idea that society should be do
minated by technocracy. Although be tried hard , 
SoLzhenitsyn has managed to say no more than 
the hero of the above-mentioned story by Aldani, 
and in very much tbe same way too. Solzhcnitsyn 

" 



writes: "Why shouldn't engineers think it more 
natural fo r sodety to have a pattern putting those 
in the lead who can inleUigently regulate its ac
tivities? (And, excepting moral regulation alone. 
iso' t it all that social cybernetics is aboul? Aren ' t 
professional politicians just boi ls on society's 
neck, preventing it from turning its head freely 
and moving its arms about?) Why shouldn 't en 
gineers have politicaJ views? After all, polities are 
not even a science, they are an empirical field nol. 
described by any mathematical apparatus and 
subject to boot to man's egoism and blind pas
sions" (pp . 392-393). 

So here is Solzhenitsyn's main thesis, which, as 
we have seen, is succinctly stated by a science 
fiction writer in a short satirical story. In Sol
zhellitsyn's case, however, it is presented to us as 
something of an oracle in a novel several hundred 
pages long. 

Since SoLzhenitsyn mentions "!locial cyberne
tics," whatever that is, let us see what Norbert 
Wiener, the founder of cybernetics, thought about 
lhe usefulness of mathematical methods, cyber
netics , etc., to society. Although he was a broad· 
minded man and had a passionate commitment 
to the new hypotheses, Wiener was well aware 
that "the human sciences are very poor testing
grounds for a Dew mathematical Iccbnlquc", 
"tbere is much wbicb we mwt leave, whether we 
like it or Dot, to the 'uD-scientiflc'. narrative me
tbod of the professional historian." I In hi!l fascina
ting God and Golem, Inc. Wiener wrote: "Render 
unto mun the things which are man 's and uillo Ihe 

I N. Wiener. Cybernetic. Dr Coruml and Cc;umnunicalian in 
fhl! Animlll and tllc Macflulc, New York and London, 1961, 
p.2S, 
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computer the things which arc the computer's," 1 

When cybernetics first emerged , all advocates or 
technocracy went mad. Long before Solzhenitsyn. 
they were inventing all kinds of argument to sup
port the idea that Ule e.uct sciences arc of great 
significance to society. As he looked on the modern 
Laputans and the fuss they made. Norbert Wiener 
spoke of the vain hopes tbal were pinned on the 
new methods evolved by Lbe exact sciences . "They 
arc certain," he wiole , "that our control over our 
material environment has far outgrown our cont
Tal over our social environment and our under
standing thereof. Therefore, they co nsider that the 
main task of the immediate fulure is to extend to 
the fields of anthropology. of sociology, oC econo
mics, the methods of the natural sciences, in the 
hope of achieving (I like measure of success in the 
social fie lds. From believing this necessary, they 
come to believe it possible. In this, I maintain, 
they show an excessive. optimism, and n misunder
stnndin« of the nature of all scientific achieve
ment." f 

And to illustrate his idea., Norbert Wiener wrote 
in II somewhat facetious vein: " ... we cannot 
attribute too much value to this type of wishful 
thinking . 11 is the mode of thought of the mice 
when faced with the problem of belling the cat. 
Undoubtedly it would be very pleasant for us mice 
if the predatory cats or this world were to be bel
Ied, bul- who is going to do it? Who is to assure 
us that rulhl~s power will not Ond its way back 
into the hands of those most avid for it?" 3 Wiener 
t N. Wiener. God and Golem, [nt., Cambridge, MOlsnchu· 
selt" ISM, p. 7S. 
t N. Wifiler. Cvbtrnttiu of Control onfl CommllnltaUon In 
lb. Animal and the Machine. New 'York aod London. 1961 . 
p. Hit. 
3 Ibfd. 



was perfectly aware that some learned mice had 
evil intentions . That this is indeed so is clear not 
only from the slonderous writings of Solzhenilsyn, 
rrom which little can be expect'ed by way of sci en· 
tiilc knowledge, but also from Academician Sa· 
kharov's sallies into the realm of politics . 

Whereas Solzhcnitsyn has had "0 fill up thou· 
sands of pages (to which be is threatening to adl.l 
some more "sections" and "paris"), Sakharov is 
laudably laconic. His 3S·page brochure enti tl ed 
Reflections on ProgrenJ Co·exi$lence and Intellec· 
tual Freedom contains all his ideas . Since H)08 , 
when he composed it, Sakharov has added nothing 
to his interesting re.flcctions. Setting ofT for unfa· 
milillr territory, SRkharov duly acknowledges his 
debt to bls guiding light, the "eminent" auth or 
Solzhenitsyn (p.22). Having drawn his wisdom 
from that unlikely source, Sakbarov proceeded to 
talk nonsense and rubbish as he strove to present 
his notion of an ideal society, the Soviet state 
being not to his liking. 

Not only is he anti-Soviet; he wallows in his 
anti-Sovielism. "Disgraceful" is his epithet for 
everytbjng Soviet. I Why? Because, Snkharov 
explains, there is no "democratization" in the 
USSR and no account Is taken of the opinions of 
the wise (meaning, no doubt, Sakharov himself 
and his friends ). Harping on this subject is to 
Sakharov what harping on violations of socialist 
legality is to Solzhenitsyn-Ihey serve as 8 kind 
of fine wrapping for their views, to make them 
more presentable. This wrapping, incidentally , is 

r A detailed expo.sition of SIIkbArov's views is conlllined In 
the article RriaJiorlS lind the ld60[O(iCt,z $trugg16, "Kolllmu· 
nist," 1973, No. U , pp. 16·22. 



shabby enough. having been used by the Cadets to 
sell their ideas to the gullible a long time ago . 

The Cadel.! called themselves Ihe "brains of the 
nation" and asked the masses to support them for 
that reason. In the stormy autumn of HH7, they 
flooded RU.!JSian tOWn!! with leaflets calling on peo
ple to vote for Ticket No.1, that is, the Cadets or 
the "People's Freedom" Party, at the elections to 
the Provisional Government. The text placed at the 
bottom of their eJection poster reads: "The Peo
ple's Freedom Pal'ty has always slood for people's 
power ... The Freedom Party ha!'! always nominat
ed public-spirited men wbo are capable and well
informed." Of course in Russia at that time people 
understood quickly enough the intentions of those 
who tried to present themselves as the most intell 
igent. Sakharov's views are clearly a reversion to 
the Cadet creed, aHowing for the technological re
volution. For he sees eye to eye with the Cadets 
on the main point- that power should belong 10 
the capitalists. 

According to Sakharov socialism should be 
integrated into capitalism. the capitalist system 
allegedly being a more perfect system. What a 
wonderful country indeed- lithe fact that there 
are millionaires in the United States Is not really a 
serious economic burden since there lire few of 
them. The aggregate consumption of the 'rich' is 
under 20 per cent or less of the total growth of 
national consumption over a five-year period. 
From this point of view, a revolu tion which slows 
down economic progress Cor more thall five years 
cannot be considered eeonom.icoJly advantageous 
for the working people" (p. 29). 

The question is: just how is one to extend the 
wonderful system to the whole oC mnnkind? Sci-
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cnce will come to the aid. of course; "international 
politics must be t.horoughly pervaded by scientific 
methodology" (p.8). II only remains to do Ilway 
with Manism and take a "realistic" stand and lo! 
the miracle happens-by the year 2000 a world 
government will have emerged upon enrth. All 
proponents of technocracy b ave long been hanker
ing after it. They try to drum up support for their 
precious chimaera among people innocent of any 
knowledge of it. The American physicist and not o
rious "father" of the atomic bomb Edward Teller 
wrote about this qUite seriously: "I cannot rid m y
self of the thought that President Roosevelt may 
have planned to use the existence of tlle a tomi c 
bomb, after the war, as a powerful driving force 
toward world government." 1 In Roosevelt's life
time Lhere were no atomic weapons in exisLence. 
while arguments like Teller's. as the American 
historian W. A. Williams stressed, cannot be tcsted 
for "the charge, later made by some, that Roose
velt should have gazed three months into the 
future of atomic physics is absurd.":2 

The idea of world government was for II time 
entertained by tbe great physicist Albert Einstein . 
When, after the Second World War, he began 1"0 
discuss the question, Soviet scientists believed that 
lhey should state fran kly what they thought about 
the subject. In an open letter, entitled "On Some 
Misconceptions on the Part of Professor Albert 
Einstein" [NolJoe vremya (New Time), Oct. 26, 
1947], Acndemicians Vavilov, Ioffe, Semyonov and 

I E. Teller. A. Brown. The Legncy (If HiTOJhi'fTl(1, New York. 
!962. _p: 24. 
~ W. Williams. Am,ricQn--RusJian R6lotionJ, 1781·1947, New 
York, 1952. p. 217. 
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Frumkin paid tribute to Einstein who had repea· 
tedly spoken out against Nazi barbarism and , after 
the war, againlt the threat of a new war and aga
inst the attempts of US monopolie.s to make 
science serve theil' interests . Sovict scientists, the 
leHer continued , likc the entire Soviet people , 
hailed the Einstein's activities prompted by genu
ine humanist beliefs . 

But , said Vavilov , Taffe, Semyonov nnd Fr-um
kin , talk of world government "seems to us not 
onlyerroneow but dangerous to the cause of peace 
to which Einstein is committed," They explained 
what the appeal for world gove.rnmcnt meant in 
present-day conditions . "The slogan of a suprana
tional superstate merely gives n nice facade to 
world domination by the monopolies ... Ironically , 
Einstein has been brought to support what nre in 
fact the JJchemes of tbe worst enemieJJ of peace 
and international cooperation. It is just because 
we have such a high regard for Einstein both as 
scientist and public figure that we consider it our 
duty to say all this frankly, without resorting to 
diplomatic niceties ... " I Sa.kbarov , a physicist. 
would do well to re-read today this letter written 
by his senior colleagues. 

And what blessings, one might ask, will "world 
government" bestow on mankind, apart from Dut
Ung it under the iron heel of American monopoly 
capital? Very many, aecording to Sakharov. Arter 
referring to the dangers posed by technocracy 
mentioned by Wiener in his Cybernetic" and after 
saying that he. Sakharov. had no desire to turn 
people into "chickens or rats" with electrodes im
planted hl their brains for behaviour control 

I L Lvov. Zhitn Atb,rta Eimleina (The Lire or Alberl 
Elnsle!n). Mosrow. HllStl, pp. 297·298 . 
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(pp. 2'0 -21). Sakharov proceeded 10 unfold just 
such a perspective_ This is what he says in part : a 
world go\'crnment will have many possibilities . COl' 

with its inauguration " the achie\'ements oC biolo
gy (at that lime and laLer on) can be used for 
dTecli\lc control and regulation of all vilal proces
ses at the biochemical . cytological , e:J.:ccutivc . eco
log ical And social levels, including birth rate and 
the process of ageing, psychic processes and here
dity " (p.35 ). 

A delightful prospect indeed, which the Icchno
crats have painted for us. This is where Cadet 
ideology lakes onc in an age of technological r evo
lution . A world of living robots under the wal cbful 
eye and supervision of an oligarchy of money
bags! But to make such a world it would require 
iron nerves , at least on the part of the initiators of 
the whole inhuman arrangement. Have the "dis
sidents" got such nerves? Never fear , says Solzhe
nitsyn reauuringly, we are determined men. tn 
Gulag Archipelago be declares himself and his 
friends to be ready for anything. "The same man ," 
he tells us , "does not behave in the same way at 
different ages and in different situations in which 
liCe may place him. Sometimes he is not unlike a 
fiend , at olher limes not unlike a saint. But he 
goes under the same name and so e\'erything is 
ascribed to one and the same person _ . . 

"Had Maliuta Skuratov needed U8, we wouldn' t 
have disappointed him, I think" (p.176) . 

It is easy to imagine Solzbenitsyn, with his 
clearly criminally bent psychology, in thai role , 
but not Sakharov. Sakharov's notioIl.'l are certain
ly preposterous but still they are the notions of n 
well-meaning " technocrat" and one can dismiss 
them by having a good laugh at them. One feels 
like odvising Sakharov to do what is essential in 
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any scholarly elTort- lo have a crilical look at 
himself, if only in the mirror. Then mnny things 
may become clearer. The attire of an exec.utioner, 
n help .... r of Maliuta SkuntlOv, clOl'Ji not s\lit him OIL 
all. 

• •• 
Such are lhe Uleoretical beliefs of the "d issi

denis ," and they form UIC basis of their practice , 
which is subversion of the Motherland . There nrc 
many ways of carrying out Ihis subversion. The 
most notable one at present is to send appeals to 
We!llcrn government circles respectfully begging 
them to put stronger and stronger presSUre on 
the Soviet Union in every field. Sakharov, being 
politically naive. begs the US Congress not to 
grant the Soviet Union the most favoured nation 
sta tus in trade. Solzhenitsyn, with greater malice, 
insists that business contacts wiLh the Sovict 
Union are "another Munich," and so on. In !lhort , 
they are trying to wreck detente for they need 
the "cold war" which gives them a chance to un
dermine and destroy socialism. 

The "dissidents" are making "war on commun
ism," but they do harm to everyone of U9. Every 
single family stands to gain from detente and ex
pansion of international trade. So this is the price 
of their "concern" for the people. 

The "dissidents'" efforts are duly appreciated 
by Western reactionary circles ror what they re
commend is in accord wilh the current stralegy of 
anli-communism. As a scientist, Sakharo'· should 
be able to draw the logical conclusions from this. 

Imperialism is building up armament!. The US 
mititary budget is approaching the hundred bil
lion dollarS mark. In view of this, the Sm' jet Uni
on must see to her defence. The most ardent sup· 
porlers in the West of that mode of action which .. 



could be called an "attrition .!tralegy," would 
like to hamper in this way economic progress in 
the SO\' iet Union fIJ,d cause shortoEt:c.!.!Io u.s to 
nlTcct thc morale of Ute Soviet people. 

It i3 probably from this angle that Ihey regard 
the "dissidents'" activity. Look , they seem to say , 
there are some people in the Soviet Union who are 
calling for capitulation to imperialism. And they 
nre encouraged to use subtle methods 01 subver
sion against the Soviet Union . for a purely milita
ry solution has no chance of success . 

In his book Seven Rouds La Moscow . published 
in the late fifties , W . G. Jackson, an expert in mi
litary lheory, reviewed the various allempts to 
invade Russia since the early times, counted seven 
such invasions, and concluded: 

"Jumping the fence, on the other hand, has 
nlwnyl'l Cailed, as stories of Swedish, French and 
Germnn roads have proved. Moreover, there has 
been a progressive increase in the magnitudes of 
jisasters wbich have overwhelmed each succes
sive invasion. The only lasting road to Moscow 
was the Viking Road that provided the construe· 
tive services which the Russian people them
selves wanted, and for which they themselves 
asked. Let us hope that no one wilt ever be tempt
ed to emulate Charles, Napoleon or HiUer in im
posing a military solution of a kind which history 
has shown must fail, and which may well bring 
nuclear annihilation to mankind." I 

That , in effect, is what the "dissidents" are 
a.!Iking. Come and rule over us, and we shall help 
you, The paranoid nature of such thinking and of 
the " Viking" concept itself is no secret to Soviet 
people. But the "dissidents'" efl'orts give much 

I W.Jacbon. St!JMn Roads 10 Moscow, London. 1957, p. 319 . .. 



encouragement to some people in the West who 
begin to think. that the great Soviet Union is torn 
by inlernal strife and is, after all, a colossus on 
clay feet. They believe that the cherislled hopes of 
lhe enemies of tbis country have finally come true, 
as our people are no longer united. But here is the 
lesson Glausewitz drew from Napoleon's invasion 
of Russia: 

"Russia is not such a country that one can real+ 
Iy conquer, i.e., occupy; tbis, at least , is some
thing that the modern European stales cannot do , 
and that the 500,000 men whom Buonnparte had 
brought there for the purpose, could not do. Rus
sia is a country which can be brought to submis
sion only through its weakness and Ulrough the 
effects of internal dissension. In order 10 strike al 
Ihe vulnerable spots of its political body Hussia 
would have to be stirred up nt the "cry centre ... 
The march of 1812 failed because Ule enemy 
government proved firm and the people stayed 
loyal and tenacious , i.e., it failed because it cou ld 
not succeed." I 

Pen tagon strategists . whHe unruyzing the ex
perience of the Second World War before Ame
rican military cadets. never rail Lo cite thaL pas
sage from Clausewitz and 10 show "how dearly 
the Germans had to pay for ignoring Clauscwilz 
advice." 2 

Thc "dissiden ts'" activities in th e current situll
lion arc clearly nil attempt to help the enemies of 
the Sm·jet Union correct their errors and to urge 
them lo lake the toughest line towards it. Solzhe-

I K. C1I1Ul1cwiu.. On War, Vol. S. Moacow, 1953, pp. 127 , 129, 
Run. Ed. 
t The German Campaign in RrfJSUJ (1940-1912), WaabingioD. 
1955, p. Ill. 
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nilsyn and others are provocateurs prepared even 
to help unleash war to achieve their rabid anti· 
communist aims. Surely these people are craving 
fo r something which they will never get , but their 
inci tement against and slander of the Soviel Union 
serve to complicate the international situation and 
undermine world peace, for they a re furnishing 
~mti-Communists wit.h a pretext for launching new 
campaigns against the USSR. In other words, they 
provide a cover for the designs of the Illos t aggrcs
si,'c circles of world rene Lion . 
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