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involved in financial machinations, tax evasion, and abuse of public funds
never go to criminal court.” And the French lawyers believe that the
legislation and the entire court system in France simply “are not meant
to prevent and stem such crimes”.

One must also bear in mind that corruption or “white-collar” crime
on its modern scale has become de facto an institution for additional re-
distribution of incomes in favour of the ruling class. It is the wealthy
sections of the population who stand to gain from corruption—oenly those
who have something to hide evade taxes and they are also the people who
are on the receiving end of bribes. And it is the poorer sections of the
population who have to pay for it in the long run. This state of affairs is
bound to influence the law-making process regulating the, use of money
in politics by emasculating the preparation of such legislation and the
concrete laws thus predetermining their ineffectiveness,

The powers that be in the capitalist society are understandably wor-
ried about the adverse political consequences of corruption which far
outweigh the immediate material gains it brings te individual busines-
smen, politicians and even entire political parties, Tolerance of corrup-
tion, as bourgeois scholars rightly point out, ends up in loss of confidence
and respect for the institutions of government. 8

The scandalous revelations of financial machinations by party and
government officials tarnish the image of bourgeois parties who are hard
put as it is to preserve their influence over the masses of voters, as is
evidenced by the growing abstention at the polls. There is less and less
respect for legislative bodies. The, bourgedis. governments in many cases
“have a catastrophic credability gap with their population. Popularity ra-
tings, as opinion polls in the USA, Britain, Japan, Italy and other coun-
tries reveal, often drop to 40-30 per cent and less.

To be sure, all these phengmena stém not only from corruption, which
is but one manifestation of the crisis of capitalism’s political system. This
crisis has deep-going sociopolitical roots and is the result of the nature
of the present historical épach and the general change in the balance of
forces on the domestic @nd international scenes. It is equally true that
the wide-scale corruption.endemic to all capitalist countries increases
crisis trends in capitalism, andutends to destabilize the political mechan-
ism of the dictatorship of the monopolies as a whole.

” See R. Quinney, Criminology, Boston—Toronto, 1975, p. 23.
* See A. Bequai, While-Collar Crime: A 20th Century Crisis, p. 124
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VLADIMIR RUBTSOV

"So you believe nations that speak
and think differently can understand
each other?” queried the man with
- a dubious shake of his head. “i wouldn't
| say as much of my own family.”

His good-natured expression and
cheerful voice were strikingly at odds
with the meaning of his words.

"More, | often can't get to terms with
myself, as if there were two men in me,
and about to come fo blows at any
moment."”

Clearly, the inner split was causing
him no discomfort. In fact, he seemed
to be glad at being free from faith in
man and from moral obligations to fel-
low humans. ..

The air was motionless and stuffy. Not
a whiff of freshness came from the Long
Island Sound, although it was hardly
more than a hundred yards off. It was
going on for midnight. | had done a
long day’s work, and now, before sleep,
was being treated to a bit of philosophy
that was negating the very sense and
purpose of that work.

It's hard to argue with one who be-
lieves in chaos. To him catastrophes
are always spontaneous, and happy
events fortuitous. There's no one to
blame for anything apart from oneself,
and soul-searching gets one nowhere.
Bidding me good night, the man con-
tinued on his round of the car park
which he was guarding. That was on
Pelham Road, in the New York suburb
of New Rochelle, Westchester County.

The more one is convinced that the
life of society is not subject to any
logic, that human beings are unable to
understand each other, that each must
make his way in life on his own, think
only of his own advantages, however
small and ephemeral, the more vulner-
able one is in the face of trials. Given
a muddled and helpless mass con-
sciousness, it is easier fo manipllate
people’s minds at historical crossroads,
easier fo appeal to the instincts and
irrational feelings and exploit delibe-
rately fostered distrust and fears.

It was thinking of this, several years
later, that | recalled that'man-in New
Rochelle complacently swimming with a
stream that seemed tochim spontaneous.
That was the era of détente. Spontane-
ous, apparently disconnected bits of in-
formation about world " developments
were filling the U.S. radio and felevision
ether, but that "spontaneous” news was
giving one a foreboding of trouble.
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GY OF STEALING A

Was anything going wrong? Why this
odd feeling? Because, Americans were
told, you can't trust anybody, particular-
ly the Russians—they are a special lot.

Bourgeois propaganda both misleads
and flatters the masses by exalting the
"strength of the people.” Lenin showed
the real worth of those eulogies as long
ago as October 1917, "It is time to cast
aside all bourgeois cant when speaking
of the strength of the people,” he said. |
“According to the _bourgeois concep-
tion, there is strength when the people
go blmdly to the slaughter in obedience
to the imperialist governments.”

Tens of millions of people were
slaughtered in wars unleashed by
imperialism in the twentieth century.
How many of them perished without
realizing through whose fault and for
what purpose they were dying. Why
was it that the carnage continued long
after mankind's finest minds_had found
out the causes behind wars and how
they could be prevented?

Seventy Years Ago

The imperialist manipulators of the
masses have been perfecting their tech-
nique steadily over a long period. The
classics of Marxism-Leninism, realizing
that the working people would never
get rid of exploitation and war without
becoming aware of themselves and their
strength, gave special attention to the
sophistries_the powers that be use to
keep their subjects in passivity and
make them sacrifice their vital interests.
Marxists-Leninists saw that while the
material basis for the establishment of
juster and more humane social relations
was maturing within capitalist society,
the bourgeoisie increasingly felt the
need for, and was looking for approach-
es fo, a long-term and effective strategy
of manipulating the consciousness of
the masses.

Seventy years ago, American finan-
ciers took the first steps towards inter-
nationalizing the efforts to evolve suii-
able brain-washing methods and devis-
ing, jointly with their opposite numbers
in other developed capitalist countries,
a strategy for launching an offensive on
the positions of the working class, a set
of techniques for eroding the class
awareness of the working people. Ed-
ward Albert Filene, described by Lenin
as “one of the richest and most eminent
American merchants,” went on a tour of
European capitals “to make personal
contact with the most influential people

of the commercial werld.” Lenin dis-
cussed Filene's mission in the article
"The Ideas of an Advanced Capitalist,”
published infhe Rabochaya Pravda on
July 17, 1913;

Lenin knew that Filene, the owner of
a big commercial house with a staff of
2,500 employees, s, had introduced prof-
|1-shar||39 for them, then something un-
heard of. Filene presented his ideas to
European commercial tycoons in this form
(as given by Lenin on the basis of a
report in the Frankfurter Zeitung): “"We
are experiencing ... a great historic
movement that will end in the transfer
of all power over the modern world to
representalives of commercial capital,
We are the people, who bear the great-
est responsibility in the world, and we
should, therefore, be politically the
most influential.” The monopolies, in Fi-
lene's view, needed "organization,—
strong ... organization, both national
and international,” they needed an or-
ganization that should discuss “all im-
portant infernational problems.”

But rather than displaying its global
power and influence openly, the world
international of merchants was to ex-
ercise it indirectly, through its employ-
ees stimulated by a share in profits.
Material incentives were to be comple-
mented by the boons of "democracy:
parliamentarism and a daily press “pro-
viding the masses of the people with
ever more defailed information.”

“Lenin | immediately discerned the de-
rivative and ludicrous nature of the
"ideas of advanced capitalism,” char-
acterizing them as "a paliry, narrow,
one-sided, selfishly barren approxima-
tion to the ideas of Marxism.” In place
of the worldwide brotherhood of work-
ingmen prophesied by Marxism, a
handful of financial magnates intended
to establish a world domination of
capital, disguised as democracy. To the
Marxian idea that every honest, talent-
ed and just member of society will side
with the working class, the moneybags
opposed the notion that “everybody in
the world who is at all talented” would
come to the capitalists and enter their
service. While refuting Marx in words,
the civilized merchants and professors
of political economy, Lenin noted, were
stealing litile bits and pieces from
Marx.

In laying bare the selfishness and
ideological poverty of monopoly capital
Lenin was far from underestimating the
danger of its "“new ideas” concerning
the stealing of slogans from the workung
class and buying up “everybody who is
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are also served by the lengthy il-
lustrated story in the Soldier of
Fortune, the magazine for mercen-
aries. For them the goods at the Dal-
las supermarket are indispensable.
Most of the photographs in the
magazine show Peter G. Kokalis,
editor of the firearms section, taking
aim either with a submachine gun
or a rifle. What target does he see?

This may be gauged by his casual
mention that he is “just back from
Afghanistan.”

So do the roads of international
and “internal” political terrorism
cross in Dallas. The guns have been
put into the hands of the soldiers of
fortune by arms dealers from Dal-
las. That these guns are highly re-
liable is claimed by an advertisement

saying all the bullets hit the centre
of the target, and the target is in the
form of a heart.

Whose heart?

Maybe that of Dallas?

Or the whole of Amerlcé, suffer-
ing from an epidemic of violence?

V. KSENIN

THE MYSTERY
OF THE
“MOSELLE
TRIANGLE"

There is something going
on in Rhineland-Palatinate,
in the part called the ‘Mo-
selle Triangle,” which is
formed by the Moselle as
it falls into the Rhine;
Motor roads are closed one
after another, to be repair-
ed, rebuilt or lengthened,
and new ones are being
built.

Only a couple of years
ago the local authorities
claimed that they had no
money to improve ‘ the
transport network. Although
the problem of getting to
work was a pretty big one
for. people living in this
province for many years.
And then, suddenly, work
was started simultaneously
on about 'a dozen roads.
What ‘is more, at the height
of the tourist season.

The 'mystery” of this
road-building rush was un-
ravelled by the newspaper
Unsere Zeit, from which
we reprint the map of the
“triangle.” One of the roads
in construction will link
American bases and air-
dromes in Eifel (the cities
of Bitburg and Spangdah-
lem, where cruise missiles
are to be stationed) with
Belgian ports. An impres-
sive section of the road is
being rebuilt near the town
of Wittlich to accommodate
“military aircraft in the
event of forced landing.”
In the southerly direction
the motor road is to be
lengthened to link the
strategic Eifel points with
Baumbholder, the venue of

NATO exercises. It has
long been connected with

Ramstein, a big American
military airdrome, and

Kaiserslautern, the U.S. -~
armed forces supply centre
in West Germany. From
Kaiserslautern a road is
being built to the Southern
Palatinate, where nuclear
and chemical weapons are
stored. From Pirmasens a
new motor road will lead
straight to the NATO
strategic bases in- Baden. A
new bridge across the
Rhine will open the way
for American tank units
stationed near Worms to
other West German Lands
(for instance, to neighbour-
ing Hesse). And so on.

All there remains to be
said is that the West Ger-
man Defence Ministry is
co-ordinating the building
of roads with NATO. In
accordance with Instruction

No. 1/83, the members of
the bloc must meet with

maximum effectiveness the
NATO requirements con-
cerning the state of the
roads for the event of a
crisis situation or war.

L. SMIRNOVA
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soclation. Oné * is called “Conflict
and Nuclear War” and the other is
devoted to the Ku Kiux Klan. The
former, in the opinion of Washing-
ton officials, “minimizes the threat
from the Soviet Union and hardly
mentions the notion of deferrence.”
The latter portrays the United States
in an unfavourable light as a racist
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country. And, generally speaking,
the two books make an effort “to
interject biassed and extremist
views on racism and a nuclear freeze
into classrooms.”

The teaching guides, reports the
International Herald Tribune, vexed
President Reagan himself. He sharp-
ly crificized the National Education
Association for “promoting curricu-
lum guides that seem fo be more

aimed at frightening and brain-

washing American schoolchildren
than at fostering learning.”

What has so disquited the White
Housel God forbid that American
schoolchildren should find out that,
with the authorities’ connivance,
racism is rampant in their country
and that the myth of the “Soviet
threat” is not worth a brass farthing,

as they used fo say.
M. CHERVONTSEVA
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at all talented.” He noted at once how
businesslike, flexible and efficient Big
Capital was in exploring the new op-
portunities opened up in this sphere
by the imperialist stage in capitalism's
development. With increasing clarity he
perceived the scope and character of
the financial oligarchy's omnipotence,
which was taking the form of an inter-
national personal union of oligarchs and
was  exercised without osfentation,
quietly, behind the scenes.

Three years later he described im-
perialism's materiai and propagandistic
potential thus: “The enormous dimen-
sions of finance capital concenirated in
a few hands and creating an extraor-
dinarily dense and widespread network
of relationships and connections”...
"“‘general' enthusiasm over the pros-
pects of imperialism, furious defence of
it and painting it in the brightest col-
ours.” He also pointed to the growth
of the bribe fund for maintaining the
working-class aristocracy and nourish-
ing opportunism in the labour move-
ment, and showed that this growth was

made possibile by monopoly super-
profits.
From the Dubasovs
to the Heydens and Back

The first Russian revolution (1905)
made the Russian capitalists realize

that apart from violent, “feudal” meth-
ods of combating the working-class
movement, there were various forms of
deception, a no less powerful weapon
which was constantly being perfected
by the bourgecisie in the developed
countries of the West. Violence should
be applied to suppress the staunchest
opponents of capitalism and most con-
vinced advocates of socialism. The rest
can be handled with the help of decep-
tion. Lenin repeatedly drew attention to
the sophisticated “art" of deception in
civilized countries, particularly in the
United States, Britain and France. Where
capitalism develops faster and more
freely, the powers that be have learnt
very well “that the economic substance
of capitalist exploitation is in no wise
affected by the substitution of repub-
lican-democratic forms of government
for monarchistic forms, and that, con-
sequently, ... only the form of the
struggle for the inviolability and sancti-
ty of capitalist profits need be changed
in order to uphold them under a dem-
ocratic republic as effectively as under
an absolute monarchy."”

After the 1905 revolution Russia, like
the developed capitalist. countries,
witnessed a natural division of labour
between the Right and.the Left wing
of the ruling class. There were the ad-
vocates of brute force, serf-owner-type
reactionaries epitomized by Dubasov
(who had drowned in a bloodbath the
workers' uprising in Moscow in Decem-
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ber 1905), and there were the “liberals"
of the Count Heyden type, men who
refrained from taking part in the flog-
gings, punitive expeditions and shoot-
ings of insurgents, and whose “happy
lot" was, in Lenin's words, “fo enjoy
the fruits of the vengeance wreaked by
the Dubasovs, and not to be held re-
sponsible for the Dubasovs.” The liberals

included not only camouflaged serf-
owner-type reactionaries skilled “in
gentlemanly ways of performing the

meanest and dirtiest political deals” but
also many “legal Marxists"—bourgeois
intellectuals who were not directly in-
volved in exploitation. Lenin paid spe-
cial attention to this social group train-
ed to use general phrases and concepts
and who sometimes "from sincere stu-
pidity elevate their interclass position
to a principle of non-class parties and
non-class politics.” The frank advocates
of violence among the ruling class,
Lenin wrote in 1907, “will never succeed
in fooling any considerable number of
workers or even peasants for any leng-
thy period.” But as to the latter, and
their influence on the people, "here,
and here alone, do we find a contamina-
tion of the masses that is capable of
doing real harm and that calls for the
utmost exertion of all the forces of so-
cialism to counteract this poison.”

As the banking and industrial oligar-
chy could never dream of finding a
better medium for influencing the
masses than are the liberals, its policy
of profit-sharing and buying up talent
among the  bourgecis -intellectuals
stems not from flexibility or broadmind-
edness, bui from the instinct of self-
preservation.

But why should capital steal slogans
from other classes? Has it not always
had encugh of its own: free enterprise,
competition, “private property, free
trade, democracy? The fact is that the
rise of a handful of monopolists to
omnipotence has turned these slogans
info mere phrases in the eyes of mil-
very blg proper!y ‘owners. Crisis_affer
crisis has ruined and robbed of illu-
sions ever more adepts of “free enter-
prise,” making some of them long for
a“refurn of pre-monopoly capitalism
and others look for more perfect forms
of social organization than capitalism.
Financial capital is forced to keep a
walch over both categories, it must con-
trol their minds and provide outlets to
their feelings, it must let off steam from
the overheated boiler. The ruling elite
must therefore be informed about the
moods prevailing in every class and
social group, and be able to juggle
with any ideas as if they were its own.
The oligarchy could regard as ideal a
situation when its employees would
perform all roles in society, acting as
government and opposition, legislators™
and executives, Right and Left, the cul-
prits of scandals and their unmaskers—

provided that the real lords and mas-
ters of society remained anonymous.
This would be a perfectly stage-man-
aged world of actors, extras and a pas-
sive audience contenting itself  with
bread and circuses (the latter to keep
it away from mischief during whatever
time remains unalienated by their em-
ployers).

That "ideal” can only be achieved
by the prolonged cultivation of ignor-
ance among the masses—not the primi-
tive ignorance of bygone times, but
that special brand El"enhghf.ned civ-
ilized |gnoranca ‘that is bred by the
new mass media-against the background
of a plurality of opinions. Though ac-
tually denied a say in the adminisira-
tion of society, the masses must not be
allowed ‘o notice this. In the above-
mentioned article, Lenin gives this
ironic.. description: " ‘Democracy is
growlng. the power of the masses is
growing,' argued Mr Filene (rather in-
clined, it seems, to regard those
‘masses’ as simpletons). ‘The cost of liv-
ing is rising... The masses are striving
to ensure for themselvas participation
in ‘political life, the extension of fran-
chise, the introduction of an income
tax, etc. Power over the whole world
must pass into the hands of the masses,
that is, info the hands of our em-
ployees,’ is the conclusion drawn by
this worthy orator.” Needless to say, it
was only to be an illusion of power, but
a lasting illusion, one constantly re-
borne by the newspapers, “distributed
in millions of copies a day."”

While coercion with its traditional
instruments (the army, the police, the
prisons) remains a stock in trade of the
powers that be, and frequent recourse
must be made to it, the “responsible
representatives” of the financial oligar-
chy prefer to use other means.

When the nazis were swept to power
in Germany by the worldwide crisis of
the capitalist economy, the Communists
alone called attention to the nazis'
links with monopoly capital, which
was frying fo suppress the mounting or-
ganized working-class movement in
Europe with the help of the small-prop-
rietor rabble driven mad by the wave
of bankruptcies and casting about for
a straw to clutch at. Significantly, the
National Socialists gave no quarter to
any real Socialist, but never touched
monopoly capital, which had fostered
them and paved the road to power for
them. The word “Socialist’ in the name
of their party was a stolen word shame-
lessly exploited to fool simpletons.
Mussolini, Hitler, Franco, Salazar, Ver-
woerd, Batista, Pinochet, Somoza—none
of them would have succeeded without
social demagogy and financial backing

from the banking and industrial mon- -

opolies.

In the troubled atmosphere of class
struggles, monopoly capital balances
simultaneously with its Right and its Left
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wings or, if another simile is allowed
here, like a swimmer, it propels itself
by alternate strokes of its Right and its
Left arm. The fuctioning of these or-
gans is by no means spontaneous or
uncontrolled. The Right arm may often
not know what the Left aims at, but the
constant alternation of their movements
has a hypnotic effect.

Independent Servants
of the Dollar

As long ago as the first half of the
nineteenth century, Alexis de Tocque-
ville, a scion. of an aristocratic family
ruined by the French Revolution, studi-
ed the purely bourgeois American
democracy and, in so doing, realized
the fatal error committed by the feudal
class: they ought not to have exalted
themselves so high above the multi-
tude, demanding universal adulation
and punishing every act of disobedi-
ence. A more effective tactic had been
evolved in the Anglo-Saxon world: if
you cannot win in ‘open combat, join
the victor and destroy him from within
his own camp.

In a certain sense, “advanced cap-
italism” has inherited this tactic, but on
a more favourable economic basis: the
banks—society's nerve nodes—have
coalesced with industry and, in alliance
with it, become all-powerful. They are
now capable not only of drawing up
long-term plans, but also of carrying
them out—of course, paltry and selfish

ones, not designed to promote the com-
mon welfare, but at any rate realistic.
As early as 1891, Frederick Engels noted
that the new, monopoly capifalism was
no longer a stranger fo planning. Later
on, referring to this conclusion of En-
gels, Lenin wrate: "Once there are
trusts there can no longer be lack of

i plannmg Capitalism has made glganhc

strides, particularly in the tweritieth
century.”

It was no longer possible openly to
challenge Marx's proposition that the
development of capitalism ultimately
leads to monopoly and, hence, to the
virtual socialization of production, while
distribution remains the prerogative of
a handful of magnates. There was also
the indisputable and obvious fact that
several btg banks were really coming
to boss it in the developed countries.
In the United States, for instance, two
banks, the Morgans' and the Rockefel-
lers', had become omnipotent. The
production of certain new types of ar-
ticles was being monopolized on a

world scale. The market for electrical.

engineering goods had been divided
between the U.S. General Electric and
the German AEG, with Rockeleller cap-
ital predommafmg

To camouflage this process, “advanc-
ed capitalism” began te put straw men
into the forefront. The responsibility for
every oufrage . and crime perpetrated
by that unjust'and inhuman society was
shoved onto. nominally elected or le-
gally appointed employees, picked in
advance. and ‘grcomed  for performing

B i g

their "“independent” roles in conformity
with definite unwritten rules.

The "ideas of advanced capitalism’
discussed by Lenin were representative
precisely of this trend. While stealing
Marxism's slogans, its opponents keep
“amending” and “updating” work-
ing-class  theory on the basis
of the “latest data. MNoteworthy
in this respect “are the activities
of Edward Filene himself, who, as John
Galbraith testifies in his memoirs, knew
what Lenin had. written about him. In
conjunction . with his brother Lincoln,
Edward Filene sponsored the Twentieth
Century Flind. The names of its direc-
tors, the donators and the purposes for
which the Fund is intended remain se-
cret. But what little information has been
made public at different times, shows
that through the decades the Fund has
been & vehicle for trying out ideas
which have been used to foster doubts
in ‘Marxism-Leninism and inculcate the
nohon of capdallsms enduring relev-
ance among the “educated classes.”

1

In the 1?}(_1;, when E. Filene still
headed the Fund, its board included
Henry Dennison, who in Galbraith's

opinion was “the most interesting busi-
nessman in the United States” at
that period. Unlike his fellow BUSI-

nessmen, says Galbraith, Dennison
looked to the future and sought to
promote co-operation with “‘workers’

representatives” at his enterprises. His
views were shared by many members

* of the business community, by leading

economists and by President Franklin

kolai Tikhonov's visit to
Yugoslavia in March.

Agriculture offers big
opportunities for mutually
beneficial ties, such as ex-
change of experience and
trade in agricultural pro-
ducts, machinery, imple-
ments and fertilizers.

. The Yugosiav agro-in-
dustrial exhibition current-
ly held in Moscow offers
the Soviet partners an op-
portunity fo appraise the
potentialities of that coun-
try's agriculfure and find
new spheres for co-opera-
tion.

Taking part in the exhi-
bition are more than 200
agro-indusirial complexes,
plants producing agri-

Ecommic ‘co-operation
between the U.SS.R. and
Yugoslavia is pzoftm
successfully. To
turnover will 4 h §32
billion in the t five-

year period as compared
‘with §18 billion in 1976-80.

~_The Soviet Union accounts

mutual

for 30 per cent of Yugo-
slavia’s exports and 20 per
cent of its imports. The

long-term agreement on
commodity de-
liveries in 1981-85 envis-
ages further expansion of
trade between the two
countries. A document

specifying  the basic
measures for the imple-
mentation of the Long-
Term Programme of eco-
nomic, scientific and tech-
nical co-operation be-
tween the two countries
up to the year 1990 was
signed during Premier Mi-

cultural machinery, design-
ing and building organi-
zations, and research in-
stitutions.

Our photo shows one of
the displays.

Photo by A. Mochalin
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D. Roosevelt himself. In 1938, these
views were publicized in two books:
“"Modern Competition and Business
Policy,” by Dennison and Galbraith,
and “Toward Full Employment,” by
L. Filene, H. Dennison, Morris Leeds
and Ralph Flanders.

After World War |l, the Fund was
headed by Adolf Berle, a prolific writer
regarded as one of the pillars of mod-
ern bourgeois political economy. His
colleagues included the distinguished
economists Arthur Burns, John Gal-
braith, David Lilienthal and the historian
Arthur Schlesinger, Jr., as well as Fer-
dinand Lundberg, renowned for his
books “America's Sixty Families” and
“The Rich and the Super-Rich.” As
early as 1932, Adolf Berle and Gardiner

Means published a study purporting to .

prove that almost half of the two hun-
dred leading American non-financial
corporations were being run not by their
owners, but by employed managers.
Later, James Burnham, in his book, “The
Managerial Revolution” inflated the idea
of the managers being the real captains
of the economy and, moreover, acting
preeminently in the interests of the
mass of small shareholders rather than
of the big boys. The same theory was
set forth by the “legal Marxists” Paul
Baran and Paul Sweezy, a friend of
Galbraith’'s, in their “Monopoly Cap-
ital.” Ferdinand Lundberg, while sharp-
ly criticizing “old money," assured his
readers that it was still possible to
make one's way into the company of
the super-rich, successfully competing
against the Rockefellers, the Morgans
and other highwayman barons, today's
art patrons.

Through the endeavours of the adepts
of “advanced capitalism,” the know-
ledge of who really bosses it in cap-
italist society got increasingly blurred.

As regards the buying up of talent,
in the 1960s it took the form of the
“brain drain,” the exodus of specialists
from developed and developing coun-
tries to the United States, and in the
1970s the supranational corporations
began to lure away specialists in the
various counfries where they had
branches, turning them into “citizens of
the universe” who are moved freely to
every corner of the capitalist world.
People whom the operators of private
“charities” consider useful to them-
selves are invited to work at the most
prestigious educational and research
institutions. They are placed into an
artificial climate in which the real prob-
lems of society fade, as it were, fo
mere abstractions. In this‘way an in-
tellectual elite is fostered that treasures
its exclusive position and is willing to
devise arguments in/ favour of the
"American way of life.” In deing so,
the pundits proceed from the delusion
that their own way of life is typical of
America as a whole.
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America's rulers keep a close watch
over every notable member of every
social class, The banks are considered
the most effective means of control.
Their power is heightened by inflation,
also apparently spontaneous, which
devalues all money that is not kept in
banks. The system of banks, seemingly

atomized, but actually integrated and
not controlled by society, gives the
oligarchy a complete picture of the

sources of income and the way of life
of its every subject. If need be, this
information can be used against every
one of them. When, at the height of
the witch-hunt era, Joseph McCarthy
attempted to incriminate “un-American”
ideas to John Galbraith and Arthur
Schlesinger, the mad Senator's” as-
sociates were quietly shown dossiers
on their own financial abuses. In taking
on the beneficiaries of the Twentieth
Century Fund, the celebrated obscu-
rantist had overreached himself. But in
the case of people whose views were
disapproved of by the powers that be,
neither a flawless career nor a perfect
financial record was a safeguard against
persecution. Evidence of this is the fafe
of Robert Oppenheimer, the physicist,
and of many leading cultural personal-
ities. As for its loyal servanfs, the
financial oligarchy ‘easily exiricated
them even from nazi death camps, just
as later on it protected from prosecu-
tion, and still protects, nazi war crimi-
nals who had distinguished themselves
in fighting communism. Its invisible hand
is felt in every major international de-
velopment

The cadres serving the financial oli-
garchy are selected in such a way as
to represent different sections of the
public. The members of the monope-
lies' intellectual elite are expected to
give timely notice of the opinions of
these sections. Amos Perimutter, a stu-
dent of that elite, says that "it repre-
sents society's centres of values, symbols
and beliefs,” but he lowers its status
by making it a mere adjunct of the
“Presidential court.” Stanley Hoffmann,
a modern scholar, writes: "“A broad
elite capable of bringing to the Admin-
istration the reasoned consent of the
public and the co-operation of Con-
gress is indispensable. Without such an
elite ... the most important task of the
future—educating the citizens and the
next leaders for world order—will not
be undertaken.”

The people serving monopoly capital
are even allowed to “criticize” it—this
is expected to make the public the
more receptive fo their anti-Sovietism.
Ferdinand Lundberg's book, “The
Rockefeller Syndrome” (1975), is a
sample of more pronounced “criticism"
of this type. And Ramsey Clark, former
US. Attorney-General, in the mid-sev-
enties even went to the extent of pub-
lishing in the New York Times full-page
paid advertisements condemning the

oil monopolies in the U.S. and abroad
for capitalizing on the Middle East
crisis. In the final analysis, his criticism
only benefited the oil barons, since it
came from one of their "own” men,
who would never disclose anything that
really mattered, but would provide an
outlet to public resentment. After all,
had it not been General and President
Eisenhower that “discovered” and "“un-
masked' the military-industrial complex.

A closer look at the more prominent
members of the ‘present U.S. "foreign
policy community” will show that al-
most each of them at different times
posed alternately as a “dove” and as
a "hawk," as a "troglodyte anti-Com-
munist’ and a "sober-minded politi-
cian." When temporarily leaving their
government posts, they invatiably end
up in_cushy jobs where a high sala-
ry, coming from monopoly funds, com-
pensates them for having had to with-
draw from the limelight. More often
than not they get such jobs at various
research institutions or directly on the
boards of these “charitable funds."”

x* X x

Imperialism constantly perfects its
methods of manipulating the mass con-
sciousness. At the time of the bloody
U.S. aggression in Southeast Asia, it
was “fighting for the hearts and minds"
of the Asians. While undermining the
foundations of the socialist way of life
up in cushy jobs where a high sala-
rity." While obstructing détente, ''re-
arming” its allies and threatening the
world with a thermonuclear holocaust,
it advertises its “democracy and open
diplomacy.” While lining its pockets by
the exploitation of the natural and hu-
man resources of the developing coun-
tries, it tries to intimidate them by con-
stant reminders of their multibillion
debts and to allure them with
promises of aid from “the com-
munity of industrial democracies."”
For the prospect of independent
development of nations free from ex-
ploitation, the prospect of social con-
trol over production (already basically
socialized) and over consumption
(which is as yet far from being socially
controlled) it supplants a paltry, selfishly
barren hotchpotch of concepts and slo-
gans stolen from the working-class
movement. One cannot say it is not
succeeding in fooling some people.

Seventy years ago, in his article on the
“ideas of advanced capitalism,” Lenin
wrote with confidence that the work-
ers would not be “hopeless simpletons”
and would see through imperialism's
new schemes. Sharp;ﬁir{g the class i_l}-
sfi_n’&mand pqlifi;'a_l__ _f&rjighfedneu is a
task
once and for all time. It remains topical

that cannot be accomplished at

so long as imperialism continues to
exist.



THE TRUTH ABOUT
MEDIUM-RANGE

NUCLEAR WEAPONS

A Reply to the USIA Booklet “Intermediate
Range Nuclear Forces: Questions and Answers’’

The U.S. Information Agency has
published in a large edition the
booklet “Intermediate Range Nuclear
Forces: Questions and Answers” in-
tended for ditsribution abroad, and,
in the first place in Western Europe,
in some countries of which the sit-
ing of new American nuclear mis-
siles is to be started at the end of
19683. The very fact of the publica-
tion of the booklet shows that the
initiators of ‘“rearmament” have
failed to convince the West Europe-
an public of its expediency and ne-
cessity. Otherwise why should they
have taken the trouble?

The authors endeavour to answer
the incisive questions put to official
Washington by the public eof its
NATO allies, demanding an explana-
tion of the ideas behind and motives
underlying the missile and nuclear
“rearmament” of NATO with a new
large—almost 600 units—potential of
medium-range weapons. How does

the USIA cope with these questions, -

awkward to American diplomacy
and propaganda?
~ “Question. Many claim that an es-
sential balance in intermediate-range
nuclear sysiems already exists, and
that deployment of Pershing 2 and
ground-launched cruise missiles is
designed to give NATO nuclear
superiority.

“Answer. Nonsense. This assertion
requires a combination of convolut-
ed reasoning, vague definitions, and
a juggling of numbers that don’t add
up'll

And that’s all. Quite an “exhaus-
tive” answer, that!

Irritation usually comes where
there is no answer on substance,
when facts, proof and arguments are
lacking. One can, of course, describe
serious questions as “nonsense,’ but
who will be convinced? Replying to
the question: “But those British and
French missiles are real; why does
the United States refuse to take
them inte account?”, the authors use
this devastating argument: “The
Soviets are seeking /a device...”
When asked why Washington should
not react positively to the initiative
of the U.S.S.R.,, which imposed a
moratorium on the further deploy-
ment of its missiles, the authors find

From a booklet prepared for publi-
cation by the MNovosti Press Agency
Publishing House.
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nothing better than to declare: “The
so-called moratorium is a fraud.”
Every now and then the compil-
ers of the booklet give vent to their
annoyance, but, like fear, it is a
bad counsellor. The booklet contains
questions demanding an explanation
of matters of principle, but there
are no honest, direct answers. Just
as there are no facts, which have to
be concealed and passed over in si-
lence, for they are not in favour of
those who have undertaken to justify
an unrighteous cause. The questions
remain without adequate answers.

However, in order to restore truth
and the necessary clarity, the ques-
tions must be answered. Let us turn
to the facts.

Whose Fault

Tc believe the USIA, the problem
of medium-range  nuclear missiles,
which:-has become a stumbling block
on the road to European security,
arose through the fault of the Soviet
Union, which' allegedly incessantly
armed itself ‘and perfidiously install-
ed and trained on Western Europe
SS-4 and SS-5 missiles and then the
even more formidable SS-20s, while
the respectable members of NATO
were cblivious of all this, “lagging”
ever more behind the U.S.S.R.

The authors understandably keep
silent about who first brought the
nuclear sword to Europe.

Back in July 1948, that is, before
the appearance of atomic weapons in
the Soviet Union, two groups of
American B-29 bombers with atom
bombs aboard were sent to Europe
or, more exactly, to Britain. In 1952
Britain itself became a possessor of
nuclear weapons. In 1960 it was join-
ed by France. Thus the Soviet Union
was confronted in Europe not with
one nuclear power, the United
States, but with a NATO nuclear
trio.

In the 1950s practically all NATO
countries became involved in the
system of American bases for nuclear
forces. They were joined by the U.S.
Sixth Fleet in the Mediterranean
with its aircraft carriers. The desig-
nation of the bases was quite defi-
nite: to enable the United States to
attack enemy territory from shorter
distances, as General Omar Bradley,
then Chairman of the TU.S. Joint
Chiefs of Staff, put it.

Such were, from the very outset,
the functions of the United States’
forward-based means in Europe. The
very same means, a considerable
part of which, as official Washing-
ton holds, the Soviet Union should
not include in the count in the over-
all balance at the Soviet-American
talks in Geneva on‘the limitation of
nuclear weapons in Europe.

In 1953 the United States launched
the deployment in Europe of tactical
nuclear weapons such as atomic
mines, atomic_artillery, and Mata-
dor, Honest John, Corporal and Nike
missiles.

In 1957 a new stage in the
U.S. policy of nuclear and mis-
sile. armament of NATO began.
At the December session of the
Council of the bloc with the parti-
cipation of heads of government,
‘Washington insisted on the adoption
of a decision to place medium-range
ballistic missiles at the disposal of
the supreme commander of the al-
lied forces in Europe and to set up
depots of nuclear charges in Western
Europe. Then followed agreements
of the United States with Britain,
Italy and Turkey on the establish-
ment of bases for American medium-
range missiles on their territories.
The Jupiter and Thor missiles sta-
tioned in these three countries were
targeted on 105 objectives in the
western part of the Soviet Union and
on the territories of East European
socialist countries.

The next stage of the nuclear
“missilization” of the western part
of the European continent can be
characterized as advance preparation
for what the December 1979
NATO Council session called the de-
cision on “rearmament” or “dual-
track” decision (providing also for
talks with the U.S.S.R. on this ques-
tion). It is claimed in Washington
(and the authors of the USIA book-
let try to uphold this opinion), that
by modernizing its medium-range
missiles the U.S.S.R. compelled NATO
to take reply measures. But this
modernization started after 1976. The
booklet itself states that the SS-20
missile with which the SS-4 and
SS-5 missiles began to be replaced
was adopted for service in 1977. But
it is not said there what had been
before that. And it was this.

Back in 1964, i.e., 13 years before
the appearance of the SS-20, the
Pentagon began to station in Western
Europe Pershing 1s, solid-fuel mobile
missiles with a high accuracy by the
standards of the time and with for-
midable other properties. These mis-
siles, capable of reaching the socialist
states, posed a grave threat to their
security and thereby created a qual-
itatively new military-strategic
situation on the continent. This chal-
lenge, naturally, could not be left
unanswered. When the Soviet Union
installed, as a counterweight, its mis-
siles of roughly the same class, a
terrible fuss was raised in Washing-
ton. Those who had initially created
the threat, began to accuse those who
merely replied to it. Those who had
sought a monopoly on medium-range
weapons and failed to obtain it, be-
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