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FACE To FACE 1VITH DISAST]]R

Soviet Public _Opinion anci the Chernobyl Catastrophe

Alexaıder Vo}irov
lgctor of History (UssR), professor of the Acad.emy

of social sciences under the cpsu centra]- coınınittee

ı'The Tomb'ı 1s the title of a play iı{oscowls Znamya magazİıe

published four months aft er the chernoby] d isaster It read.s 1ike

aı eyewilqeşs_a ccount. although the stage is set in a medica1

centre. a ficti tious Radiation safetv Institute The radiation

a blend of f i_ct.ion and f act. When he left for Chernobyl. his
plaı was to '!rıi!e aboııt everythfnl4, with complete franknesglı.

Harşh realttJ sufıgested, the genre of the tragedy for ttıe pltır.,

ltThe Tornbl' is on at theatres in Tambov, Tiraspol, Krasnod.ar

and other Soviet cities, at Stockholmls Drarnaten Theatre an d" at

the ie;1al S_!ıeLesleele C ornpe4y i:ı Loqdg4. It has been trans],ated-

in Jgpan, I4ğiq and socialist countrj.es. The reason for this wide-

spread interest 1s that it attempts to assess Chernoby1 from the

a4e}e !f a_Le4ı çat e { qlv.ı c p os!!i on--some thing people all over

the world, f ir§t and f orernost ( a.rı d f or obvious reasons) j.n the

Soviet Union, regard as a vita]. and urggn,t nqed".

In the USSR, the first response of the public to neııs of

d.iscgter was natural 
"r, 

u straightforward : cornpassion for thoge

the

who

s.ieknes_s patients are trvj.nE to sort out whaL has Lappgned. rea-_

1işinE that they ınav have on].v hours }ef t to ], 
j"ye. The author.

the j ourJıali st ._Vlad imir GqLaıgv. free]-v adı!ı j.J s that the olay -Ls__
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1,/e]. e at the elıicentre of the accident, a desire to help şbou}der

the buı.deı, admiration and respect for the heroisrn of thoşe ygho

r_s]ı,:c] ,üheir lives to stcp the accident from spreading, and offers
t,,, join them. These were matter-of-fact ı ç9,}m and usually 1ow-key

(I have read many such ]_etters)--''1, an expeşt (driverr, oon§trua-
tion worker or whatever other specia}igt ), could take part in the

work. . . .l

Support took d.lf ferent f orrns. Peop}e opened their heartş and"

hoııes to the evacueeş fTom the d,anger zone. contributions poured

into Specia1 Ac.count 9O4 of the USSR State Bank, opened, for finaıı-
cia1 assistaıce to those affected. by the accid,ent. Wlthin a şhort
tirıe, i_t swelled" to more thaı 50O million roubles. teams of stu_
dent voluİrteers rnanned. construction sites in Kiev and Gomel re-
gions. },ledica} personnel who oftan worked around the clock to
preserve human hea]_th and save 1ives said, the way d-onors unhesi-
tatingly gave their bone marrow to the rad.iation vj_ctims, knowing

not who the recipient would be--a hero or perhaps even one of the

culprits--was a convincing rıanifestation of moral commitnrent and"

hurnanisın.

It was a spontaneous, conımon and natura1 human responşe.
Des1ıite the great degree of courage and solidarity, *hi§ reaation
did not really surprise us because that was typical of olır people.

At the same time, many were thinking painful and bitter thouglıtg,

a"sking how on earth this cou}d happen and why thousand-s had to
display se]fless heroism l'in the trenehes tiug by negJ.igence ond

irresponsibilityıı, as someone put it. How this or&ss neg]_j.gence

of a few reverberated throughout Europe and" the world and alarıned
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p€ople in Taınbov and Stockholm and elsewhere was, to us. a souIce

of guilt and. shame. Ye§, we felt gui}ty and ashanıed that the ac-

Aident occuıred. in our eountry (,ııe knew that similar things had

happened in other nations, but that did- nothing to alleviate oı_ır

fee lings ) .

The year that }ıas elapsed since the Chernobyl accid.ent has

been a year of j.ntenşe reappıaisal and ref ]-ection progressing from

the imnıediate and spontaneous reaction on to an increasingly pro-

found uıder§taıating of the causes behind. the traged.y, to a com-

parigon with other negative development and, most irnportantly, to

con9lusions for the future. Naturally, a specia} technical inves-

tigation wag carried out to prevent similar disasters from re_

curring. Even though the probability of an unbroken chain of six
gro§s blunder9 again occurring in the way it happened at Cherno-

byt, iş inf initesiriıal , the eni,j.re system of nuclear power genera-

tion waş subjected to a rigorous review. But public opinion was

engaged in a broader reappra-lsal, focusing its attention on the

social, pşychological, mora1 and, in the final ana}ysis, politi-
ca1 issues rai.sed by Chernobyf and on their heretofore unkn own

nature.

The rıisf ortıüıe ştı]uck after the 27th congress of the cpsu

and, jn a way, reaffirmed the urgent need of the social trans-

f oınıations charted. by the party because the accident fit into

the series oi negatlve phenomena exposed by the party f orıın,

atthough Chernobyl called attention to itself and to its causes

with particu}ar force and brutality. The new atmosphere which waş

taking root t}ıroughout the country after the congress frustrated"
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a11 atternpts at glossln6 over the tragedy or palliating the danger

of the breach of trust committed by officials. 4 fıank and honeıt
il"iscussion began in the meit-ia and- at press eonferenceg a}nıogt im-
rned.iately af ter the accid,ent. I say tıa}rnostlı beeauge we are gti}f
learnlng how to hanclle genuine opennags; besid"es, the subject
of the analysis is not among the particularly open fieltls. Thiş
1eve1 of truth is hard to master, and it does not becorne a routine
norm overnight.

Peop.le abroad,, too, may have seen at least some of the tele-
vised. press conferences which were held" one after another in ou!
country. Taking part were highly prominent experts and, iınportant
goveınrnent officials. Every mass market newspaper and periodical
in the soviet union wrote about chernoby1. Today, the narne crops
up in 9n article by an eoonomişt reflecting on the human fectoı
in the field. of pıod.uction, in a sociologistls analysis of tho
interaction of ııan end. machinery, aıd even in a literary criticrş
e§say on topical artistic question.

The party congres§ which displayed a revolutionary spirit
tıas already taken place, and journalists bave been calleal on to
'ıwrite about everlrt}ıj.ng, with complete freüıkne§slı. This is why a
play urgİng analysis of the socia] roots of the d.lsagter appeared
so goon, an angry play, if you }ike. But arı angry and irnpassion-
ed" cond.emnation of ind.ividualş and of common gTave errors wou]d.

not have been enou6h in this case. The anal-ysis undertaken by the
public, by various experts, journal.ists, writer§ and. political
activists revea]-ed very şerious problems: probleıns which had" aris-

i4evitably and" therefore required to be solved by integrateti
research, d-emocratic public discussion and joint action.
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This brings to nrind an inter,ıiew wlth Valery T.,egasov, a nem-

ber of the USSR Acad"emy of Sciences who was active in efforts to
conıbat the afterınath of the Chernoby1 d.isaster. i{e said_ that se-

veTa1 years before he hail been put 1n charge of, a general indust-
ria1 saf ety stud.y group. Aırong other things, the group exaıiıined"

the potentia]_ d"aıger§ of various types of power prod.uction, re-
viewiı]g the entire technological cycle and. id.entifying the more

vulneTable points. It concluded. that major industrial accidents
were soon to occur world-wide. The reason was that a qual-itatively
new situatj-on waş taking shape characterised by a d.rastic increase
in the concentration of prod,uction capacities at a single plant
often controlled by a single operator. Events in our country arı d.

abroad, have shown that such f ears were wel]_-f ound_ed,.1

Does this meaı that the Chernobyl d.isaster was objective}y
imminent and. preord"ained.? J.,egasovts answer is that the acciclent
was improbable at a nuclear power plarıt because it would. require
an unbroken sequence of maıry wrong steps. yet it did occur, and

where it was least expected.

At once it becarne clear that we were 1iving in a world quite
d"ifferent from what we had. yesterd-ay. ft is ıo,ır clear that after
Chernobyl we can no longer l1ve the way we d.id- befole it, that
we rnust 1earn a]-1 its 1essons. Having armed hiınself with powerfuI
too1s of technology, Legasov says, man has only just begun to
thj-nk about how he caı make thern saf e. ltToday, we donlt have to
flght against what has already blown up or may suddenly blow up

tonorrow... Weıve got to fight for the d.evelopment of safety
techılques that are equa1 to the powers man now c ornmand.s. That İs
a probleın comroon to tbe entire vıorld_.,'2
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That 1ş the opinlon of a physicist. iijeanvıhile, social scien-

tists be}ieve that the problerı is not only techıc}ogical but afso

§ocial, a.nd that the safeguards against accidents should therefore

be both technologica] and socia"l, and suffi.lent fc], the ;owe::s

harnessed by man. Although, to be precise, this view is shared" by

physicists, engineers, med,lca1 experts, journalists and maıy other

people who took part in the d.iscussion of Chernobyl ts lessons-

Per}raps the socia} scientists were the ones ıvho gave a professj-on-

a1 appraisa} of the inevltab]-e nature of deve]opments which pre-

sented themse}ves in aı Wlbroken successj.on ol |'many wrong stepsl|.

The economist aıd şoc101ogist Tatiana Zaslavskaya, also a

mernber of the Acaden,ıy of Sciences, ana]yses the importance of the

human factor in industrial production and, cites the example of

Chernobyl to emphasise that as fabour beconıes better equipped,

techıologically, society pays aı increasingly high price for the

imperfect skills, f lippa,nt confid.ence and crud"e irresponsibillty
of ind"ividuals and. consequently, for the uıderlying inad.equacies

of the system of econonıic and. social relations, ilThis tragic eventrtl

şhe wrltes about the Chernobyl accident, !lthrows j-ıto particular-
1y bold" re],ief the importance of the hurıan factor--both its positive

aıld., rrnf ortunately, negative inportanee--in conditions of the

scientific and techıofogical revoluti on. " 
3

The sinister flames of Chernoby1 highlighted" a completely

new dirnension of ttre human factor in ind,ustrial production--its
global aspect. \'y'e now know that nucleag pol]_ution recognises no

national bord.ers. But it is not only nuclear pollution. The efiect§
of aı accident at a Sıviss pharmaceutical factory have also traııs-
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cend,eö borderg and poisoned. a11 of the Rhine. Acid rain and other

environmental. dangers do not reco8nigc national sovereignty cither.
Tt İo1lowş thıt today, each per§on gntausted" wlth control1ing po-

wer often of, awesorne rnight or any ind,ustrial capacities capable of

generating accidents if nıaııaged negligently rıust be aware of his

or tıer re§ponsibility. lhig responsibility has assumed. a new

global dimenşion. 1t iş a respoışibility to a}1 mankind.

This senge of responsibllity iş evident j_n many letters
sent to eilitoria1 affite§. People who write them express a slniple

and common-şense idea: the inıportaıt thing iş to have an atmosphere

of şelf -d.iscipline and şelf-regulation. Thiş atrnosphere must be

connon and univerga1. A situation where workmenship is shod,dy in

vacuuın c Ie€ırıerş and. television setş but fine in reactors or şpace-

ships cannot last 1ong. Social safeguards against accidents nust

work acroşg the board. ğut shou]-d it be protection on}y from

s}i.pşhod, irresponsible individuals?
Por t ra in the nuclear power p}ant meıaEer. the author of

llThe Tomb" poses a hiehly to ica1 que§tion--horv daı erous 1s a

d.u11 meek and easi }y nıanipulated individual? He owned hls p1o_1

motions not to his talent but to his convenience. According to

the_plqf, the previous manager had been disnıissed for c ha1]_ enEing

the decisions of the higher-ups when the latter were deterrnined

to send in at any cost, a |lmission accomplished'| ıelLqIj t_o

their sup er i or ş.
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?i]e forrne , manageI turned doı,ın urır eliabl e, f]_a.nrnable oo

refused "o beat a dea.,fine if this rneani 1oss of <1ualit;ı._

coirsidered difficult a-ıd q uarr el s one . Tl]e Ii an who repl ac ed i].,-ı:ı

ac conmo dating erıd coırvenient for bureaucrats, ie-ü tlıe ac-

cide:ıt happen. I as]ied the author lav if ire co ]ıi edof the p

character f rorn sorıeone . Tlıe clıaracter is f ictitious, lre ı,e ıii e tl

,;iıere is no such post at the pfant: there ? s 'ciıe ciiicc,i;;;: and

,i l:e c[ıief engineer. Rather, i'fhe Tonblt shov/s a cel,iain c.].lp c § . r-;

j i.qur e of an executive which, reerettably. is nonetlıel egs e vei]r

Tea1 one.

One cannot dispute that. And it need not nece§§ari-l;,, bc

a manager. Today, the role of each individua1 participatiır1 i:ı

production is incomparably nore irıportant than before; ,ıllei,clcre,

tlıe range of requirenrents to him or her is ıvidening. ?ruıc, ı,ıa:r

lıas alıvays been the princİpal force of production, aııd i,iai:ı oa]_].ed

';iıe ildeveloped productive pov,/er of a11 individualsiı Jühe il}r eı,:'_

rzea]th,ı of societ7.4 Th"r" ,ıvas a tine vıhen production cculc] iung_

t-ion even if man Yıas, !ito use a strilring expression of ,i;lıe a;:cients,

distlnguishable only as instrunent,:m voca]_e fron an aı-riıra]_ ııs j_ııstru-

ne:ı'tun semi-voca]_e and f rom an implenıent as iDs iı.r.rıen'c ı_ı_ı :ııu,İu:.ı',. 
j

Coııveyor-belt production turned man into an appenda8e, a ltcoıil

of ,;he nachine. A different lavı is naking itself felt to a1l eve]]

5reater degree today: the higher tiıe overall level tiıe :l,rd,.ic-l;ive

f o::ces reach in their developraent, the nore rnan and lıj_ s Ciş,l_ııc-l;ive

abilities as part of the forces of production stand oı-r'; rı,ro"ıi

-them, aııd the nrore he is ob j ectively required to assert a.:lı. ııanif egt
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l1is hr.Ean--int ef } ect ua1 , moral and creative-abiliiies, Ij -bir:l_s

is not true of an individual , if }re sti11 f eels 1i]ie a ilcoi::l

cft.irisorthatmechanism,andifhismoraiqualitiesaİ'einac.icqL.ıa.
te to t'ae capacities, poı./er a:ı d f orces of nature or, iıaclıii:er;ı,

tlris individual ııay becorne a menace to society,

Then vıhat do ııe do about the lıuman factor of accit'lents

aııddisasters?Imposestricteontrols,constantnon.i,ccri;ı3a::c1
iıarsiıpenaltiesfornegligence?Allthatisonlypa::,ı-l-;:i,.;;ir.!--
if at all--but it is not enough, Often, excessive nıor:-i,tıı:iı3 aır ci

ri5orouscont]rolltfrornabovel.ıııoI]ıpreciselytonral:epocpie;ıasıive
and irresponsible and proılpt t herır to unthin}lingl} llobe;ı o::c'iel,sil ,

Having 1aunched a policy of acceferating socia1 devclıpı-ıeı,ıt

and reorganising society alon3 revolutioırary lines, ou:: ;ari;-

Lrasdefinitivelyselectedadifferentandrnuclrnıoıep::cır-iıl;:5
co,ur s e_-€ranting naximum autonomy to tiıose engaged in prcdr"c';icn,

cl eaı]-;,r outlining tlıe rights_ aıd duties of each and tlıereb; 1;ı:oı:ıot-
IesDons ibi 1ity.

ing initiative and 
, --,1 - " ,arr tı.ıs coupled v,ıi,ı,- iı. cııt:o]

b_v the public, based on eff orts to eff ectively impl grrgn'ı ,tie

ideas of autonornous mana5ement, socialist dernocracy anc" ,ponile5sr

Speaking at the January 1987 P]enary lJeeting of tlıe C l'ij-tj C eı'Lıa_"

Coırırittee,}.IikhailGorbaclrovsair]:'l,ılehavedecisive1;",;ıi:erl,clre
couTse of supporting enterprising, thinking and enerse"ic peopüe,"6

The !tenary I.[eeting mapped out specific steps to considcıalıly

e:lpandthescopeofdemocracyintlrefieldofprociuc.i;;cn.'].ec.L.lon
aclrnini strat ors

oi ,' &flc1 managers, their aceouırtability ,b:ı ';iie rT or]:ers

as a colfective, and broad participation of vrorkers -iiı dec,j_ı],-,r-
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-rnaliing are a1]_ aimed at nakin8 any arrd a]_1 technoloGical arr d

economic decisions at aııy enterprise as çonsonant as possibr e

ı,ıith-.and not contradictory to__the interests of ou:: wor!;in5

people, our socia1 goals. This course ıve regard as off e::in3 an oD-

portunity f or the f u1]_est and most consistent real isa,i;iorı cj tiıe

advantages of soci ali sın--that is, overconring the p::actice of 'irirer]

labour, manrs afienation in the process of production, ıis j,eiliı1

said with his usua1 forthıi5ht clarit;,ı, this is aıı oppo::tı_riri_,İy-

10.

i-t in e:.ıedical

7lıto vıor]: f or oneself " , not for exploiters.

Some may say thst this bears little relation ,ço vrl:a_i llai,,p eıl_

ed at Chernobyl. T3ue, the reorganisation that is under ııe;ı in tlre

Soviet Union was prompted by an overall analysis of tire

situation in the USSR antl began before the tragedy st::uci:. xu,i; it

l,ıould have been i:npossible to find ansıver§ to the harsh questions

po§ed by chernobyl without this reorganisation effort. It provides

tire principa1 socia} gafegua].d§ guaİianteeing gcieniific a:ıd

technologicaJ_ progress in the interests of man, environİ,len-; a].

protection and inclustrial safety.

Chernoby1 has also put the spotlight on a different j]]]ob]_ en

of safety and security.
iThen I as]<ed the author of the p 1aY 1.ıh..r he set

c entre. Gubarev answered bİ/ reca11itlA lıow a Aroun oi i olrrna- is';s

canıe to tour the chernobv1 area and went on a hydrof oi l tr i:ı on the

,'rl p i at River. It vıas a fine sprinA day. the river spariılin5

rıi tli sun]_ight. the Eardens on the barüçs in f u].1 b1oor,-ı, aırd ,i he

birds sineing. you simnly refused to befieve that there ı,ıas

dead1 radiation a]l arouınd. Yolr cannot or srac]l_:].see, lıear

It i s a sll ent !ri]-ler .
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oveİ thas feeling,'l Gubar eV!tT eouldn ı t get

dıd not take notes. But I did no;
co]leı,gues asked me vılıy I

uııders iand hoıv this could b: conveyed at alf , ll

Iılany of those who visited the zone of the accident 'ı:rerc

stı,uck by the invisibility of this terrible danee1 , by ılan|ı
oI

iırability to fee1 its presence, by the silence /,/ the senscs"

It had a §imilarity to the waI, dan8er, a danger equa1]), ccvert

end almost iınperceptible, It is present in the stockpilcs cf

nuclear weapons, in missile silos and in decisionş ta]:en b:ı

certain governrnents, but it is hidcten frorı sight, It c aır be

peıceived intellectually, but not everyone is avıar e oi j-,t, nc'ı

even a ınaj ority.
f{hile on an enviroıımenta1 protection 1ecture circıri,b -_:r

Finlarrd, 1 was asked an unexpected question, one that evei1 sjund-

ed strange at first: ırrhat is more dangerous-the possib-J_li,;;- oi

a nuclear war breakin8 out or the already actua1 destructiın oi

'che envirorunent, §pecifl"Jrly, its radiological eontar_ı-nat i cı?

\7e11 , after a11, you ean|t be sure if a war wil1 real1;, s-l;aı"c,

but you know pol1uted eir is now a fact, I{y fiyst iııptrlse ı,ıas to

say that 'tboth were worseiı, that both were problens of hgıai:

survival . But the question was asked for @ reason: the s"Lıd-en,e

ıTas tbinking about the order of priorities to be adop";cc] :,n a

<]ocument addressed to the public, And so v*e poo1ecr ouı cficı';s,

First, we leasoned, the radiation released in tlıe e:ıpi-csio;ı,

of the smal]_est nuclear warhead wouJ_d equa1 three Chernob7ls, If

only one per cent of the currently available stockpiles ls L]§ed

iD a nuclear attack, a nuclear winter is inevitab]g, §ıc1 auc]-ear
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]_2.

rrint er w-i1l alestroy man-.no t a man, nor hundıeds of even ';lıousands

ofpeoplebutallmen_theentirehuınanraçe.ForestslıiJ.l.ecib;.
acid rain Aan be replanted; we have managed tc alean up rnany

rivers;butthedestructionofhumarıttyi§irfeveTsible...jlıa,;
oculd be cornpared to the magnitude of this danger?

Setond, there is stil1 tiıne to avert aıı enviroruıeil,i;c-]_ d-s"

ester. This tiıne is 1inited, it must not be wasted, but -,i;

ı,ıould sti]1 take longer than a deeade to make the enviroıuıeııt

unfit for human habitation. But SDI nuclear warheads are ';o be

deployeit in the sky above us ııvithin tbis deeade, Erperts lrave

proyen that the gisk of a nuelear war breakin8 out in§,Jantaııccrısiy

aırd perhaps even independently of a human decision vıiii ,i;lıen

become mueh ııore real than it is now, It looks 1ike tlıe '; ir,:e fac-

tor ig particularly relevant in the asse§sment of the da:ı5er s

nan}i.nd is f acing-

Third,themogtobviousargument:ifthepoliticalc1..rıate
could be 'ı decontaıninat edtl , if trust anal cooperation eııon3 ;ıations

could be restored and strengthened and disarmament negot'ia';ed

on that basis, then we could ea,rmarlt huge re§o[rces f oı, eııviı,cn_

reııta1 protection. E§sentially, insufficient fundş are tlre r,ıc-]ıı

obstetle to the solution of all other global probl eiıs as ıze]l,

TheChernobyldisasterstimu]atedworktodevelopcol.ective
international assistance to accident victirns. Thj.s kind of sc];_i_

darityisqultetangible.Peoplefromdifferentcount::iegccil.i
rooney, clothes and even fruit to the special Chernoby1 reiiei

f tıntt, in aıı ef f ort to heJ_p. That was a bit naive but ver1, ıllov_in6

ant] noble impulse by ııhich our nation sets gıeat store, 0lıc aaııes
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of Robert Gale and Arnan d Haffiner, an American surgeon a,ad ai1

.A.roer i c arr businessmarr ııvho offered their help in the traair.,ıcil,i;

of the victims, are farniliar to everyone in the Soviet Un-]cıı,

even to schoolchildren. }Vg also remerıb er what Robert Ga_]_e sa::_ (]

at a press conference in Moscow: one cannot hope tiıat piı;sı_c_aırs

rıi1l similarly help people after nuclear explosioııs in e ıvar,

It is entirely possible that there ı,ı.i11 be no one to trea,; oı: ,co

be treated.

Soviet and international public op inton has alread;.

a conclusion ı solidarity must be disp1ayed before. not af .,.
l,

a nucl ear catas trop he-- so 1i dari ty in the strugg]_e to p

ot herwis e the t aıb as one of the rnain characters iır tlrc a

t e]_1s anotheT, Prof ess or an Arnerican ( the ^.i *.i ,] 
^!: 

r--. -Ş J.l:l- +d_ _ vJ J e

narıes is no coincidence, of course) wi1l be a ıicol1ec-iive,

netary tQmbrt.

his im e and the title of the come fron tlıc ııoic'i user]

'co denote the structure in vıhich a radiating reactor j a nıı^a.,ızl

.0.c cortling to the play. it also ref ers to the concrete ve ı-r., -l; j-ıı'co

ıılıiclı the sealed 1ead coffin with the bod_,,ı of §omeone vl1o diec'l

of radiation is 1oıvered, because the body ıl§tilf eıni,ts ::at',i e,],i ııı_-

tı-ıo to thr e e ro entgens an ho ur . . . And it wif1 rerıain rad;oactive

foT decades. "

A11 this is said and written not to scare people but ,io

pronpt t Lrem to act .

\'re are w,itnessing 9 J_eap forvuard in the shaping of ı:a:i:-j-nd

a§ a §ingle, integral entity, although in many respec1;s s-İij_-r

fragmented. We also note the emergence of a universal concern
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ovoı the pIeservation of civilisatıon arr d the survivai cf, ,the

hunan Iace. Unf ortrınat ely, the biblical ,tend of tlıe vıorlı]ıı ir1ay

indeed come--not through tlivine interference but as a lesu]t ,f

lıuıan action. I{othing can foresta11 or prevent this rıost

terrİble of catastrophes except manls dete]:nination, rcsponc,j,bıl ity

ancl wi1l. This is rıhy e systern of socia1 safeguards is necessary

at the international 1evel too, a systerı based on the ga::c

principles of openness, dernocracy and pertlcipatton.

Isşues of war arıil peace must be ctecided not on}y b;ı pol_,,i;:ı

cians but by millions of people. For this reason Sovie't s'ıateııentg,

proposals and peace initiatives are always addreşsed not oır];

to politiclans but also to the vıorldls peoples. Wg have fa:i;lı

in the peoplesI sagacity in their socia1 activity. ile bo-r_;evc tl:at

Spaces}ıip Earth carries no rıarrg engerr-we are a1l itg cfe\ı.

J
,

l/
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