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EVERY Western plan for the
strengthening of defence arrange-
" ments, including the manufacture of
chemical and nuclear weapons, is
criticised for contradicting Western
peace efforts. “You are talking
peace,” says the world, “and pro-
voking war.”

No similar criticism troubles the
Soviet Union. In the first place,
it does not announce its plans and
face the subsequent debate. It
announces, periodically, the state of
its armed forces (after the facts
have been guessed at by foreign
observers through various direct
and indirect means).

That the Soviet Union also talks
peace while not only preparing for
war but also engaging in war when-
ever mecessary upsets almost no-
body, relatively speaking.

To attack American and West
European war preparations is part
of the campaign for world peace.
To attack the Soviet Union’s war
preparations is to be a “cold war
warrior”, objectively a supporter of
“Imperialism.”

In criticising American and West
European military policies, one
has hundreds of American and

West European dissenters to quote
from. Their voices are heard all
over the world, and the impression
is created that they speak for the
majority against the Establishment.
In criticising the Soviet Union’s
military policies one can quote only
a few Russian and East European
dissenters, in jail or underground
in their blessed land of birth, or
exiles.

The Soviet and East European
Establishment have silenced their
entire population without incarring
that “moral abhorrence” which
Western military policy is supposed
to evoke.

For 13 years the Americans had
stopped manufacturing chemical
weapons. And what about the
Soviet Union? Surely there is little
or no evidence, surely not, that
Soviet chemical stockpiles have in-
creased or have been used in Laos,
Kampuchea and Afghanistan. Sure-
ly, the Americans have enough to
deter the Soviets, say these peace-
ful voices. '

In my view, that kind of stance
and argument are not contributions
to peace. They are either naive
or cunning. The basic difference
between the West and the Soviet
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Union i the inaking of political
and military decisions is ignored by
our peace-mongers, as they may be
called. Their claims of adherence
to the principles of “co-existence”
or detente must be tested against
their utter blindness to the Soviet
totalitarian system and its ideologi-
cal ambitions.

The Kremlin continues building
up its military strength, including
the nuclear. No pact, no negotia-
tions for one, no declaration of
arms control or non-interference in
the affairs of sovereign nations, no
peace offer or agreement regarding
human rights makes the slightest
diifference. Those who expect it
are deluding themselves.

Every peace move by the Soviet
Union is part of its war plan.
Unless this gruesome fact is recog-
nised, no analysis of the East-West
permanent crisis has the slightest
validity. The fundamental strategy
of the Soviet Union is that Western
Society must change on Soviet
lines, and eventually function under
Soviety hegemony, with local com-
munist parties and “Friends of the
Soviet Union” as tools.

This goal cannot be achieved
without Soviet military and nuclear
superiority. Western attempts to
cope with this situation cannot be
understood outside that context,
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