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| . SOVIET PROPAGANDA
ol .| Some General ObsServations

i

: IQOmT.IQN. The follaving observations are based pxlimnrily on a study of Soviet

rldio propaglndq during the three and a half years between May 1947 and December 1950 by

{

the Speciul Reporte Branch of the Foreig'n Broadcast Int‘ormﬁion Service. The deac]riptive

L

|

generalizations ‘are composite Jgdg){nente, concurred in by two‘ or more arnlysts in FBIS.

R

Strietly 5§elking, ‘the gen:erl‘?.izatioxxa apply to radio p‘ropnglnda rnly. There|is,
how§ver, appuretsltly a close si;nij’.l‘nj‘rity between Soviet radio and Sovie. press material--
a si.fmilnrity sc iclose that it wou]‘.cki be misleading to speak cJontinunlly about Soviet radio
proﬁlgnndn, ag ijf it were emetﬂiﬁi; separate and distinet. Trhere is also some reason to
think that Cmnmunist word- of-mouth propagande throughout the‘ world is based largely on the
"of.‘ficinl line" ns trnnsmitted by rldio from Moscow, So that the generally uniform|or
monolithic chlrlcter of Soviot‘ propngand: appears here also.| We will therefore make the
tentltive lssumption that what: is true of Soviet radio propaganda is also true of Soviet

propngcndl ;Ln_gmm This vrill ?o no harm if the reader ir aware of  the fact that,

i

nlthough our generllizntions rlther definitely apply to the Fdio, they apply only

ten‘tltively to other media. B

‘ |
A.  GOALS | ’

Soviet prop-gnnda apparently lttemp‘t;s iwo basic tasks which are somewhut different
psychologically:; to consolidate ‘bhe adherence of persons who are already in the Communist
camp, raising it if possible to the piteh of Communist fnmticism, and ,! on the other hand,
to detach from the Western camp a& meny as possible of ite more lukewarm members. [These
two purposes differ qunlitatively,‘lsmce the detachment of pereons from the Western camp
does nol need to involve any pz-o-.cmleﬂ aligrrert; 1t is enough if the Western camp is
merely disunited and if certain ‘paz"ts of it are, for exemple unwilling to send trgops to
fight in Korea. |Moscow has scored )n victory if it cam simply increase neutrality senti-
ment, or nnti-A..nricnn sentiment in individuals or governrsnts which would otherwise
follow American leadership. | J
} ‘\
To a large extent these two gonla ,uconsolidltlon and r)utrnl#.thion require identiral
propagende hechniquea. Both are aer\red for exampie, by painting "Wull Street" in the
blackes* of colors, and both are aerved by picturing the. Sovlet Union &8 the bulwark of
pesace and demoerlcy. To some extent howerer, they call. far|different ‘emphnaea The
lukewarm Westerner, for instance, my be repelled by uncritical personal adulation of
Stalin, while the convinced Cmmun:t{at will not; the mtionulist Frenchmcn who is already
syepicious of both "Wall Streei" and the Kremlin may be receptive to dqmmcintion of Wall
Street and not receptive to pmiae?of the Kremlin. A baaic question iq the analysis of
Soviet propngmdu, then, is the, qugmion of which of these two ultimte goals is primary
in Moscow's own thinking. sl

!
i ~ CONFIDENTIAL

» GONFIDENTIAL

| : ;
. 1

i l
Approved For Release 2008/03/03 : CIA-RDP80-( 00809A000500730196 6-1




- | I | -

Approved For Reléase 2008/03/03 : CIA-RDP80-00809A000500730196-1

. . i
‘ !
. i

| ‘ 25X1
|
\

NA —

o CONFIDENTIAF

\
| -2-‘ 3 |

A rirst superficial impression|of quie‘ti propaganda would perhaps point toward consoli- |
dation as the prima:~ goal. Its bludgeoning tactics and its g:oss distortions seem ;
manifestly ill-adapted| to the task of winning good will toward the Kremlin, or intel- !
lectual acceptance of its premises, in the mind of a skeptical fence-sitter. One wonders,
how a person with even & mini;m}xm of |o” jectivity could bossibly be impressed. It is easy |
to couclude that the propagesdm is not directed toward|the fence-sitter at all, but to- |
ward amsteur Commistﬁ-whq must b~ |transformed as fast as possible into fanatical and i
disciplined professionals.’ It‘ is possible, however, that thi{s impression is based largely
upon our difficulty in| bridging the great gap between our whole outlook and that of the
Soviet propamgandist. It is pe?hupa‘dift‘;icult for us tég appreciate how reasonable his ;
premises seem ‘rom m._g! point og vie:y. i 'He may be trying, according to his lights, to i
adapt his propaganda o the psycholqg}fidf the fence-sitter, a"?xd he may, even believe that
it is adapted to the psychology of ‘the fence-sitter. (Whethe he is correct in this be-
lief is a different question. |We ourselves may be deluded if| we assume that the fence- |
sitter shares our own profound skeppicism toward all o‘f the major Soviet themes.) :
A more thorough exaMnLtion of | the 11}°e1ev;nnt data does,| in facit, tend to support the i

is at least equel to consolidation in its importance in

hypothesis that neutralization
Soviet eyes. .The releTnnt dat‘a include the following:
(1) The proportion of denﬁncidt‘rio‘n of Wall Street!and its "lackeys" is very much
higher, in Soviet“ propaganda beamed to foreign nu'glienceaj, than the proportion of
Soviet self-approval. The Aszroq(:h] is far more o;‘feneiv‘e than defensive, This
applies especially to perSonal |adulation of Stalin; it i8S much less frequent in

broadcasts to foreign audiences than in broadcasts to domestic sudiences or in the

Soviet press. This is just what pcn[uld be expected if Mo“scow propagendists reasoned
that their uncommitted Western |Listeners would be more Tceptive to enti-American |
‘: i

than to pro-Communist or pro-Soviet propaganda.
P \

I !
~ (2) The strategy of neutr}nlizdiion,i or of divide-and-conquer, is one which Stalin
‘ himself hes employed repe“tedlb,", ;bqth in his progress toward power within the :
! Politburo ancd in pis intevna’cilonql alignments. He has nFLso expressed it clearly :
| and explicitly ' in hie article "Three Slogans on 'Phe Peasant Problem" (PROBLEMS OF
| LENINISM, 1937 zdition, pp. H ). In this important psper he analyses each step |
| 1n the revolutionary process in terms of four varying elements: immediate objectives,
| eremies, allies, and neutrals. The questions are: Whatrcln we now accomplish? 5
| Who are our enemies? W'hoJ‘are our ‘allies? And whom c¢ap we peutralize i
{3) The appeal to non-Comhmiq‘l \Mgslternera has be‘en direLt and explicit, within
Communist propaganda itself,, aijnc‘e" 'lthe new phase é)f the Mpeace campaign" which be- !
gan with the publ;cation gf the Stockholm Appeal in March 1950. The Appeal addresSses
itself not to "thg democratic 1dmp,)" but to "men of good| will" throughout the world,.
"regardless of their religious lbelifefs or political convictions." And, similarly,
the Msnifesto adopted at the Second World Peace Congress| in Warsaw stresses the de- !
sire of all peopl?s to ml‘int-i;zix padce "despite divergent| viewpoints." |
(4) The peace campsign is‘onlyj‘the most conspicuous illustration of a tendency !
which has characterized Soviet propaganda since the beginning of the Popular Front i
policy in 1934-35: a te.ndency‘to‘pllly down what is specifically Communist, or even !
what is specifically soci;llist,} in [1ts prJpaganda platfoF'm,‘ and to concentrate on |
universally or almost universally app.oved values| such as peace, democracy, and anti-
imperialism. The]‘word "revolution® is rarely heard on Moscow's foreign beams, and |
the term "dictator: hip of| the iprqle;ta'z‘iat,"' which‘Stalinl himgelf has described as
the core of Leninist doctrine, \iS .even more rare.| The pFopaganda‘ contest is no long-
upied with establishing the!
other brands, or aven in i
essity of the common owner-

er an jdeologicall one, in|the §§ergsef that Moscow is preoc
superiority of i18s own Communigt brand of socialism overr

the sensSe that it devqtes‘LmucH\effq‘rt to proving the nec:
ship of the means of prod

pction, or any other clearly defined meaning of the word
: tgccialism." Rather, the\contestlh‘ns become a power con]fhest, or a purely political |
i contest, in the sense that all"ofithe universally-accepted virtues are continually !

GOy |

i ascribed to one 'pplitical}powqr g:f:olup, the USSR Apd its allies, while all of the i
i
|
i | |
v | i
I O
e

. ’ : i
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/| The assumptions appear to be those of
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those who are already on the pro-Soviet side of the fence.

| K |

8 e 2isteners.

|
)

ers’ .eliefs about how| these goals can be attained or about who
in attaining them. ‘k

| |

camp.* ‘f’

|

\ |

geem to be pred&cated upon }o;ertain furi*t.her psychological assumptions

|
|
|

influence etti*udes end chw.Jige opinio

| |

sssumptions, hdwever, doeejx:mt mean that these sssumptions do not ex

that we must infer the propagandist's |assumptions from what he actua

| |

‘ a simple associationism. They

] |

Roose\'elt)L Soviet propsgandists confine themselves almost entir

necessarily meah, of course, that either the assumptions or tho method
the minde of Soviet propugﬁﬁdiats. As| Inkeles has pointed ocut ("Publ

see later, prob‘ubly a major reascn roq the inflexible, monolithic cha

universnll;};-condemned vices are attributed to its capitalist (and non-capitalist)
enemies. In other words, Moscow Seems to have gone all out--within the limits of
ite ¢wn perspective--to conceal its revolutionary socialist ideo]l‘og and to arveal
‘ to non-socialist and non-revolutionary elements throughout the world. It is
thods which are in some respects perhaps
‘ appeal to the fence-sitters and tcf) the lukewarm Westerners fully

R

Thie last consideration brings up ]also another ncteworthy characteristic of Soﬁriet—
propagandal%rategy: its concentration on tasks W‘m}?ﬂi@
goals or values of 1ih T A fundamental in present Soviét! nﬁsumption§f about
| human nature (whether it is explicit or only implicit in the thinking of Soviet

‘ strategistis) appears t(]a; be the assumption that the deseper goals ‘nd values oi“humln
! beings are|relatively unchangeable. It seems 1o bea essumed that nearly all m n

| (all, that|#s, except the devils im human form who inhabit Wall Stceet cr who are
the servile lackeys of|Wall Stree ) want pretty much the same things: peace,
democracy, imtioml independence, |economic welfare. Moscow leaves. these goals

1

untouched and, inStead}of trying to modify them, seeks instead to modify its

is Iikely to

| i
And even the hgw 18 subordinated to the who. There is almost nol‘practicll dig-
cussion of | the sdaptation of means to ends. Like Hitler (and unlike Churchill or
ely to painting a
sort of dr;eam—picture, ia mythology of gods and devils in which t):jxe‘ gods are n’.l;vuys
in the "democratic camp" and the cl'levils are alway? in the "imper;nlist camp."' The
how is implieit, but only implici;t, in the gho. The explicit message is that “the
Soviet Union is heading the camp hich is struggling for peace apd‘ democracy"|; and
the implic;t message 18, "If you want peace and democracy you must join the quiet

||
|:

: ) \

If we examine more narrowly the methods by which Moscow attempts to eétnblish in its

1isteners' minds the "dream-picture" mentioned above, we find that all of these.meii}hods
.| This does not

{cal and seemingly oblivious of problems of method. "In the Soviet lite.ature on
‘lopinion and in ‘the practicil Jjournals Pnd handbooks for propagnndists‘ and lgitatoqg, sur-
prisingly little lttention%is given to problems of method; the importance of con‘cqnt is

|
|

s." This non-psycholcgical approach is, a8
racter of Soviet
propaganda, and perhaps a major element of vulnerability in the conte;st with Weste}z}n pro-

stressed infinitely more than questior{s of how, by what devices and mechanisms, ¢
ny

psgandists who are at leee-tj,gcnpable of1 using all the resources of modern experimem.ll
psychology and Jof an empirical, experipental approach to the specific[ psychologicql prob-
lems of Eest-West propagunda.. The prabably implicit character of Soviie‘t psychological

ist. It only
11y does.®
|

| one might expec‘t to find ir]x} the country of Pavlov, who trained dogs 10 associate the sound
| | i

misguided) tc::ﬁ
as much as to

ds are explic};"rt. in
‘ ic Opiaion in Soviet
| |Russia," pp 24-5), the published writings of Soviet propagandists nre“ extremely unpsycholog-

|
lare the assumptions

p-

listen-
hjelp .

public

e can
we will

mean s
|

»* DomeStic broadcasts have sometimes explained to agitators that

|
does not constitute an important exception to the generalization mad

Gl i

i

o CONFIDENTIAL

|
|
o
i ADpProve

indications of |use of "depth" psych “ogy or of experiments on propaga

they must be

& question-and-answer tecm:mlique, etc. | This type of common-sense psthology, however, probsbly

¢ above; ther
nda as such.
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of L bell with the experience of being fed, so that they sallvated at the sgund of a bell.
They are perhaps also the assumptions one mightlexpect to find in the minds [of the new‘} |
Russian elite, which greltly values machine-like coiformity in its followerq which avowe
a mterillist philosophy, and which has rejec ted with equal vigor, the paychologies ‘-:3
Freud and of Dostoievski. The result is a psychology without! depth, focusing on those\
superficial mental processes which are actually1amilar to those of the dog who learns: tr
assoeiete a bell and food. ‘ ! : \

In ‘Soviet propaganda the bell consists of words | such as %S v*et " the food nonSists of‘
words such as "democracy," and the dog is the listener. By sheer incessant repetitioq,:

the;dog presumably comes to asscciate the two terms so that when he tmnks "Soviet" ha ?

elso thinks "democracy." The following example |is typlcal ; “ 0o

| "The Second World Peace Congress summed up |the results of the self -sacrificing K ‘ RN
struggle of all peoples of the world against the dark forces of iwar. The delegates.

of the Congress have torn the mask off the lfalse peacemongers and have shown to the
world who is the real friend and who the real enemy of the people " (Soviet Home
Service, November 43, 1950) J

|

|, <
|

\

E

Here tihe words which brmg out a sure-fire reaction of dJ.Sllke and avoidance are "dark,"
"war," '"mask," "false," !'monger," and "enemy"; they are here directly assoc’2ted with
+the lc:Lenrly implled hate-obJect Wall Sireet. The words which presumably brmg out a
favqrable reaction are '"peace," "self—sacrificlng " tpeoples, " and "f.‘rlend";‘they are \; e
associnted equally directly with the Soviet- -sponsored Peace Congress and theref‘ore with B
the! Sov1e1; Government. ‘The whole process is one} of simple association. In the broad-‘\ ‘
ca8t from which this passsge was taken there is no raising of emburrnssing 01“ complicated
questions such a3 the avnileble evidence on which side started the war in Korea, or the
req isites for effective! international control of atomic ener@ There is no evidence| of St
concern with the possmle existence nf latent SkeptlciSm in the listenerfs mind, or Of” S M
w-ys of meeting and overcoming Such skepticism on its own ground. There is only perSiBt~ '
ent direct assocziation between what the listener| already wants and that the propnga.ndiat wants
him: ‘to want. i : ‘ ‘i ‘
i

E
The ;i‘ollowing five charecter sties of Soviet prnpegenda method can ell be logicllly releted
to the implicit ASSumption of simple associltmn i

k_i.mp_zsux .i
In‘ Sbvnt terminology, what Westerners call "Soviet propaganda" i8 not propagande but || .
ngitation The diStinction was well expressed by Plekhanov: "A propagandist \presents :
mlnyl ideas to one or a few persons; an agitator presents only one or a few ideas, but
he presents them to a mass of people.! Cy this definition everything or neanly every- ‘
thing that is said on the radio is agitation, since it is deeigned to reach "a mass of |||
poople"; and by the same 'token it does not lttempt to convey more than "one or a few 4
1dua " Soviet propagendists would agree in this respect with Hitler; who seid that in|:
order 1o be effective "propagends has to limit itself to @ very few pomts end to use
them| like Slogans until Nen the very last man is able to 1magine what is intended by
auch a word .M | | :
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There is, te be sure, & considerable amount of variety in the lconcrete illustrations

which Seviet broadcasters use to illustralqe'their major themes. Perhaps the variety
of illustrations is enough /to preserve the ordinary listener from being bored by the
repetitiveness of the major themes themselves. 1If so, then the simplicity of Soviet

propeganda and its single-minded devotionl

to the one main task must ve counted as a

source of very great strength., At least it does not suffer from any over-estimation

f

of the mental powers of| its listeners. On the other hand, a question may be raised as

to whether the Soviet radio does mot lose|

millions of potential listeners by carrying

to an extreme the virtue of simplicity. 7This, like many other questions which will be
i [%

reised in the following pages, is an empi
direct study of the listeners themselves.|

2.  Upiformity ‘ ‘
A cfosely related chara‘cter‘istic is the mo

Communist propaganda ou;tpuﬁo There are sharp fluctuations in

ical question which | can only be answered by

nolithic uniformity of the whole Soviet=-

the amount of attention

paid to particuiar mpi‘ics of current mtefﬁest, but these fluctuations do not ordinarily
affect basic themes, and when they occur they tend to affect |all media simultaneously.

With a few exceptions (| which are all the
the rule of uniformity seems to hold in th

more significant be;j:ause they are exceptions)
e following respects: (a) between the major

media of propaganda: p;esé, radio, and word-of-mouth; (b) between the Soviet trans-

mitters and Satellite transmitters such as
beamed to domestic audiences and what 1s |

Warsaw and Bucharest; (c) between what is
eamed to foreign audiences; (d) between the

various beams or languages within the outp

ut to foreign audiences; (e) between official

and clandestine Communist stations; (f) between news reportis iand commentaries, which are

much less differentiated than they ordinarily are in the Wes., (g) between what is said

about various national and [class groups 8

(as a rule they are all trested as part of the

undifferentiated mass o}f "peoples" which jare "struggling for 'peace"); and (h) between
various writers and commentators. With the exception iof Ilya | Ehrenburg, whcse brilliance
and lightuness of touch jare joutstanding, most of those whose writings are quoted have
somewhat the same solid, hard-hitting, humorless, Stalin-like|style. The commentator is

gemi-anonymous; no commentator is individ
are in the West. J\ |
While the simplicity of] Sox‘riet propaganda

ualized and dramatized as commentators often

==
is probably lan element of strength, its uniformity

may well be an element }of weakness. The |general similarity ‘pétween what is said to

different national audiences can be taken |

as a case in point.| It has one important

propaganda advantage in that Moscow cannot easily be accused '(as Hitler was) of saying one

thing to one audience and the opposite to

lanother. The propaganda opponents of the USSR

onsistencies of this sort. Even the few in-

cannot make capital out of lany obvious i

stances of clear beam-differentlation which have been well established are not logical

self-contradictions; they are merely marke
of weakness may lie in [the fact that these

d differences of empbasis. But a real element
differences of emphasis are not more marked and

more numercus than they are, Moscow ordi]x\‘m.‘rily adapts itself | only grudgingly to the wide
actual divergencies between national cultures, religions, bistorical backgrounds and
political systems. The Norwegians, the Turks, the Japanese and the Brazilians hear much

] i 1

the 'same programs, All brands of 1listen~+~-pesychology isecem to{be conceived not on

the basis of empirical |evidence but on thé

picture of the world m}d the same standard

basis of the same standardized two-camps
ized Pavlevian prop‘aga.nda technique.

In fact, one begins to ‘wondef whether this rigid uniformity does not represent a blind spot

in the minds of the regimented Soviei prop

agandists which 1is comparable with their blind

spot in regard to psycholugy. Anthropology and the infant science of national character

apparently interest them as little as psychology dces. The term '"monolithie," with its
connotations of rigidity as well as of sirength, seems pecullarly approrriate here It may

well be that in the long run the Soviet propaganda dincsgur will be outdone by swaller

but more agile propaganda opponents, who have been schooled Aot in the dogmas of

Stalinist Marxism but in the more truly re
experimental science. |

‘ P
3. Selection end Onmission

) |
Another corollary of the agsociationist as

volutionary gdiaeipl?nea of empiricel and

| I

sfumptions 1s that the propagandist can decide

what current events he |will associate with the ideas he wants! o uphold or to condemn.

If there are economic cliff‘iculties in the
i v
i

i
‘ I
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Wall Street with the idea of millions hunting for work, while if American business is
booming he can s}imply ignore such issues and concenirate on the "struggle for peace." If
the Soviet case on the control of atomic energy is inherently weak, he can simply omit
discussicn of this issue, jand concentrate on'presumably safer subjects such as Westera
reaymament and m‘ilimim..; ‘ ;
A special and extreme form of selectiéﬁ is the actusi manufacturing of propaganda "events"
which can‘ then be capitalized prcpagandistically as if they were ordinary events of the
day. Outbtandidg examples in recent Soviet propaganda are the creation of the German

Democratic Republic, tbe Khabarovsk trial of Japanese bacteriological~warfare scientists,
the prolonged wo?ld-wide campaign for signatures to the Stockholm Appeal, and, of course,
the two great World Peace |Congresses in Paris and in Warsaw. Every one of these was
given far more publicity than, for example, the Republican gains in the Congressional
elections in 1950. | :;‘ |
While this necergarily results in a highly distorted general picture, it pjrobably must be
runked among the inevitable, indispensable devices of effective propaganda, and the
extensive Soviet use of it is probably| to be counted @s one of the strongest aspects of
Soviet prjopagand‘a es a wh?le. ; | '
|

4. Slanted Interpretation |

| | i '
By associating i‘t with the proper words, almost any event on the face of the globe can be
made to look as }if it supports the Soviet two-camps mythology. The rules ‘are simple.
The American Congress decides nothing;| it is the Americaen "monopolists" who decide. The
U.N. General Assembly does not vote; 1t is the U,S.~controlled "mechanical majority" or
nobedient majority" which votes. The|Soviet delegate to the Security Council does not
insist on his veto privilege; he "upholds the principle of unanimity" and [the "Charter of
the United Nations." Communists rarely do anything or suffer anything; it is usually
“the people' or \"democrat;i.c elements"|who do and who suffer. France and the United
States do not agree to anything; “lackeys" of Wall Street in the French Govermment "sub-
mit" to U.S. "orders." | } : |
| i :
While such glib diatortiox‘: by means of word-gelection can be easily ridiculed, it is
doubtful whether any rid! :ule would detract much from the effectiveness of the technique
in the mind of a listener who was at the outset even moderately pro-Soviet. To a
‘receptive listener, the slanted Soviet/ version of facts, presented as if it were a
description of the facts themselves, must seem reasonably factual. And, since it contains
few demoristra.b.\é outright\ lies, it is proof against &ny counter-weapon except, perhaeps,
ridicule ol It is therefore probably the most potent, as well as the most constantly used,
of all the devices of Sov:‘let propaganﬁa. : :
|

5. Unsupported Asgertion | | |
We come now, however, to :wha.t is perhg‘ps the most vulnerabie of all the associationistic
Soviet propaganda methods: the tendeney to rely solely upon unsupported asserilon or
assoclative word-cboice,|rather than/upon any systematic warshaling of facts, to support
the essential ytjzint at issue. It is here that the superficiality of the propagandisti's
psychologicel assumptions is most apparent. He simply ignores emotional factors such as
the latent skepticism of the listener. It is as if he expects to overcome the emotional
reaistance and logical skepticism of the listener solely by sheer weight of frequent
asgociation, rather than by methods spbeificﬂly adapted to the listener's emotional
resista.nc?e or T/? his intellectual doup‘ts., An example will perhaps make the method clear:

“The main rj)bject of the U.S. invasion of Korea was the conversion of her territory
into a mainland military base for, aggreseion against China and the USSR. The
invasion of Korea was the beginning of the implementation of the U.S. plan for the
est&"blishmént of domination over| the whole of Asia." (Soviet Home Service,
23 November 1950) | ‘ |
To a rece:ptive listener this probablyl would not be & demonstrable lie. It is merely a
monstrous leap-in-the-dark, on an absolutely crucial issue, which happens i to be wholly
untrue. iLilne most of Moscow's everyday assertions it has a factual starting-point-—in this
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case, Machrthur's advar-e into Northern Korea. Bjut, algso like most ofiﬁoscow's assertions,

its factual sup%port stops at that point. The fact is merely i convenient peg on which to

hang a major propaganda theme which is by no means directly implied by!the fact, and which
is not supported by any gther facts whatsoever, yet the propdgandist plafndly asserts it
as if it were one of those self-evident facts whikh "everyone knows" end which do not need
to be proved. | ; : K

P

|

Another conspi;ﬁous case in point is the Soviet uEe of \Vesterp‘ rearmaxpej as evidence of
aggressive intentions. As a rule the equating of rearmament with aggressive intent is
direct and unsupported by further facts or arguments. Occasionally, p‘q;pe sure, it is
supported by an| expliclt statement that the armamjents must be| for aggression, because, as
"everyone lnow:'" the Soviet Union is incapable of aggression and eould not possibly be
a cause of gemb".ne fear in Western Europe. But here, at one remove frc‘m! the starting-
point of the discussion, the same device of unsupported assertion reappears as plainly as
ever. No facts are given to support the statement that the Soviet Union| 1s incapable of
aggression, although this is fully as controversigl as the statement that Western arms

are for aggressi:jwe purposes. i ‘ 3
|

It could be contended that this technique represents one of the strongest aspects of Moscow's
approach. Simple assertion of the essential point at issue probably conyeys a very strong
impression (et Least in the minds of uneritical listeners or of listeners who do mot hear
any opposing version of the facts) that the Soviet generalizations are in fact wholly
obvious and not |in need of any factual support. To support a conclusion|with facts is,
perhaps, equivalent to admitting that its truth is not already self-evident. The technique
also has the advantage that it makes no demands on the intelligence of the listener; the

speaker caters to the mental inertia of the listeléer by not asking hixz?‘t? weigh or

assemble facts. i ‘:

H ; H 1‘ :
On the other hen‘d, it could also be contended thaﬁ, at least in the mi!nds! of uncommitted,
skeptical, fence-sitting listeners, such dogmatism is peculianly vulnerable. While perhaps
initially effective even with such listeners, it may in the long run be!vulnersble to
counterattack by a resourceful propaganda cpponent who makes contrary Faf.q‘tements with equal
confidence, vho| supports them with abundant facts lsystematically pres. ¢ed, and who
repeatedly chal‘l‘enges the Soviet dogmatist to do the same. : F!'

! | !

|
C. MEDIA “i Z

it

|

| :
| i
|

: ‘

The tendency tc monoclithic uniformity which chararterizes Soviet propag 1 nda as a whole
applies, as has been indicated above, also tc the various media in which it appears., There
is at least a great deal of similarity between what is said inj the Communist press (both
inside and outside the USSR) and on the Communist radio (to both domes‘tfié} and foreign
audiences}. Thére is of course a tendency 1o concentrate on events ofl interest to the
particular audience which is addressed, The USSR press and the domestic Soviet radio
programs give heavy siress to Soviet elections, nationsl holidays, econamic achievements,
the need fcr greater economic efforts, "criticism and self-criticism, "ete.; the Communist
press in France {q’liscusses especially French affairs; and Moscow radio broadcasts in
French discuss French affairs more than those of any other gipgle country. This is of
course to be expected. Soviet propagandists have at least some apprecia’tﬁlon of the axiwmm
that persons inlevery country are primarily concerned with their own affairs, or with
world affairs wiica directly concern them. Yet evén this type|of differentiation is not
carried so far 4$ might perhaps be expected. Most of the countries of‘th'q'e world hear much more
from Moscow about 14 affairs eral than they do about their own country. They do
not necessarily leven hear as much about their own continent as|might be ekxpected; previous
to the year 1.950‘ |Asien listeners laeard more about I"Iurope and the USSR than about Asia.

I ) | e
The general similarity between press and radio probably holds for all ofi the major, constant
characterietics which are discussed in this paper, if only for|the reason|that a very
large part of what is broadcast over the radic consists of press reviews (quoting liberally
from the pro-Communist press in other countries as lwell as in the USSR), |and of articles
drawn from PRAVDA, IZVESTTA, TRUD, the Cominform journal FOR A |LASTING PEACE, FQR A
PEOPLE 'S DEMOCRAG‘Y, and other Comaunist publications. 1

Is there a similar uniformity aé between either radio or press ov. the qnéﬁ'_ hand and word-of-
mouth propagandalon the other hand? The testimony of persons who have |'t'.a.1ked with
Communists suggejs'l;s that the uni;fomity here is equally great, Wt;.nd that the radio is in

i
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fact a major meansS of keeping Commun1Sts in all countries up- to-date on what they should
say about eve .5 of current ini rest.This’ 1a<neane'er, incidentally, to those who wonder
why the USSR invests as much effort‘as it does invest in brosdcasts to the Unlted States,
where listening is at a minimum. At least one answer, apparently, is that the rldlo is
relied upon to keep Americen Communists informed, lncludlng the editors of the DAILY
WORKER. The same consideration constitutes a possible, answer to the question of\why
Moscow's only broadcasts to Southe“?t Asia are in English and not in Annamese or‘amy

other languege of the region. The! ;Teason may be that §ome local Communists in esch area .
can be relied upon to understand Englxsh vhile few local CommuniSts can be expected to !

mow more than one or two of the 1ndlgenous languages. |
|

On the other hand, it can be argued that if complete unlformlty‘exists Moscow is over-
looking an 1mportlnt opportunity. The very nature of radio propagenda implies thnt what
is said may be overheard by the "wrong" people. Much thnt mlght be said to Germans cannot

be said on the radio for fear of antagonizing Frenchmen, and muzh that could be Slid to

the poorest landless peasants clnnot be said on the radio without antagonizing landholding
peasants or the urban middle class. \ To some 2xtent thg same can be said of any printed
material. A face-to-face conversation, however, can be much more Specifically tailored

to the psrticular needs and preJndnces of the other person.

! ‘probable case in point is the CommuniSt propagsnda amohg the Ita“iln peasants at the |
time of the 1948 eiections. Americﬁn press coerSpondents reported that Italian Communists ;
were going among the landless peasants, showing them mapa and pointing out to individual
peasants exactly what land would be theirs in case the‘Communists came to power. | At the
same time, the whole issue of land reform was being given surprisingly little stress in
Soviet broadcasts to Italy. It may \well be that this radlo avoidance occurred in| order

not to disturd unduly the middle- class persons in Ituly who hold prcperty of any kind

and whe presumsbly were more llkelw}to own riidios then|the pensnnts were. If so,| it
represents a type of shrewd diver81fication in meﬂlodS‘and media which is out of line with
the generally monoclithic character of Soviet propaganda. Yet some differences of| g sis
in word-of-mouth propaganda are perhlps to be expectedieven within the monolithiec| Structure.
¥ithout directly contradictlng in nny way the general official line, it is entirely possible
for oral propagandists in working-cllass aress to play up worklng class appeals, for middle-..
class Party members to play up middT -class appeals, etc. ; .

\ |
D. GROUPS APPEALED TO i ; ‘ !
As has been indicated above, most of the Soviet lppenlé are to unlverSll or nelrly uni-
versal veluec; peace, democracy, natzonal 1ndependence‘ economic welfare. As such, they
are calculated to appeal to mlddle-class persons as muqh as to the "toiling masses " to
workers as much as to peasants, and [to religious persons as much &S to atheistis, ‘In fact,
instead of diversifying its appeals! to different group§ Moscow ! seems to have lttempted
rather consistently to say only those things which wculd have an appeal to all groups, with
the exception of "Wall Street® 1tSeﬁf Whatever mighm\nntagon;ze any group has in general

been omitted.

This applies most conspicuously to m}dd1e~cllss groups; the nttempt to neutralize|them is
evident in the extreme soft-pednllng‘ " the old Lanlnist ideoclogy of revolution and prole-
tarian dictatorship.. The word "proletarian" itself has almost disappeared in brmdcn"«‘tq to
foreign audiences, and, although the| werd "wozrkei® ﬂnirlj frequent, it is far less fre- i
quent than the word “poople " which! impllcluly 1n»1udeu middle clase groups. The}fcrm

"petit bourgeoisSie" is even more rare than "Iroletlriln," and no synomym has taken its place.
Marx's own openly avowed distrust of‘the petit bourgeoiSie does not appear at all! In other
words, the picture presented i1s one!of a capitalist werld in which all of the "people"-- i
pelce-loving, democracy-loving, ordinlry human beings-jnre oppressed and used as cnnnon—

fodder by a small minority of cup*tuliats variously known as Wall Street, monopolists imperial-
18ts, ete; It is a class ideology insofar as the llne\between "peoplo" and monopolists is

« L8888 line, but it 18 not the erxiet or Leninist ideology, 1n which the proletnri-t

mas sharply differentiated from evoryone else. \

¥hen a list of groups is presented,ié;g., in describing those wﬂo have & Stake in | the peace
. movement, it often includes five compcnents: "workers, pessants, intelligentsia, women,
i youth.m It is noteworihy that at least 99% of the humun Tace 1n 1nc1uded in thie |list.

1 conpmm'rm&m"mg“ | m‘_
| | n |
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White-collar groups could be included as either workers or intelligentsia, and even the
wives ard children of Wall Street magnatea are not clearly =xcluded fr<m|the categories
of "w-men" and "ycuth,®

The effort to avoid antagonizing any group also shows clearly in the handling of national
rivelries., Mcscow does not, as has| sometimes been assumed, 'exploit exieting antagonisms
wherever they may| be found." On the contrary, it typically ignores all antagomems which
do not coincide rather clearly with\ the one great cleavage between pro-Soviet and anti-
Soviet, friend and foe. Deeply rooted national hostilities, for i.nstance, are usually
ignored. This holds for the ‘Jew-Arab conﬂlict, the Indja-Pakicstan conflict, the Italian-
Yugoslav conflict| over Trieste, the\Greek—Turkish antagonism, the Irish-English antagonism,
etec. Religious differences also, between Hindu and Moslem, or hetween Protestant and
Catholie, might almost not exist as|far as Moscow is concerned; if mentioned at all, they
are mentioned as instances of the "dinde-and-rule" policy of the imperialists. French
and German differences, e.g. over the Ruh.q or the Saar, are rarely discugsed; a revival
of Nazism, but not Germany as such,|is presented as a menace tc French security. Instead
of antagonizing religiocus persons by preaching atheiam, Moscow instead appeals to them on
the peace issue, quoting priests and clergymen on the necessity of peace. Instead of
antagonizing nationalists by preaching that "the working men have_no country, ' Moscow de-
nounces "comopolitanism. " and glorifies "pational sovereignty" as against the effort of
Wall Street to reduce all nations to slavery. But at the same time intermationalists are
appealed to by laying tremendous emphasise >n peace and insisting on Soviet loyalty to the
United Nations. ‘ 7

An especially interesting problem in this ‘connection is the handling of the thorny
questions of race|and of colonial imperialism. The general Western assumption is that
Communists lay great strees on both\issues, In certain ways and in certain contexts they
do., The Negro issue i1s exploited in broadcasts on internal U.S. a.f';a:rs,‘ but Wall Street's
vpersecution of progreseives" and its 'war| hysteria" are much more emphasized. Anti-
_semitism is almost never mentioned in any context; and, in direct contrast with a current
misconception, Moscow has as yet made almost no capital out of the racial issue as such in
Korea. For exa.mple it did not once, in avpilable broadcasts, notice or crndemn the use of

the word "gock" by American troops :‘Ln referring to North Koreans.

As for colonial imperialism, it does constitute probably the chief exception to the general-
ization that Moscon does not public1ze conflicts other than the primary ope., This is under-
standable, since the Chinese Communists in\ their own oppesition te Westerp “imperdialism"
have made their confliect coincide closely with that which Moscow considers primary. The
word “mperialist'[ has been a prime| |favorite in Soviet broadcasts for several years, and 1t
is not infrequently elaborated in terms of| specifically colonial mpermlp.sm, especially in
Asia., Yet even here the effort not{to make enemies needlessly is apparent. As a rule only
American and scunetimes British imperia.li| has been condemned; the French|, Belgians, and
Dutch have been let of £ with eurprisingly little condemnation, In broadcpsts to France and
elsewhere there have been condemnations of| the "dirty war" in Vietnanm, burt the native
independence mcvement in North Africa has been virtually ignored on all bpams, and there

has been far more stress on the effart of }'mpenalist" Wall Street to euslave France it-
self than on the effort of Wall Street's French puppets to enslave Vietnam., In other words,
colonial-minded Frenchmen have been |given just es liitle offense as cculd[ possibly be
managed without abandomng t-e claim that tihe USSR supports all liberation movements against
all forms of imper]ialismu

’ ; |
E, MOTIVES APPEALED TO AND VALUES |INVOKED

Four of Mecscow's major appee.ls have lalready been mentioned: peace, democracy, national
independence, and economic welfare., | It is|neressary, however, to expand this list, and

also to clarify what the Comunists lapparently mean to convey by the term| "democracy."

|
There has been much talk in this country about a Soviet definition of dempcracy which is
radically dit‘fereqt from our own definitlon of it. Soviet radio propaganda lends little
support to this idea. Although Stal‘in 8 m;itings on the diectatorship of ‘F.he proletariat
and the leading role of the Party do give a conception of democracy which|is explicitly
somewhat difrerent from that which l‘a current in the West, very little of|this finds its
way into broadcasts intended for for‘eign consumptionu Instead, the contexts in which the
word is used are such as to indicate that Moscow wants to be upderstood as meaning very
much what democracy means in the ﬂest, with "govermment by the people' strongly stressed as
well as "govemment for the people." | Even\individual liberty, though it is given far less
emphasis than in Western writings, is defi?itely approved of. For example:

\
"A true demoe‘ratic nature clearly mamfests itself in the Soviet electoral system.
The bourgeois constitutions widely advertise freedom of speech, press, meetings,
education, and the activitica of gocial organizatioms. All this, however, remeins
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cannot make use: of these rights because of all sorts of supplementary Frestrictionfs.
Here is a letter which depicts the American Constitution. It is written by a fore-
man from San Francisco, Ldward Taylor: 'We have freedom of speech, but there is no
money to hire a hall for maling speeches. We have freedam of the press, but only! for
those who have 'the means to own newspapers. We have the freedom to travel about the
country, in first class, if one could afford it. ... We have abstracit rights, bu}t

\
|

| | |
i only on paper. In actual fact the people's messes in the capitalist countries 1
|

\ no material rights.'" (Soviet Home Service, 22 November 1950)

‘ ; ‘
Apart from the smaller stress on individual freedom, the one major differen‘ce between the

meaning of the word "democracy" as inferred from its usage in Soviet propaganda and as|in-
ferred from iis usage in Western writings is that Scviet prcpagandists tend| to equate |
democracy with leftism, or elimination of class exploitation. "The camp of| reaction"
(i.e., the camp of class exploitation) is often contrasted with “"the camp of democracy, "
as if whatever is in the interests of the exploited classes is bt definition democratic.
And, in terms of the Soviet world-picture, this is consistent. If the cap’talist world

is divided into a small exploiting minority and a large exploited majority,|and if the |
exploiters manage by force or fraud to hold the majority in political as well as econcmic
subjection, then almost necessarily a democratic gowermment is one which frees the majority
from this bondage. This is in fact the chlef form in which the old Marxian|ideology still
survives. While class appeals in the old direct sense have tended to fade into the back-
ground, the more universally acceptable word "democracy" is perheps designed to make use

.f all the emotional dynamite in the old "Arise, ye prisoners of starvationt" i

In addition to the four values mentioned above, at least four others deserve mention: |

moral values (especially truthfulness), strength, culture, and national unity. Moral values .

are continually invoked in condemning the “ruling circles' in the West; stréngth is an |
attribute often claimed for ithe "democratic camp" as a whole, the vanguard and bulwark of
vhich is the "mighty" Soviet Union; culture is said to be strangled in the Viest and |
cultivated in the East; and national unity is continually invoked in discuss‘ions of Germany.
1 : . ]
In going over this list, one is struck by its similarity to our own value-system, and to the
values stressed in our own propaganda. It seems clear that, as far as values are concerned,
there is no "diametric opposition" between their official ideology and our own, such as! has
gometimes been claimed by Western ideologists, If there is any diametric opposition it}
lies in purposes which Moscow does not put into words (such as a Politburo determination to
dominate the world), or in the beliefs which are held about who are the gods and who are
the devils, While the verbally avowed values are strikingly similar, there s of course
complete disagreement as to which side represents these values and which gside represents
thelr negation. j |

\
Fl LIES AND DISTORTIONS }

We come now to the aspect of Soviet propaganda which' has preoccupied Western observers much
m?re than any other: . how much does it lie, and how does it lie? 1
| 1 ‘ |
The first answer that has to be glven, in order to clarify a very widespread partial mis-
conception, is that Moscow does not continually engage in barefaced, obvious, demonstrable
lying. Soviet propagandists are much too shrewd, and have much too firm a grasp of the!

bt‘asic essentials of all effective propaganda, to do anything of the sort.

T.ﬁere have been, to be sure, a few glaring instances of this sort. The one with which the
vwhole Western world is now all too familiar is the claim that South Korea attacked North
Korea on 25 June 1950. This is a barefaced and colossal lie, if there ever was one. But
it is not, as nearly all Americans have probably assumed it to be, typical of Moscow's |
everyday propaganda procedure. Perhaps the two outstanding similar instances during the
past three years have been the claim, often reiterated even during the past year, that ;
there are 18 million unemployed in the United States, and the claim that the]Soviet Union,

energy.

Apart from these

rather than the Western powers, has stood for "striet international control!

of atomic

qu and far between. '

capital of credibility.
| 'y
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|
, the absolutely clearcut, easily demonstrable lies have been i
v |

‘ 2
Of course this does not mean that the Communists are basically any more moral than we ha‘ve
assumed them to be, or that they do not have a wholly amoral, cynical, opportunistic {

attitude toward truth. All it means is that they have a fairly keen and realistic apprecia-
" tica of the necessity of establishing one's own credibility, in the eyes of one's listeners, | ¥
if any later propaganda is to be believed. They know that they cannot affcra 1o squander their ||

On the other hand, the great element of validity in the common American concéption of Soﬁet
lying is the extent o;‘ the distortion which is created by Soviet propaganda *r“.echniques other

|
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[ | ! ;
other l‘than obvious lying. By selection and omission, au&d by stretching slanted interprer-

tation to the limit, Moscow produces distortions which, } at least from ocur side of! the
fence, | appear to be enormous. i \

| |
{ | !
Among these enormous and continually emphasized distortions the following are outstandi

|

1, ZIhe blurring of distinetions betweepn the Right 'and the ggg_-_&vigt Left. |Since
the world is plctured as divided into "camps" vwhich are respectively all black and

all white, it follows that the enemy camp must be ‘L;niformly, monolithically ﬁlack. e
But to force the infinitely complicated real world into this crudely simple two- H
camps pattern g.nvolves ignoring or denying many digtinctions which| are in fac;t fairly =
obvious. It involves, for instance, ignoring or dpnying the difference between “
capitalists and socialists--a distinction which lies at the heart of Marxism [itself) |
considered as a gocial ideology~-whenever this distinetion does not coincide with the
line the Soviet Govermment draws between those who| are subservient|to it and [those |||
who are not. Tito and Wall Street are treated as indistinguishable, except that Tito
is the lackey and Wall Street the master. Similarly, Robert Taft is treated |as :
essentially indistinguishable from Norman Thomas, Ernest Bevin, anch (now) Henry !
Wallace. 1 | .
i \

| ‘ i o
2. Ihe finding of diabolicel motives for evervthing that an anti-Soviet person doeg.
Since motives are always a matter of interpretation rather than of demonstrable fact, -
Moscow can indulge in almost unlimited distortion in this field while preserving a | |
certain amount \of truthfulness with regard to what 1ts enemies have actually done.
Two outstanding examples of this have already beex mentioned: the lclaim that| the
Anerican advance in Korea meant an intention to conquer Asia, and the claim that
We"stern rearnmament has an obviously aggreassive purpiosm !

3.1

i

agp ) h nt of pro~Soviet feeling ‘ex agreemen
i et premises, in the non-Soviet 1d. Wegtern rearmament must be aggressive
because, as "everyone knows," the Soviet Union could not possibly be a danger| "The\i}

peoples of the world" are protesting against American aggression in Korea. "The peoples
of | the world" look to the Soviet Union as the migh‘t;y bulwark of peace. Continually, |in:
innumerable contexts, Moscow multiplies by a factor| of at least 5 or 10 the amount of !

pro-Soviet sentiment in countries like Britain and che United States where pro-Soviet !
sex}timent is actually relatively very small. i | ‘

| .
Are such distortions| obvious enough, in the minds of rela‘tively neutral,| uncommitted
listeners, to constitute boomerangs which tend to discre‘dit all Soviet p:opaganda?‘ If no
could they easily be | made obvious by skillfui ridicule o}n other forms of counter-ajtack?
Such questions are tempting, but could only be reliably
listenezfmpsychology.

’
swered by actual investigation of
|
! ‘

G, Q4ISSTONS AND EVASIONS

H I ‘ H
Distortion by omission is in general both safer and more| effective than distortion Py commig~
sion. It is not surprising, then, that a very large part of all Soviet| distortion is \1 :
achieved by omission, by near-cmission, or by confusing and evasive treatment of those issues
on which it is most vulnerable. The usual technique is pbt total omission, but a combination
of minimal attention |(just emough to keep ordinary listeners from noticing that the| topic |!!
is being soft-pedalec}) and evasive handling. | ‘

l
1. 'The actusl *mplementation of world control of atomic emersy. Apart from its
extremely simple slogan-like demand for "prohibition of the atomic weapom," endorsed
allegedly by 50q,000,000 signers of the Stockholm Appeal, Moscow has had almos i
nothing to say on the crucial issue of how this prohibition can be effectively|imple~ | -
mented. On the {few occasions when it has discussed the matter at all it has ¥
strenuously oppoged the Baruch Plan as a proposal for management of all atomic| ;
facilities by a "U,S. monopoly," but it has scarcely; |pretended to reconcile this o
position with the claim that the Soviet Union itselfl stands for "striet intexrnational|’| :
control," which the Western Powers are obstructing. ||Such key issues as constant vs, | | '

intermittent inspection, and international management vs. mere inspection, are |simply| |
not |discussed, | ] l o

‘ | N
2. Jndividual freedom within the Soviet sphere. With few exceptions, Western charges |
with regard to slave labor, secret police, forced confessions and other techniques of | | -
the police state| have not been 2 .swered by Moscow. They have simplyibeen ignomed, (.

|

i
|
|
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Some of %the major tolzj:ics which are avoided in this way
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3. Diggrepancler X da_e g g ghe )
The great shirt or phasie eince the days of Lenin s been highly unobtrueive.
MWbscow has nei “her edmitted it nor tried to justify |it. The fiction of monolithiec

self-consistency and constancy of docirine in the "democratic camp! remains un-|
touched, except for an occasional mention of how St-lin "developed" the doctrines

of Marx am‘i Lenin. (

; J
by es ear of Soviet & egsio: e ical basis of ‘
With three|isolated exceptions, during the past three years, there have been noJ
monitored discussions of or attempts to justify preyious Soviet actions in |
relation m Finland, Poland, Rumania, and the Baltie¢ states. The period of 9
the Nazi-Soviet Pact is a blind-spot in Soviet sketches of recent history, and /

\

the period[ when Soviet troops were in Iran is not recalled.

5. et 3 betssen 1 o) dg. While economic conditions in the

.:oviet Union are rather often compared with conditipne in the capitalist West, !
to the detriment of the latter, there are never concrete and direct comparisond
in texms of what the ordinary citizen has to eat, t he wears, the kind of house

he lives in, ete. |
|

6. ciali abor gains 1. e West. This avoidance follows as a corollt{ry
of t'2 "plurring of distinctions between the Right and the non-Soviet Lefti" |
which has already been mentioned. To preserve its black-white dichotomy intact,
Moscow cannot afford to admit, or to let its listeners think about, the possibility
01‘ achieving socialism or social justice by democratie methods and apart fram |
Soviet auspices, The familiar combination of near-omission und evasive handling

ie therefore applied to such developments as socialized medicine or the con'croversy

c?ver the nationa.lization of steel in Great Britain. r

Since (they are(negative rather than positive, the probability is that few of these ;
avoidances have been observed by many listeners or have {been boamerangs on a large
sca.le.. They probably have done little, as yet, to discredit Soviet propaganda even[ in
the eyes of semi-skeptical listeners. But might they become boomerangs if they were
repeatedly poiited out by an opponent who repeatedly challenged Soviet propagandists
to suand up and face the music? Here again, only actual investigation and erperiment
can provide the answer. . (
|
|

.
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H. HYPOTHETICAL DIRECTIVES TO PROPAGANDISTS ;

A compacti way of sumarizing much of what has been said above is w‘ formulate a hypothetical

set of directives to Soviet propagandists which might conceivably exist, and which would r
at least be consistent with what they do. Probably nothing very similar to it actually does (™
exist, because, as has been suggested above, Soviet methodological assumptions are probably 4
implicit and unverbalized rather than explicit. Nevertheless, this may represent, scmething i
like what they would say if they put into words the impliecit assumptions on whic.h they operate.

1. Never forget that you are an agitator and notia propagandist You are not talking
40 Merxist theoreiicians, but to the masses. Be simple; be clear; vary your l111ustra- ,
tions continually, but pound, pound, pound on the| fundamentals! ‘ -,

-13 -

(Your jmmediate listener will of course very oi‘ten be a Party member, and sometimes a
Marxist theoretician, but your job is not to enlighten him theoretically. Your Job 1s
to provide him with simple agitational materials which he in turn can use inwmrd-of-—

mouth ggitation emong the masses. ) ; ; 1‘

2. Study and imitate the agitati beloved leade te
great Stalin! Be, as he is, dignified, forcei‘ul, ‘rumless in exposing the 1lies and

treacheries of the enemies of democracy, and absolutely coni‘ident in the ultimate
vietory of our cause. ‘ ‘ I |

3. Conecentrate your fire. Our deadly enemy is Wall Street, supported by ite‘ docile
lackeys throughout the world. We camnnot afford to let this mortal enemy employ against
us the deluded masses in his own country or the goverrments of other countries which, F.
because of the contradictions within the capitalist camp, necessarily have latent
hostilities to Wall Street. Every member of the petit bourgeoisile, every patriot,
every religious person, every member of a non-American govermment whom we can\ detach w
from his subservience to the ruling circles of America represents a victory for the

cause of peace, democracy, and Scclalism, even ‘hhough he may be only neutral in the

struggle. | | ‘ -

At the same time, we must never admit for a moment that neut ml:lty is pouaible.
Actually it is not possible, since there is not and cannot be any middle ground, any
"Third Force" between the cemp of peace and the camp of war, } I

‘1
Ao ot be distracted by the widely-publicized ! events, the national rivalries,
the puppet-shows Zsuch as elections) in the capitalist world. 'Wall Stireet employs
them to distract the masses from their true task of struggle for peace, democracy and
Socialiem; we will be only playing Wall Street's game if we cater to such transient and

superificial interests. There is only one real struggle; every fact you use and every
comment you make must contribute directly to that ‘etmggle. ‘

. ey

5. Do pot give curpency to Wall Street's more g;gggg,}z;e 11e§,\ even by quoting them or
attempting to refute them., And do not let the enemy draw you into a discussion of those
issues on which his case has a certain superficial plausibility. Concentrate on I
issues on which our own case is most obvivusly strong, ‘ ‘ »
|
Naturally this avoidance should not be too obvious. Do not 1et any major event which is
uppermost in your listeners' minds go too long without some sort of comment. ‘\Th:ls is
necessary in order not to appear evasive, and it is necessary 8lso in order to give
Communists throu~hout the world a ready answer when they are challenged by their
opponents. A Communist should never be without a ready answer to any challenge. But-
beyond this minimum, any additional attention to certain issues should be carefully
avoided. Specifically, give minimal attention to the following issgues: i
|
a. The Baruch Plan for "world" control of a‘tnmic energy. wi
b, Our methods of dealing with political criminals. ‘ i
¢, Qur basic doctrine of the dictatorship of the proletariat “
d. Alleged instances of Soviet "aggression" or "expansion." ‘i
e.. Alleged capitalist superiority in. living-standards. | |
f. Alleged "socialism'" or "labor gains" in -l;he capitalist world. L
]
6. Every word must be a weapon. Do not let your etyle be 1ni‘ected by the rdtten ;
“objectivity,” the cosmopolitan "scientific" gpirit which is cultivated by Sacial »
Democrats, opportunists and pecudo-intellectuals in the capitalist world. Call an lmperial-
igt an imperialist, and not a "Congressman'; call a:n incendiary of war an incendiary of war, =
and not a '"businessman" or "an opponent of the Soviet Union." To refrain frcn tearing the
mask from the face of a pseudo-neutral enemy is to pl&y into his hands. 1
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7. But, at the same time, let facts speek for themselveg. j facts of capitalist

oppreae:lan and agpeuaion are wholly obvious; they do not e : be "proved, " but

must simply be Pept! in the forefront of the listener's mind FAnd since the facts

are obvious, 'e] pot need to give the false mpression ‘thg urselves, the

ag:ltators who| convey the facts, are trying to "influence" ourjlistemers. Our manner

should not be elqtianal, end the directly agitational s yle] ct May Day slogens should

be avoided. There;should Le nothing in our style or maxmemphuh distracts the

listener {from c'gmlete concentration on the one essential fa the struggle for peace,

danocmc:r and Sfe;p..Lian' |
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