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THE MEANING OF COMMUNISM TO AMERICANS
~ BY RICHARD NiXON
VICE PRESIDENT
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
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The major problem confronting the people of the United Statzas
and free peoples everywhere in the last half of the Twentieth
Century is the threat to peace end freedom presented by the miil-~-
tant aggressiveness of international communism. A major Wweakness
in this struggle is lack of adequate understanding of the characterx
of the challenge which communism presents.

T am convinced that we are on the right side in this struggie
and that we are well ahead now in 1ts major aspects. But if we
are to maintain our adventage and assure victory in the struggie,
we must develop, not only among the leaders, but among the people
of the free world a better understanding of the threat which cone
fronts us.

The question is not one of being for or against communism.
The time is long past when any significant number of Americans
contend thet communism is no particular concern of theirs, Few
can still believe that communism is simply & curious and twisted
philosophy which happens to appeal to & certain number of zealcis
but which constitutes no serious threat to the interests or idce.s
of free soclety.

The days of indifference are gone. The danger today in our
attitude toward communism is of a very different kind. It lies =B
the fact that we have come to abhor communism so much that we no
longer recognize the necessity of understanding it.

We see the obvious dangers. We recognize that we must reiu.n
our present military and economic advantage over the communisp
bloe, an advantage which deters & hot war and which counters tiae
communist threat in the c¢old war, In the fields of rocket tech-
nology and space exploration, vwe have risen to the challenge and
we will keep the lead that we have gained., There 18 no question
that the American people generally will support whatever prograus
our leaders initiate in these fields.

Whet we must realize is that this struggle probably vill n1o%
be declded in the military, econonic, or scientific areas, im-
portant as these are. The battle in which we are engaged is

‘primarily one of idesas. The test is one not so much of arms bat

of faithe.

If we are to win a contest of jdeas we must kpow thedir idess

f; §s well as our own. Our knowledge must not be superficial. We
.éannot be content with simply an intuition that communism is Vrong.

It is not enough to rest our case alone on the assertions, true as

.i,they are, that communism denies God, enslaves men, and destroyvs
‘Justice.

We must recognize that the appeal of the communist 13jea = =8

.not to the masses, as the communists would have us belleys, but
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more often to an intelligent minority in newly developing courtries
who are trying to decide which system offers the best and surest
road to progress.

We must cut through the exterior to the very heart of the
communist idea. We must come to understand the weaknesses of con-
munlsm as & system~~why after more than forty years on trial it
continues to disappoint so many aspirations, why it has fazlec 11
its prcmise of equality in abundance, why it has produced a whol:
library of disillusionment and & steady stream of men, women and
children seeking to escape its blight.

But we must also come to understand 1ts strength--why 1t has
80 securely entrenched itself in the USSR, why 1t has been able to
accomplish what it has in the field of education and science, Wiy
in some of the problem areas of the world it continues to appeul
to leaders aspiring to a better 1life for their people.,

It is to find the answers to these questions that in <his
statement I want to discuss communism as an idea--its economlc
philosophy, its philosophy of law and politics, its philosophy of
history.

This statement will admittedly not be simple because =he
subject is complex.

It will not be brief because nothing less than a knowledge
in depth of the communist idea is necessary if we are to deal with
1t effectively.

In discussing the idea I will not offer programs to mecet it.
I intend in a later statement to discuss the tactics and vulner-
abilities of the communist conspiracy and how we can best Zaskio:l
a strategy for victory.

I anticipate that some might understandably ask the questioi-~
why such a lengthy discussion of communism when everybody i1s
against it already?

If the Free World is to win this struggle, we must have men
and women who not only are against communism but who know why
they are against it and who know what they are golng to do about
it. Communism is a false idea, and the answer to a false :dee is
truth, not ignorance.

One of the fundamentals of the communist philosophy is a
belief that societies pass lnevitably through certain stages. tach
of these stages is supposed to generate the necessity for its su:c-
cessor. Feudalism contained within its loins the seed of capital-
ism; capitalism was, in other words, to supplant feudalism. Capi-
talism, in turn, moves inevitably toward & climax in which it wvill
be supplanted by its appointed successor, communisnm. All of these
things are matters of necessity and there is nothing men can do (O
change the inflexible segquence which hiatory imposes.
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Lt 1s & part of this philoscphy that as soclety maoves wlong
ite predestined way, each stage of development 1s dominated by =&
particular class. Feudalism was dominated by the aristocracy;
capltalism by something called the bourgeoisle; communism by the
proletaria, During eany nearticuliar stage of soclety's deve_opmens
the whole of human life within that society is run end rigged fo:r
the benefit of the dominant c¢lass; no one else counts for arything
and the most he can expect is the left-over scraps. In the end,
of course, with the final triumph of communism, classes wil. dis-
appear, --wvhat was formerly the proletariat will expand so that i
is the only class, and since there are no longer any outsiders
that it can dominate, there will in effect be no classes at all.

Now this theory of successive stages of development makes 1%
clear that if we are to understand communism, we must understand
the communist view of capitelism for, according to communist
theory, capitalism contains within itself the germs of comminism.
The communist notion of capitalism is that it is & market economy,
an econony of "free trade, free selling and buying” to quote the
Manifesto again. It follows from this that since communism in-
evitably supplants and destroys capitalism, it cennot itsel? be
anything like market econony.

The fundamental belief of the communist economic philosophy
therefore is a negative one, namely, a belief that whatever the
economic system of mature communism may turn out to be, it cannot
be a market economy, it cannot--in the words of the Communiet
Manifesto--be an economy based on "free trade, free selling and
buying."

It may be well at this point to digreses for the purpose of
recalling the curious fact that the literature of communism con-
tains so many praises for the achievements of capitalism. The
Manifesto contains these words about the market economy of
capitalism and its alleged overlords, the bourgeoisie:

"It has accomplished wonders far surpassing
Egyptian pyramids, Roman agueducts, and Gothic
cathedrals; 1t has conducted expeditions that put
in the shade all former migrations of nations and
crusades...The bourgeoisie, during 1ts rule of
scarce one hundred years (the Manifesto spcaks from
the year 1848), has created more massive and more
colossal productive forces than have all preceding
generations together. SubJjection of nature's forces
to man, machlnery, application of chemistry to in-
dustry and agriculture, steam-navigation, railways,
electric telegraphs, clearing of whole continents
for cultivation, canalisation of rivers, whole popu-
lations conJured out of the ground~--what earlier
century had even a presentiment that such productive
forces slumbered in the lap of social labor?"

Marx and Engels could afford this praise for capitalism be-
cause they supposed it wounld everywhere be succeeded by communism.
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5 stage of soclety whose glories would in turn dwarf gall thre
achievements of capitalism. Communism would build on capitalism
and bring a new economy that would make the capitalist world lcokx
like a poor house. Those who constituted the dominant class ot
casit.li. s, wae bourgeclsie, would have performed their historic
mission and would be dismissed from the scene--dismissed without
thanks, of course, for after all they only accomplished what was
foreordained by the forces of history, forces that were now to
throw them into the discard like the husk of a sprouting seed.

One of the most startling geps in the communist theory is the
lack of any clear notion of how a communist economy would te
organized. In the writings of the great founders of commurism
there is virtually nothing on this subject. This gap was rret an
oversight, but was in fact a necessary congequence of the genera..
theory of communism. That theory taught, in effect, that &s 8
society moves inevitably from one level of development to enother,
there is no way of knowing what the next stage will demand untili
in fact it has arrived., Communism will supplant and destroy the
market economy of capitaelism. What will its own economy be lika”
That we cannot know until we are there and have a chance to see€
what the world looks like without any institution resembling an
economic market. The Manifesto, in fact, expresses a deep con-
tempt for "utopian socialists" who propose "an organization of
society specially contrived" by them, instead of walting out the
verdict of history and depending on the "spontaneous class
organization of the proletariat." The communist economy would
organize itself according to principles that would become apparsnt
only when the arsns had been cleared of the market princip.e.

Operating then, in this vacuum of guidance left behind by
their prophets, how dld the founders of the Soviet Union proceeil
to organize their new economy? The answer is that they applied
as falthfully as they could the teachings of their masters.

Since those teachings were essentially negative, their actions nad
to have the same quality. They started by attempting to root ouatb
from the Russian scene every vestige of the market principle, evan
discouraging the use of money, which they hoped soon to abolish
altogether., The production and distribution of goods were put
under central direction, the theory being that the flow of goods
would be directed by social need without reference to principies
of profit and loss, This experiment began in 1919 and came to a2
abrupt end in March of 1921. It was & catastrophic failure, it
brought with it administrative chaos and an almost inconceivab.:.e
disorder in economic affairs, culminating in appalling shortages
of the most elementary necesslties.

Competent scholars estimate its cost in Russian lives at
5,000,000,

The official Russian version of this experiment does not deny
thet it was an enormous failure. It attributes that failure to
inexperience and to & mythical continuation of military opzrations,
which had in fact almost wholly ceased. Mearwhile the Russian
economy has been moving Bteadily toward the market principle.
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The flow of labor is controlled by waeges, so that the price
of ladbor is itself largely set by market forces. The spread
from top to bottom of industrial wages is in many cases widler
than it is in this country. Managerial efficlency is promoted
by substantial economic incentives in the form of bonuses and
even more substantial perquisites of various kinds, 3Znterprises

re run on & profit and loss basis. Indeed, there are all the
paraphernalia of an advanced commerical soclety, with lawy:rs,
accountants, balance sheets, taxes of many kinds, direct and in-
direct, and finally even the pressures of a creeping inflation.

The allocation of resources in Russia probably now comes
about as close to being controlled by the market principle as .5
possible where the government owns all the inegtruments ot »ro-
duction., Russian economists speak learnedly of following the
"Method of Balances.,"

This impressive phrase stands for a very simple idea. It
means that in directing production and establishing prices an
effort is made to come out even, so that goods for which there 1ie
an insufficient demand will not pile up, while shortages will not
develop in other fields where demand exceeds supply. The "Me+hod
of Balances" tunrs out to be somecthing a lot of us learned about
in school as the law of supply and demand.

All of this is not to say that the Russian economy has fully
realized the market principle. There are two obstacles that biock
such a development. The first lies in the fact that there is a
rainful tension between what has to be done to run the economy
efficiently and what ought to be heppening according to orshodox
theory. The result is that the Russeian economlsi has to bz able
to speak out of both sides of his mouth et the same time. He has
to be prepared at &ll times for sudden shifts of the party line.
If today he is condemned as an "unprincipled revisionist" who apes
capitalist methods, tomorrow he may be Jerked from the scene Ilor
having fallen into a "sterile orthodoxy", not realizing that
Marxism 1s a develcocping and creative science.

The other obstacle to the realizatlion of a free market lies
in the simple fact that the goverurent owns the whole of iaduszry.
This means, for one thing, that the industriel units are huge, 80
that all of cteel, or all of cosmetics, for example, is under a
single direction. This naturally creates the economic condition
known as oligopoly and the imperfectly funciioning market which
attends that condition.

Furthermore, a realizetion of the merket principle would
require the managers of the various units of industry to a:zt as
if they were doing something they are not, that is, as if they
were directing independent enterprises, Understandably there w.s
a considerable reluctance to assume this fictitious role, since
the manager's reward for an inconvenient independence may wel.
be a trip to Siberie where he is likely nowadays, they say, to be
made chief bookkeeper in a tiny power plant three hundred miles
from the nearest town. Meanwhile, & constant theme of complaint
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by Moscow against the managers is *hat they are too "cousinly"
with one another and that they are too addicted %o "back-
scratching." They ought to be acting like capitalistic entre-
preneurs, but they find this a little difficult when they are
all working for the same boss,

One of the most familiar refralrs of communist propaganda is
that "capitalism is dying of its internal contradictions.” 1In
fact, it would be hard to imagine a system more tortured by in-
ternal contradictions than rresent~day Russla. It constantly zas
to preach one way and act another. When Russian economists ang
managers discover that they have to do something that seems to
contradict the prophets, they usually don’t know which of three
Justifications--all hazardous--they ought to attempt: (1) to
explain thelr action as a temporary departure from Marxist
propriety to be corrected in a more propitious future; (2) to
show that what they are doing can be Jjustified by the inherited
text if it 1s read carefully and between the lines; or (3) to
invoke the cliche that Marxism is & progressive science that learns
by experlence, --ve cantt, after all, expect Marx, Engels and Lenin
to have foreseen everything.

These inner tensions and perplexities help to explain the
startling "shifts in the party line" that characterize all of the
communist countries. It 1s true that these shifts sometimes
reflect the outcome of a subterranean personal power struggle
within the party. But we must remember that they also at times
result from the struggles of consclentious men trying to fit an
lnconvenient text to the facts of reslity.

The yawning gap 1In communist theory, by which it says nothirg
about how the economy shall be run except that it shall not be by
the market Principle, will continue to create tensions, probably
of mounting intensity, within and among the communist nations.

The most pailnful compromise that it has so far necessitated oc-
curred when it was decided that trade among the satellite countries
should be governed by the prices set on the world market.

This embarrassing concession to necesslty recognized, on the
one hand, that a price cannot be meaningful unless it 1is set by
something like a market, and, on the other, the inability of the
communist system to develop a reliable pricing system within 1ts
own government managed economy.

The communist theory has now had & chance to prove itself by
&n experience extending over two generations in a8 great nat.on of
huge human and material resources. What can we learn from =his
experience? We can learn, first of all, that it is impossible to
run an sadvanced economy successfully without resort to some variant
of the market Principle. In time of wer, when costs are largely
immaterial and all human efforts converge on a single goal, the
merket Principle can be subordinated. In a pPrimitive soclety,
where men live on the verge of extinction and all must be conten=s

with the same mengex ration, the market prineiple largely lcses
its relevance., But when Focioly'o aim 18 to entisfy divers human
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wants and to deploy its productive facilities in su?h a waY_ﬂSVtO
satisfy those wants in accordance with their intengity--their 1n-
tensity as felt by those who have the wants-~there is and can ve
no substitute for the market principle. Thic the Russiap eXPfri‘
ence proves abundantly. That experience also ralses serious doubt
whether the market principle can be rsalized within an economy
wholly ovwned by the government.

The sccond great lesson of the Russlan experience is °I‘ir
deeper import. It is that communism 1is utte?ly wrong a?out.% fas
most baslc premise,--the premise that underlies everything i“ H
to say about economics, law, philosophy, morality and rellg Ogi N
Communism starts with the proposition that there are no un1ve§hah
truths or general truths of human nature. According to 1ts t:?: -
ings there is nothing one human age can say to another sbout tih
proper ordering of society or about such subjects &s Just;ce;.ﬁet
freedom, and equality. Everything depends on the stage of souiety
and the economic class that is in power at a particular time.

In the light of this fundamental belief--or rether, thiﬁ an -
bending and all-pervasive disbelief--it 1s glear why commun B?
nad to insist that what was true for capitalism could not be ,?ue
for communism. Among the truths scheduled to die with capitﬂzﬁsm
was the notion that economic life could be usefully ordered h"a L -
merket, If this truth seems still to be alive, orthodox cowmu?is
doctrine has to label i1t as an i1llusion, & ghost left bghindﬁhy an
age now being surpassed. At the present time this ?artlcul&“v
capitalist ghost seems to have moved in on the Russian 9c0n5m. vet
and threatens to become a permanent guest at the communist fﬁngs .
Let us hope 1t will soon be joined by some other ghosts, sucH
freedom, political equality, religion and constitutiona.ism.

This brings me to the communist view of law and pOsitiﬁzgi of
the communist legal and political philosophy, we can almos bfijis
thet there is nome. This lack is, again, not an accident, bLus
an integral part of the systematic negations which make up tae
conmunist philosophy.

According to Marx and Engels the whole }ife oiiany)soc;;;y
1s fundamentally determined by the organization of its i;fn.‘};w
What men will believe; what gods, if any, they will wors ria»ﬁ—
they will choose their leaders or let their leaders ?h00§§ éf'
selves; how they will interpret the world a?out them,——i s iions
these are baslically determined by economic 1nterest§ an: ;gad .
In the jargon of communism: religion, morality, Phlloﬁoghiéq
political science and law constitute a superstructure , Ja-
reflects the underlying economic organization O? a,Partgcﬁgu‘,r_
society. It follows that subjects which fall within th?t ;w@grue
structure" permit of no general truths; for example, whf t.° inder
for law and political science under capitalism cannot be true
communi sm.

I have said we cen almost assert that there is no commuanist

philosophy of law and political sclence, The }ittle there,istgan
be briefly stated. It connists in the ansumption that aftex e
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revolution there will be & dictatorship (called the dictatorship
of the proletariat) and that this dictatorship will for a while
find it necessary to utilize some of the familiar political ard
legal institutions, such as courts. (There is an incredibly
tortured llterature about Just how tazse institutions a&re tc bae
utilized and with what modifications,) When, however, mature
communism is achieved, law and the state, 1n the consecrated
phrase, "will wither away." There will be no voting, no parlia-
ments, no Jjudzes, no policemen, no prisons--no problems. There
will simply be factories and fields and a happy populace peace-
fully revelling in the abundance of thelr output.

As with economic theory, there was a time in the history of
the Soviet regime when an attempt was made to take seriousiy the
absurdities of this communist theory of law and state. For about
8 decade during the thirties an influential doctrine waés cailed
“"the commodity exchange theory of law." According to this theory,
the fundamental fact about capitalism is that it is built on the
economlc institution of exchange. In accordance with the doctrine
of the "superstructure" all political and legal institutions under
capitalism must therefore be permeated and shaped by the concept
of exchange. Indeed, the theory went further. BEven the rules
of morality are based on exchange, for is there not a kind of
tacit deal implied even in the golden rule, "Do unto others, as
you would be done by"? Now the realization of communism, wnich
is the negation of capitelism, requires the utter :ooting out of
any notion of exchange in the communist economy. But when ex-
change has disappeared, the political, legal and moral super-
structure that was built on it will also disappear. Thereiore,
under mature communism there will not only be no capitalistic
legal and political institutions, there will be no law whatever,
no state, no morality,--for all of these in some measurs reiiect
the underlying notion of an’ exchange or "deal" among men.

The high priest of this doctrine was Eugene Pashukanis. His
relgn came to an abrupt end in 1937 as the inconveniencs 91 his
teachings began to become apparent. With an irony befitting the
career of one who predicted that communism would bring an end to
lav and legal processes, Pashukanis was quietly taken off and shot
without even the semblance of a trial.

As in the case of economics, since Pashukanis's lijuidation
there has developed in Russian intellectual life & substantial
gray market for capitalistic legal and political theorizs. But
where Russian economists seem ashamed of thelr concessions vo the
market principle, Russian lawyers openly boast of their legal and
political system, claiming for it that it does everything that
equivalent “bourgeois" institutions do, only better. Tals boast
has to be muted somewhat, because it still remains a maiter ol
dogma that under mature communism law and the state will disajppear.
This embarrassing aspect of their inherited doctrine th: Sovizt
theorists try to keep as much as possible under the table. Tney
cannot, however, openly renounce it without heresy, and heresy in
the Soviet Union, be it remembered, still requires a very sctive
taste for extinetion.
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One of the leading books on Soviet legal and politicel theory
is edited by a lawyer who is well=known in this country, the late
Andrei Vyshlineky. In the table-pounding manper he made famous irn
the U, N,, Vyshinsky praises Soviet legel end politieal imstitu-
tione to the skies and contrasts their wholesome purity with the
"putrid vapors” epanating from the capitalist countries. He
points out, for example, that in Russia the voting age is 18,
while in many capitelist countries it is 21,

The capitalists thus dlsenfrenchise millions of young men und
women, becausge, BaYS Vyshinsky, it i feared they may not yet have
acquired & properly safe "bourgeois" mentallty. As one reads
arguments like this spelled out with the greatsst goiemnity, and
learns all about the ngafeguards" of the Soviet Constitut-on, it
cemes as & curious shock to find it openly declared that zn the
Soviet Union only one political party can legally exist and thet
the Soviet Constitution is "the only constitution in the wyorid
which ﬁrankly declares the directing role of the party in the
state.

One wonders what all the fuss about voting qualifications
ig about if the voters are in the end permitted only to vote tor
the candldates chosen by the only political party peraltted to
exlst. The ploin fact is, of course, that everything in the
Soviet Constitution relating to public participation in political
decisions is a facade concealing the real instrument of powver
that lies in the communist party. It has been sald that
hypocrisy is vicets tribute to virtue. The holding of elections
in which the elceterate is given no choice may similerly be
described as an attempt by copmualsm to salve i+s uneasy
conscience, Knowing that i1t cannot achieve representative de =~
mocracy, it seems to feel better if 1t adopts its empty torms.

When one reflects on it, it is an astounding thing that 2
great and powerful nation in the second half of the twen=ietn
century should still leeve its destinies to be determined by
intra-party intrigue, that it should have developed no political
institutions capable of giving to its people & reelly effective
volce in their goverunent, that it snould leck any openly deciared
eand lawful proceduvure by which the suceccssion of one ruler to an=
other could be determined. Some &are jpnelined to seek ean exnlané-
tion for this condition in Russlan history with 1ts bleoody and ire
regular sauccessions of Czars. But this is to forget that even i
England, the mother of parliaments, there were once in times long
gone by, some pretty raw doings behind palace walls and some VL=
seemly and even bloody struggles for the throne.

But where other netions have worked gradually toward stubie
political institutions guaranteeing the integrity of their
governrents, Russia has remained in & state of arrested deve.up=
ment. That state will continue until the Russian leaders have
the courage to declare openly that the legal and political
philosophy of Marx, Engles and Lenin is fundamentelly mistaken
and must be abandoned.
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How heavy the burden of the inherited communist philosophy
i1s becomes clear when the concept of law itself is under dis-
cussion, Throughout the ages, among men of all nations and
creeds, law has generally been thought of as a curdb on arbitrary
power. It has been conceived as a way of substituting reason for
force in the decision of disputes, thus liberating human energies
for the pursuit of aims more worthy of mant's destiny than brute
survival or the domination of one's fellows. No one has supposed
that these ideals have ever been fully realized in any scciety.
Like every human institution, law 1s capable of being exploited
for selfish purposes and of losing its course through a confusion
of purposes, But during most of the world's history, men have
thought that the questions worthy of discussion were how the ir-
stitutions of law could be shaped so that they might not be
perverted into instruments of power or lose the sense of their
high mission through sloth or ignorance.

What is the communist attitude toward this intellectual
enterprise in which so many great thinkers of so many past ages
have Joined? Communism consigns all of it to the ashcan of history
as & fraud and delusion, beneath the contempt of communist science.
How, then, is law defined today in Russia? We have an authorite-
tive answer. It is declared to be "the totality of the rules cf
conduct expressing the will of the dominant class, designed to
promote those relationships that are advantageous and agreeable to
the dominant class."

Law in the Soviet Union is not conceived as & check on power,
it 18 openly and proudly an expression of power. In this con-
ception surely, if anywhere, the bankruptcy of communism as &
moral philosophy openly declares itself.

It is vitally important to emphasize again that all of the
truly imposing absurdities achieved by communist thought--in what-
ever field: 1in economics, in politics, in law, in morality=--that
all of these trace back to a single common source. That origin
lies in a belief that nothing of universal validity can be said
of human nature, that there are no principles, values or moral
truths that stand above a particular age or a particular phase in
the evolution of society. This profound negation lies at the very
heart of the communist philosophy and gives to it both 1its motive
force and 1ts awesome capacity for destruction.

It 18 this central negation that makes communism radically
inconsistent with the ideal of human freedom. As with other
"bourgeois" virtues, once dismissed contemptuously, Sovies
writers have now teken up the line that only under communism
can men realize "true freedom." This line may even have a certain
rersuasiveness for Russians in that individuals tend to prize
those freedoms they are familiar with and not to miss those ther
have never enjoyed. A Russgian transplanted suddenly to American
501l might well feel for a time "unfree" in the sense that he
would be confronted with the burden of making choiees that he was
unaccustomed to making and that he would regard &s onerous. But
the problem of freedom goes deeper than the psychological con-
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ditioning of any particular individual. It touches the very
roots of mant!s fundamental conception of himself,

The communist philosophy is basically inconsisteant with the
jdeal of freedom because it denies that there can be any stardarcd
of moral truth by which the actions of any given soclial order may
be judged. If the individual says to government, "Thus far may
you go, but no farther," be necessarily appeals to some principle
of rightness that stends above his particular form of government.
It is precisely the possibility of any such standard that com-
muniem radically and uncompromisingly denles. Marx and Engelis
had nothing but sneers for the idea that there are "eternal truths.
such as Freedom, Justice, etc., that are common to all states of
soclety."

They contend that there are no eternal truths. All ideas oXf
right and wrong come from the soclal system under which one .ives.
If that system regquires tyranny and oppression then tyranny and
oppression must within that system be accepted; there can be no
higher court of appeal.

Not only do the premises of communist philosophy make any
coherent theory of freedom impossible, but the actual structure
of the Soviet regime is such that no true sense of freedom can
ever develop under it. To see why this is so, it 1s useful <o
accept the communist ideology provisionally and reason the mutter
out purely in terms of what may be called human engineering. Let
us concede that a struggle for political power goes on in all
countries and let us assume in keeping with Marxist views that
this struggle has absolutely nothing to do with right and wrong.
Even from this perversely brutal point of view, it is clear why
a sense of freedom can never develop under the Soviet regline.

In a constitutional democracy the struggle for political power
is essigned to & definite arena; it is roped off, so to speax,
from the rest of life. In the Soviet Union, on the other hand,
there 1s no clear dietinction between politics and economics, or
between politics and other human activities. No barriers exist
to define what is a political guestion and what is not. Instead
of belng ordered and cenalized as it is in constitutional
democracies, the struggle for political power in Russia pervades,
or can at any time pervade, every department of life. For tais
reason there is no area of human interest--the intellectual,
literary, scientific, artistic or religious~-that may not at

any time become a battleground of this struggle.

Take, for example, the situation of a Soviet architect.
Today without doubt he enjoys & certain security; he ia not likely
to lie awake fearing the dread knock at the door at midnight.
Furthermore, he may now see opening before him in the practice of
his profession & degree of artistic freedom that his predecessors
did not enjoy. But he can never be sure that he will not wake up
tomorrovw morning and read in the papers that a new "line" has been
lald down for architecture, since his profession, like every other,
can at any moment be drawn into the struggle for power. He can
never know the security enjoyed by those who live under a system
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where the struggle for political power is fenced off, as it
were, from the other concerns of life. When Soviet "polities”
invades a field like architecture, 1t cannot be said to spread
beyond its proper boundaries, for it has ncne, It is precisely
this defect in the Soviet regime that in the long run prevents
the realization of the ideal of freedom under communism.

It is only in the constitutional democracies that the human
spirit cen be permansntly free to unfold itself 1in as many
directions as are opened up for it by its creative urge. Only
such governments can achieve diversity without dlsintegration,
for only they know the full meaning of "those wise restraints
that make men free."

Since the communist philosophy of history is the central core
of its ideology, that philosophy has of necessity permeated every
theme I have so far discussed. DBriefly stated the communist
philcsophy of history is that man does not make history, but is
made by it.

Though communism denies to man the capacity to shape his
own destiny, it does accord to him a rerarkable capacity to
foresee in great detail Just what the future will impose on him.
The literature of communism is full of prophecies, tzcit and
explicit. Probably no human falth ever claimed so confidently
that 1t knew so much about the future. Certainly none ever ran
up a greater number of bad guesses. On & rough estimate the
communist record for mistaken prophecies stands at about one
hundred per cent.

Among the conclusions about the future that were implicit
in the communist philosovhy, or were drawn from it by 1ts prophsi..
we can name the following:

That communism will first establish itself

in countries of the most advanced capltailsm;
That in such countries society will gradually
split itself into two classes, with the rich
becoming fewer and richer, the laboring masses
sinking steadily to & bare level of existence;
That vnder capitalism colonilalism will increase
as each capitalistic nation seeks more and more
outlets for its surplus production;

That in capitalist countries lebor unions will
inevitably take the le