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A N T E C E D E N T S  O F  T H E  S O V I E T  R E G I M E  IN R U S S I A  

7 M a r c h  1960 

MR.  P O L U H O F F :  G e n t l e m e n ,  we  c o n t i n u e  o u r  s t u d i e s  i n  c o n t e m -  
p o r a r y  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  p o l i t i c s  t h i s  m o r n i n g  w i t h  a l e c t u r e  by  D r .  C a r r o l l  
Q u i g l e y ,  o f  G e o r g e t o w n  U n i v e r s i t y ,  who  w i l l  t a l k  to  u s  on  t h e  s u b j e c t  
" A n t e c e d e n t s  o f  t h e  S o v i e t  R e g i m e  in  R u s s i a .  " 

O u r  s p e a k e r  h a s  b e e n  on  t h i s  p l a t f o r m  a n u m b e r  o f  t i m e s ;  so  we  
c o n s i d e r  h i m  v i r t u a l l y  a m e m b e r  o f  o u r  f a c u l t y .  He w i l l  t r a c e  t h e  
h i s t o r i c a l  e v o l u t i o n  of  R u s s i a  a n d  a t t e m p t  to  e x p l a i n  t h e  p r e s e n t - d a y  
c h a r a c t e r  o f  t h e  S o v i e t  r e g i m e  in  r e l a t i o n s h i p  to  t he  i n f l u e n c e s  a n d  
a c t i o n s  o f  c z a r i s t  R u s s i a .  I a m  s u r e  t h a t  D r .  Q u i g l e y  w i l l  g i v e  u s  
c o n s i d e r a b l e  l i g h t  o n  t h i s  s u b j e c t ,  a n d  I a m  h a p p y  to i n t r o d u c e  D r .  
Q u i g l e y  a g a i n  to  t h e  I n d u s t r i a l  C o l l e g e .  

DR.  Q U I G L E Y :  T h a n k  you ,  M r .  P o l u h o f f .  

G e n e r a l  M u n d y ,  G e n t l e m e n :  In  t h e  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e s ,  n o t h i n g  h a s  
a s i n g l e  c a u s e ;  and  i f  I a t t e m p t  t o d a y  to  g i v e  y o u  t h e  c a u s e s  o f  w h y  
R u s s i a n s  a r e  R u s s i a n s ,  I h o p e  y o u  w i l l  r e a l i z e  t h a t  I a m  o v e r s i m p l i f y -  
i n g  to  a v e r y  g r e a t  e x t e n t .  I n  t h e  f i r s t  p l a c e ,  I a m  g o i n g  to  e l i m i n a t e  
e v e r y t h i n g  s i n c e  1917.  T h e r e  c a n  b e  no  d o u b t  t h a t  t h e  R u s s i a n s  b e -  
h a v e  t o d a y  t h e  w a y  t h e y  b e h a v e  to s o m e  e x t e n t  b e c a u s e  t h e y  h a v e  a 
M a r x i s t  i d e o l o g y ;  b u t ,  r a t h e r ,  w h a t  I w a n t  to  p o i n t  o u t  to  y o u  t o d a y  i s  
t h e  m o r e  r e m o t e  c a u s e s  a n d  m o t i v a t i o n s  b e h i n d  t h e i r  b e h a v i o r .  

In  e x a m i n i n g  t h e  R u s s i a n s  o r  t h e  R u s s i a n  s o c i e t y ,  a h i s t o r i a n  w i l l  
a p p r o a c h  i t  v e r y  m u c h  t h e  s a m e  w a y  a p s y c h o l o g i s t  w o u l d  a p p r o a c h  a 
p a t i e n t .  He w o u l d  a s k  t h e  p a t i e n t  to  s i t  d o w n  a n d  t a l k  a b o u t  w h a t  h a p -  
p e n e d  to h i m  in  h i s  e a r l y  l i f e .  A n d  in  s o m e  c a s e s  t h e  f u r t h e r  b a c k  t h e  
p a t i e n t  c a n  go,  t h e  h a p p i e r  t h e  p s y c h o l o g i s t  i s .  T o d a y  I a m  s u r e  in  t h e  
h i s t o r y  o f  R u s s i a  I a m  g o i n g  to go  b a c k  s o  f a r  t h a t  m o s t  o f  y o u  w o n ' t  
b e  h a p p y  at  a l l .  

F i r s t  we  h a v e  t h e  m a t e r i a l s  w i t h  w h i c h  we  b e g i n  a n d  t h e  s i t e  in  
w h i c h  t h e y  w e r e .  A n d  t h e  m a t e r i a l s  w i th  w h i c h  we b e g i n ,  s a y ,  5, 000 
y e a r s  ago ,  a r e  m o s t l y  a v e r y  s c a t t e r e d  F i n n i s h  o r  P r o t o - F i n n i s h - s p e a k -  
i n g  p e o p l e  i n  E u r o p e a n  R u s s i a ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  in  t h e  f o r e s t  a r e a s .  T h e s e  
p e o p l e  l i v e d  w i t h  a v e r y  l o w  e c o n o m i c  s y s t e m - - s u b s i s t e n c e  o r  h u n t i n g ,  
w i t h  a v e r y  r u d i m e n t a r y  k n o w l e d g e  o f  a g r i c u l t u r e .  



A b o u t  4, 000 y e a r s  ago ,  in  t h e  e a s t e r n  e d g e s  o f  P o l a n d ,  a r o u n d  
t h e  P r i p e t  M a r s h e s ,  a p e o p l e  b e g a n  to  a p p e a r  c a l l e d  t h e  S l a v s ;  a n d  t h e  
S l a v s  h a v e  s p r e a d  o u t w a r d  f r o m  t h a t  a r e a  u n t i l  t h e y  c o v e r  m o s t  o f  e a s t -  
e r n  E u r o p e ,  a g o o d  p a r t  o f  t h e  B a l k a n s ,  a n d  a g o o d  p a r t  o f  n o r t h e r n  
A s i a ,  a s  y o u  k n o w .  

N o w ,  t h e s e  p e o p l e  a r e  t h e  m a t e r i a l s  w i t h  w h i c h  we b e g i n ,  a n d  
w h a t  we h a v e  to a s k  o u r s e l v e s  i s ,  Wha t  m a d e  t h e s e  m a t e r i a l s  t u r n  
i n t o  w h a t  we h a v e  t o d a y ?  In a n s w e r i n g  t h a t  q u e s t i o n  I w a n t  to  c o v e r  
a p p r o x i m a t e l y  f i v e  p o i n t s .  F i r s t ,  t h e  p a r e n t s  o f  t h e  R u s s i a n  c u l t u r e  
i n t o  w h i c h  t h e s e  p e o p l e  w e r e  f o r m e d  w e r e  w h a t  we  c a l l  t h e  V a r a n g i a n s ,  
t h a t  i s ,  V i k i n g s ,  S c a n d i n a v i a n  p e o p l e s ,  who  c a m e  d o w n  t h r o u g h  t h e  
r i v e r  s y s t e m  o f  E u r o p e a n  R u s s i a  in  t h e  y e a r s  a f t e r  700 A . D .  A n d  
t h e n  a g a i n  we  w a n t  to  s p e a k  of  t h e  m o t h e r  o f  t h i s  c u l t u r e ,  t h e  R u s s i a n  
c u l t u r e ;  a n d  t h a t  i s  t h e  B y z a n t i n e  c i v i l i z a t i o n ,  w h i c h  w a s  f l o u r i s h i n g  
d o w n  on  t h e  A e g e a n  S e a  a n d  t h e  B l a c k  S e a  a r o u n d  B y z a n t i u m  a n d  C o n -  
s t a n t i n o p l e .  T h e s e  a r e  t h e  p a r e n t s ;  and  we m i g h t  s a y  t h a t  R u s s i a n  
s o c i e t y  t h r o u g h o u t  i t s  h i s t o r y  h a s  b e e n  t h e  c h i l d  o f  t h e  V i k i n g s  f r o m  
t h e  n o r t h  a n d  t h e  B y z a n t i n e  c u l t u r e  f r o m  t h e  s o u t h .  

N o w ,  we a r e  m u c h  m o r e  t h a n  w h a t  we g e t  f r o m  o u r  p a r e n t s ;  and  
in  t h e  c a s e  o f  t he  R u s s i a n  s o c i e t y  t he  " m u c h  m o r e "  s e e m s  to m e  c a n  
b e  s u m m e d  up f r o m  two f a c t o r s .  On t h e  o n e  h a n d ,  f r o m  t h e  e a s t  c a m e  
h o r d e s  o f  f i g h t i n g ,  h o r s e b a c k - r i d i n g ,  a g g r e s s i v e  p e o p l e s ,  m o s t l y  s p e a k -  
i n g  U r a l - A l t a i c  l a n g u a g e s ,  l i k e  t h e  M o n g o l s .  A n d  f r o m  t h e  w e s t  c a m e  
E u r o p e a n  c u l t u r e ,  w h i c h  w a s  a f o r c e  on  R u s s i a ,  no t  b e c a u s e  i t  w a s  
E u r o p e a n ,  bu t  b e c a u s e  i t  h a d  a v e r y  m u c h  h i g h e r  t e c h n o l o g y .  

T h e  p i c t u r e  t h a t  I a m  g o i n g  to t r y  to d e s c r i b e  to  y o u ,  t h e n ,  i s  o f  
t h e  b a s i c  S l a v i c  p e o p l e ,  w i t h  t h e i r  p r i m i t i v e  e c o n o m i c  s t a t u s ,  m o s t l y  
a s u b s i s t e n c e ,  f o r e s t - d w e l l i n g  c u l t u r e ;  a n d  h o w  t h a t  w a s  t u r n e d  i n t o  a 
s o c i e t y  f r o m  t h e  V i k i n g s  in  t he  n o r t h  a n d  t h e  B y z a n t i n e  s o c i e t y  in  t h e  
s o u t h ,  a n d  h o w  t h e  s o c i e t y  w h i c h  r o s e  f r o m  t h a t  m i x t u r e  w a s  t h e n  
h a m m e r e d  ou t  b e t w e e n  t h e  a g g r e s s i v e  h o r s e b a c k - r i d i n g  w a r r i o r s  o f  t h e  
s t e p p e s  to  t h e  e a s t  a n d  t h e  h i g h  t e c h n o l o g y  of  t h e  E u r o p e a n  to t h e  w e s t .  

I w o u l d  l i k e  to  b e g i n  by  s a y i n g  a f e w  w o r d s  a b o u t  g e o g r a p h y  a n d  
p o s s i b l y  a l s o  a b o u t  c h r o n o l o g y .  I f  we l o o k  a t  E u r a s i a  on  t h i s  m a p ,  o r  
s i m p l y  r e c a l l  to  m i n d  t h e  c o n f i g u r a t i o n  of  R u s s i a  a s  i t  i s  t o d a y ,  i t  c o n -  
s i s t s  o f  a s e r i e s  o f  h o r i z o n t a l  z o n e s .  T h e r e  a r e  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  s i x  o f  
t h o s e  z o n e s .  I a m  no t  g o i n g  to b o t h e r  y o u  w i t h  t h e m .  In  m o s t  c a s e s  
I i m a g i n e  t h a t  y o u  a r e  f a m i l i a r  w i t h  t h e m .  
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The one line that I do wish to emphasize, however, is the line 
between the forest in the north and the grass lands to the south. That 
line runs across just south of Moscow. South of it we have steppes, 
divided into two parts--the grassy steppes in the northern part and 
the desert and salt steppes in the southern part. And, again, north of 
that line we have the forest zone, which is also subdivided into two-- 
the deciduous forest in the southern part of the forest zone, that is, 
the tree3 whose leaves fall in the autumn; and in the northern part of 
the forest zone the coniferous or evergreen forest. 

Now, that dividing line between the forest and the grass lands is 
very significant in the history of Russia. In the first place, in the 
forest you have the area where the Slavs could live the kind of primi- 
tive existence that I have mentioned--hunting, gleaning, in scattered 
communities, no centralized authority, no knowledge whatever of the 
State or of public authority. A low subsistence level. 

In the  g r a s s  l a n d s ,  on  the  o t h e r  hand ,  a r e  w i d e - o p e n  s p a c e s ,  m a d e  
s i g n i f i c a n t  by the  f ac t  t ha t  in the  4th  m i l l e n i u m  B . C . ,  m a y b e  3000 
B. C . ,  t he  i n h a b i t a n t s  of  the  g r a s s l a n d s  d o m e s t i c a t e d  the  h o r s e .  As  
a r e s u l t  of  tha t ,  you  h a v e  in  the  g r a s s l a n d s  a p e o p l e  of v e r y  h i g h  
m o b i l i t y ,  who cou ld  c o v e r  t r e m e n d o u s  a r e a s ,  c o u l d  c e n t r a l i z e  t h e m  
in to  p o l i t i c a l  u n i t s ,  p e r h a p s  t e m p o r a r y  u n i t s ,  but  v e r y  l a r g e  and f l u c -  
t u a t i n g  u n i t s ;  and p e o p l e  who w e r e  e x t r e m e l y  w a r l i k e .  

It was  the  w a r l i k e  w a r r i o r  p e o p l e s  of  t h i s  a r e a ,  m o s t l y  U r a l - A l t a i c -  
s p e a k i n g  p e o p l e s ,  s o m e  of w h o m  in the  p e r i o d  w e ' r e  c o n c e r n e d  w i t h - -  
abou t  700 A. D . - - c a m e  in to  E u r o p e  and e s t a b l i s h e d  the  H u n g a r i a n s ,  the  
T u r k s ,  the  B u l g a r s ;  and,  of c o u r s e ,  the  M o n g o l s ,  who w e r e  the  c h i e f  
i n f l u e n c e  in  the  p r e s s u r e  f r o m  the  e a s t  its. R u s s i a n  h i s t o r y .  T h e  c h i e f  
M o n g o l  i n v a s i o n  was  about  1240. 

Now, t h i s  s y s t e m  of  h o r i z o n t a l  b a n d s  i s  cu t  a c r o s s  in  the  e x t r e m e  
w e s t  by  a m a g n i f i c e n t  s y s t e m  of r i v e r s .  And  if  we e x a m i n e  the  s y s t e m  
of  r i v e r s ,  we wi l l  s e e  t ha t  t h e r e  i s  a po in t  on  w h i c h  t h e y  c o n v e r g e ,  
a p p r o x i m a t e l y  at  S m o l e n s k .  F r o m  S ( n o l e n s k  you  can  go on ly  a s h o r t  
d i s t a n c e  and r e a c h  a r i v e r  w h i c h  wi l l  t ake  you  to one  of the  f o u r  g r e a t  
b o d i e s  of  w a t e r ,  t ha t  i s ,  down h e r e  to the  C a s p i a n  Sea,  l i ke  the  Vo lga ;  
down h e r e  to  t he  B l a c k  Sea,  l i ke  the  D n i e p e r ;  up h e r e  to the  B a l t i c  Sea ;  
and  up h e r e  e v e n  to the  Whi te  Sea.  

If  we l o o k  on ly  at c o m m u n i c a t i o n s ,  it wou ld  s e e m  tha t  t h i s  a r e a  
of  p a r a l l e l  b a n d s  s h o u l d  h a v e  b e e n  c e n t r a l i z e d  by  a p o l i t i c a l  f o r c e  c e n -  
t e r e d  a r o u n d  S m o l e n s k .  As  you know, tha t  h a s  not  o c c u r r e d .  S m o l e n s k  
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a t  no  t i m e  w a s  t h e  s u p r e m e  p o l i t i c a l  a u t h o r i t y  in  R u s s i a .  I n s t e a d ,  
f r o m  the  v e r y  e a r l y  p e r i o d ,  f r o m  1400 o r  a l i t t l e  a f t e r  t h a t ,  t h e  c e n t e r  
h a s  b e e n  at  M o s c o w .  

Now,  M o s c o w  i s  m u c h  f u r t h e r  e a s t  t h a n  S m o l e n s k ,  and  i t  i s  f u r -  
t h e r  n o r t h .  T h e  r e a s o n  f o r  t h a t  m o v e m e n t  o f  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  c e n t e r  a w a y  
f r o m  t h e  p o i n t  w h e r e  y o u  w o u l d  h a v e  h a d  t h e  m o s t  c o n v e n i e n t  t r a n s p o r -  
t a t i o n  c e n t e r  i s  d u e  to t h e  f o r c e s  t h a t  I h a v e  s p o k e n  o f - - t h e  p r e s s u r e  o f  
E u r o p e a n  t e c h n o l o g y ,  in  t h e  h a n d s  of,  o r i g i n a l l y ,  t h e  S w e d e s ,  t h e  P o l e s ,  
a n d  t h e  T u r k s ,  l a t e r  t h e  G e r m a n s .  T h e  p r e s s u r e  o f  t h a t  w e s t e r n  t e c h -  
n o l o g y  m o v e d  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  c e n t e r  o f  p o w e r  f r o m  S m o l e n s k  e a s t w a r d .  
And ,  s i m i l a r l y ,  t h e  r a v a g e s  o f  t h e  f a s t - r i d i n g  p e o p l e s  of  t h e  s t e p p e s ,  
c o m i n g  in  t h r o u g h  t h e  gap  w h i c h  we c a l l  t he  s t e p p e s  c o r r i d o r  b e t w e e n  
t h e  C a s p i a n  Sea  and  t h e  U r a l s  f o r c e d  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  c e n t e r  n o r t h w a r d  
a w a y  f r o m  t h e  g r a s s  l a n d s  i n to  t h e  f o r e s t  z o n e .  

At  o n e  t i m e ,  b e f o r e  M o s c o w  b e c a m e  t h e  c e n t e r ,  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  c e n -  
t e r  o f  R u s s i a  w a s  a t  K iev .  Bu t  K i e v  w a s  d e s t r o y e d  by  t h e s e  m i g r a t o r y ,  
f a s t - r i d i n g  i n v a d e r s  f r o m  t h e  s t e p p e s .  

Now, I would like to examine whal were the contributions that came 
from these different forces and gave us the five consequences which I 
have listed at the bottom of the mimeographed sheet. Those five conse- 
quences, it seems to me, are the permanent contribution, or among the 
permanent contributions, which have come from the forest that I am 
talking about. 

First, a fissure between government and people--the people always 
treated as subordinates, the government frequently foreigners and not 
Russians or Slavs at all. 

Secondly, the totalitarian, almost semidivine, private-property 
aspect of the governmental system, which included in its operations 
all aspects of life; which regarded the chief, the head man, the Czar 
for most of Russian history, as being so far above ordinary humans 
that he was directly endowed with power by God. 

Thirdly, what I call the private-property aspect--that the govern- 
ment regarded the whole system as a private-property organization, to 
be exploited as they judged best. 

Fourthly, xenophobia, which is one of the striking characteristics 
of the Russian outlook, that is, fear and hatred and a distrust of for- 
eigners, of outsiders. 
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L a s t l y ,  e x p a n s i o n i s m - - t h e  fac t  that  the R u s s i a n  people  have  b e e n  
c o n s t a n t l y  push ing  o u t w a r d .  Even  when t h e i r  popula t ion  was  not t h i ck ly  
c o n c e n t r a t e d ,  t hey  tended  to move  f u r t h e r  and f u r t h e r .  

If we s t a r t  with the p r i m i t i v e  e c o n o m y  that  I spoke  of, and the 
s c a t t e r e d  g roup  of f o r e s t - d w e l l i n g  Slavs ,  who f i r s t  a p p e a r e d  in h i s t o r y  
a r o u n d  the P r i p e t  M a r s h e s - - t h e  P r i p e t  M a r s h e s  today  a r e  in what we 
would ca l l  Po land ,  o r  c l o s e  to the  P o l i s h  e a s t e r n  f r o n t i e r - - t h e s e  peop le  
r e c e i v e d  about  the y e a r  700 o r  800 an i n t r u s i o n  of Scand inav i an  peop le s ,  
who c a m e  down th rough  the r i v e r  s y s t e m  that  I have  spoken  of. In 
R u s s i a n  h i s t o r y  t h e s e  a r e  c a l l e d  V a r a n g i a n s ;  but to us if we say  
" V i k i n g s "  we a r e  e x p r e s s i n g  it m o r e  c l e a r l y .  It is  the Swedish  people ,  
c o m i n g  in to exploi t  the a r e a - - f o r  e x a m p l e ,  they  w e r e  looking  for  f u r s ,  
t hey  w e r e  looking  for  wax ,  they  w e r e  looking  fo r  honey ,  and f o r e s t  p r o -  
duc t s  in g e n e r a l - - t h e y  c a m e  in  in a way which  is not f a r  d i f f e ren t  f r o m  
the  way in which  the F r e n c h ,  o r  even  l a t e r  the B r i t i s h ,  c a m e  in t h r o u g h  
the  St. L a w r e n c e  and t r i e d  to exploi t  Canada .  

The F r e n c h ,  as you know, c a m e  in t h r o u g h  the  St. L a w r e n c e  and 
v e r y  qu ick ly  went  t h r o u g h  the G r e a t  L a k e s  and down the M i s s i s s i p p i  
to New O r l e a n s ;  so tha t  Quebec  is  a F r e n c h  c i ty  and New O r l e a n s  is  a 
F r e n c h  c i ty .  And th is  i s  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  the way the V a r a n g i a n s  did 
th i s .  T h e y  c a m e  in as  a m i l i t a r i s t i c  people ,  wi th  a love  for  booty ,  a 
b e l i e f  that  a way of l i fe  could  be made  out of w a r  and p l u n d e r .  T h e y  
m a d e  no d i s t i n c t i o n  b e t w e e n  what  we would ca l l  booty  and l e g i t i m a t e  
t r a d e .  W h a t e v e r  they  could  t ake  they  took.  

They had a private--property conception. They did not believe, or 
they did not even consider, that they were setting up a public authority 
or a State. Their attitude was approximately like that of the Hudson 
Bay Company coming into the forests of Canada--a private-property 
conception toward what they found. They organized a much higher 
economic system upon the subsistence economy which they found there. 
And they did that by establishing corn m ercial relationships, by encouraging 
the people to produce surpluses which Coul'd be traded; by demanding 
food, which led to an intensification of agriculture; and so forth. Very 
quick ly ,  jus t  as  the F r e n c h  went  down the M i s s i s s i p p i  to the  Gulf of 
Mexico ,  the V a r a n g i a n s  went  a l l  the  way f r o m  the Ba l t i c  down to the  
B l a c k  S e a ,  r e a c h e d  O d e s s a  and u l t i m a t e l y  B y z a n t i u m .  

Now, f r o m  B y z a n t i u m  c a m e  o t h e r  i n f l u e n c e s ,  which  w o r k i n g  to-  
g e t h e r  with t h e s e  V a r a n g i a n  i n f l u e n c e s ,  g ive us the  b a s i c  h e r i t a g e  out 
of whicn R u s s i a n  s o c i e t y  has  e m e r g e d .  F r o m  Byzan t ium the R u s s i a n s  
ob ta ined  c e r t a i n  obvious  t h i n g s - - t h e i r  f o r m  of wr i t ing ,  t h e i r  G r e e k  
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alphabet; their religion, the Russian Orthodox Church; their form 
of architecture, the use of the dome, for example, in so many buildings, 
particularly, of course, ecclesiastical buildings; and, above all, their 
political organization. The word "Czar" means "Caesar"; and he was 
called that because the ruler in Byzantium was regarded as a descen- 
dant of the Caesars. 

But, more important than the new things which seem fairly obvi- 
ous--the alphabet, the religion, the architecture, and the political 
organization--are intangible things. One of these intangibles is the 
fact that all of these things were brought in by outsiders, that is, by 
the Viking Varangians, or by Greeks from Byzantium who followed 
the pathways up the river routes carrying the religion and the mission- 
ary enterprises. Outsiders brought these things in, and they were 
imposed upon the basic Slav population. 

Secondly--and this is something that I'll spend a little time on-- 
there came in from the Byzantium outlook a general attitude which I 
sum up as totalitarian. I want to speak very briefly about the back- 
ground of that totalitarian outlook. 

If you visit primitive people who still live in tribes, they have in 
many cases a name for themselves; and if we translate that name it is 
frequently their own word for human beings. In other words, the Nava- 
hos and many other tribes speak of themselves as "men. " People who 
are not members of their tribe are not really men. They are like the 
animals. They know that they're not animals, but they're not men 
either. They're sort of in between. They're outsiders. 

Such tribesmen do not feel any compunction, in most cases, in 
inflicting injury, or death, or stealing from, these outsiders. 

A n d ,  f u r t h e r m o r e ,  in  s u c h  a t r i b e ,  t h e  t r i b e  a b s o r b s  t h e  w h o l e  o f  
l i f e .  It  p r o v i d e s  i t s  m e m b e r s  w i t h  a r e l i g i o n ,  w i t h  p r o t e c t i o n ,  w i t h  
e c o n o m i c  n e c e s s i t i e s ,  w i t h  i d e o l o g y ,  w i t h  s o c i a l  s a t i s f a c t i o n  f o r  t h e i r  
g r e g a r i o u s  n e e d s - - w i t h  a l l  o f  t h e  t h i n g s  t h a t  a r e  n e c e s s a r y  in  h u m a n  
l i f e .  A l l  c o m e  f r o m  m e m b e r s h i p  in  t h e  t r i b e .  

T h e  m e m b e r  o f  s u c h  a s y s t e m  v e r y  q u i c k l y  g e t s  t h e  i d e a  t h a t  t h e  
t r i b e  i s  e v e r y t h i n g .  H e  c a n n o t  d i s t i n g u i s h  b e t w e e n  t h e  m a n  who  i s  i n  
t h e  t r i b e  a n d  t h e  t r i b e  w h i c h  g i v e s  h i m  l i f e ,  g i v e s  h i m  a c t i v i t i e s ,  g i v e s  
h i m  s a t i s f a c t i o n s .  T h e  two  c a n n o t  b e  s e p a r a t e d .  W h e r e  we m i g h t  s a y  
" m a n  v e r s u s  t h e  S t a t e " ,  a s  H e r b e r t  S p e n c e r  d id  in  a l i t t l e  p a m p h l e t  w h i c h  
h e  w r o t e  80 o r  90 y e a r s  ago ,  to a m e m b e r  o f  a t r i b e  s u c h  o p p o s i t i o n  i s  
u n t h i n k a b l e .  O u t s i d e  o f  t h e  t r i b e  hews n o t h i n g .  
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Now,  t h i s  i s  w h a t  we  m i g h t  c a l l  a t r i b a l  t o t a l i t a r i a n  o u t l o o k  
S u c h  an  o u t l o o k  c a m e  in to  c l a s s i c a l  a n t i q u i t y ,  a t  i t s  o r i g i n ,  a n d  in  s u c h  
a p o w e r f u l  f o r m  t h a t  f o r  c e n t u r i e s  i t  w a s  e m b o d i e d  in  t h e  t h i n k i n g  o f  
t h e  g r e a t e s t  o f  t h e  c l a s s i c i s t s .  In  t h e  e a r l y  d a y s  t h e y  e x p r e s s e d  i t  a s  
t h e  " p o l l s .  " We t r a n s l a t e  t h e  w o r d  " p o l l s "  to  m e a n  " c i t y - s t a t e .  " Bu t  
i t t s  a p o o r  t r a n s l a t i o n .  T h e  w o r d  " p o l i s "  c a n n o t  be  t r a n s l a t e d .  I t  
m e a n s  t h e  w h o l e  o f  s o c i e t y  i n  w h i c h  t h e  h u m a n  b e i n g  l i v e s  a n d  o b t a i n s  
s a t i s f a c t i o n s  f o r  e v e r y t h i n g  t h a t  h e  n e e d s .  

A r i s t o t l e ,  w ho  w a s  o n e  o f  t h e  l a t e r  a n d  m o r e  e n l i g h t e n e d  of  t h e  
c l a s s i c a l  t h i n k e r s ,  s a y s :  " A  m a n  cu t  of f  f r o m  t h e  p o l i s  i s  n o t  a m a n .  
He i s  e i t h e r  a god  o r  a n  a n i m a l ,  b e c a u s e  m a n  c a n n o t  l i v e  s e p a r a t e d  
f r o m  h i s  f e l l o w s .  " He  s a y s :  " A  m a n  c u t  o f f  f r o m  t h e  p o l i s  i s  l i k e  a 
t h u m b  c u t  o f f  f r o m  t h e  h a n d .  T h e r e  i t  l i e s  on  t h e  f l o o r .  T h a t  i s n ' t  a 
t h u m b .  I t ' s  j u s t  a p i e c e  o f  m e a t .  In  f a c t ,  i t ' s  n o t h i n g .  " 

Now, this means that the polls was, from the point of view of the 
Greeks, a totalitarian thing. We could sum it up quite clearly by say- 
ing that the distinction which we make between State and society was 
not made by the Greeks. The polis was both. 

L a t e r ,  w h e n  t h e  R o m a n s  c o n q u e r e d  t h e  w h o l e  o f  t h e  M e d i t e r r a n e a n  
B a s i n ,  t h e y  d i d n ' t  s p e a k  so  m u c h  o f  t h e  p o l l s .  I n s t e a d ,  t h e y  s p o k e  o f  
t h e  i m p e r i u m .  B u t  t h e  i m p e r i u m  to t h e m  w a s  t h e  s a m e  k i n d  o f  a t o t a l i -  
t a r i a n  e n t i t y ,  w h i c h  w a s  b o t h  a p o l i t i c a l  un i t  a n d  a s o c i a l  u n i t .  I t  w a s  t h e  
e v e r y t h i n g  t h a t  m a n  n e e d e d .  Y o u  d i d n ' t  b e c o m e  a m e m b e r  o f  a r e l i g i o u s  
g r o u p  in  a n t i q u i t y  b y  c o n v e r s i o n  a n d  j o i n i n g  o r d i n a r i l y .  Y o u  w e r e  b o r n  
i n t o  i t .  I t  w a s  t h e  g r o u p  to w h i c h  y o u  b e l o n g e d .  

W h e n  t h e  C h r i s t i a n s  c a m e  a l o n g ,  t h e y  w e r e  p e r s e c u t e d ,  a s  y o u  w e l l  
k n o w ,  f o r  r e f u s i n g  to w o r s h i p  t h e  e m p e r o r ,  to  s a c r i f i c e  to  t h e  e m p e r o r .  
T h i s  w a s  n o t  r e l i g i o u s  i n t o l e r a n c e .  I t  w a s  b e c a u s e  b y  r e f u s i n g  to s a c r i f i c e  to  
t h e  e m p e r o r ,  t h e  C h r i s t i a n s  w e r e  r e g a r d e d  a s  b e i n g  n o n m e n b e r s  of  t h e  
R o m a n  s o c i e t y  a n d  t r a i t o r s  to  t h e  R o m a n  s y s t e m ,  i n c l u d i n g  t h e  R o m a n  
S t a t e .  

Now, that view, the totalitarian point of view, of classical antiquity, 
was challenged by many thinkers in the late period, chiefly by the Stoics 
and others. But on the whole it was maintained and continued until the 
very end. And when I speak of the end, I am talking about two entirely 
different things, because the system of which I speak ended in the west- 
ern Mediterranean in 47 6. It did not end in the eastern Mediterranean 
until almost a thousand years later--1453. 
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In 476 a German military leader came to the emperor in Rome 
and said: "Resign. Get out. Vanish." This ended the Roman Empire. 
It ended the political system in the Latin-speaking West. But in the 
Greek-speaking East the political system continued. There still was 
an emperor in Constantinople. And there you had a totalitarian system 
in which the imperium meant everything that makes a man a man. 

Now, this idea was directly taken from Byzantium up into Russia 
when the Varangian rulers adopted the Byzantine point of view as the 
way in which they would organize the society in which they lived. 

In the West we said that the disappearance of the emperor in 476 
was followed by the Dark Ages for several centuries. The Dark Ages 
are usually regarded as a very bad period. It was dark not only be- 
cause we know very little about it, but also because it was at such a 
low level of culture. 

I would like to point out that the Dark Ages contributed to our sys- 
tem some of the greatest things we have. And perhaps the greatest of 
them is this: that the disappearance of the Empire in the West showed 
conclusively that State and society are not the same thing, because the 
State disappeared, but the society continued. And, indeed, it was a 
society which, without a public authority and without a State--something 
which is unthinkable to many people today--could provide the necessities 
of life for human beings. It provided them with protection through the 
feudual system. It provided them with food and other economic neces- 
sities through the manorial system. It provided them with an ideology 
through the various philosophical movements, culminating in scholasti- 
cism, as we call it. It provided them with a religion--Christianity. 
It provided them with social togetherness, because they lived in those 
little isolated communities which we call manors. 

And thus it became perfectly clear that in order to have a religion, 
in order to have security, in order to have the necessities of life, and 
all the rest of it in the West, you did not need a State. Out of this comes 
the essential figure of speeches, many of the essential features of the 
western outlook--liberalism, freedom for groups to do in general what 
they may need to do without interference from central authority, lais- 
sez faire--that an economic system can function without the State telling 
exactly how it should be done, and what should be done, and who should 
do it, and so forth. 

Now, this great heritage which has come to the West from the Dark 
Ages never got into Russia. Instead, through the Varangians w private- 
property conception, exploitative, external, outsiders imposed upon the 
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Slavic people, there was now added this intensified, highly sophisticated, 
totalitarian system of which we speak v~hen we speak of the Byzantium 

outlook. 

Those are the parents, and from those parents appeared this 
child--Russian society--organized on the river systems to the extreme 
western part of European Russia. 

Now, we must add to this the two other forces which hammered 
out the Russian society that we know in recent centuries. Those two 
other forces I have already mentioned, namely, the movement of the 
hard-riding warrior people from the East and the pressure of European 
technology from the West. 

The Mongols by the year 1237 had come in a tremendous raid and 
occupied most of Russia. Naturally, coming in the steppe corridor, 
they first occupied the grassland in the southern part. They cut across 
the river system. They destroyed much of the centralized character 
which the river system had provided for that whole western end of the 
great Eurasian plain. 

That raid was so tremendous that the Mongols went all the way 
west. They went as far as Genoa. They circled into France. But in 
western and central Europe they stayed only a couple of years. In 
Russia they stayed for about 150 years. And in this long period of 150 
years once again you had in Russia a foreign exploitative system, organ- 
izing what it found to get the most out of it for themselves. 

In this organization the chief collaborators were the Dukes of Mos- 
cow. Originally Moscow didn't seem very important. It was on a small 
tributary of a river that flowed to the Caspian Sea. But soon the Mongols 
made the Dukes of Moscow the chief collaborators and the chief agents 
through which they exploited these areas. 

One of the reasons that they did that is perhaps accidental. In most 
of Russia and in most Russian cities there was no established system of 
political succession. Because they had a private-property concept, even 
of public authority, when it was imported from Byzantium, they did not 
have a constitutional system of succession. In Kiev, Smolensk, Novgorod 
up in the north, and in these other areas, generally the succession was 
left by testament, just as if it were private property. "I, the ruler, 
about to die, leave to this one my holdings. " 
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In s o m e  c a s e s  he  lef t  it to h i s  e l d e s t  son,  but in s o m e  c a s e s  he 
would  th ink  a s e c o n d  son was  m o r e  able ,  o r  a nephew.  In fac t ,  f o r  a 
c o n s i d e r a b l e  p e r i o d ,  when  they  o r g a n i z e d  the  s y s t e m  m o r e  o r  l e s s  as  
a s i ng l e  c o m m e r c i a l  exp lo i t a t i ve  r i v e r  s y s t e m ,  t hey  lef t  it to the  
o l d e s t  m e m b e r  of  the whole  exp lo i t a t i ve  group ,  who m i g h t  we l l  be  a 
p e r s o n  f r o m  a d i s t an t  c i t y - - t h e  o l d e s t  m e m b e r  of the c lan ,  so to speak .  

Now, in M o s c o w  they  e s t a b l i s h e d  a s y s t e m  w h i c h  looks  l i ke  p r i m o -  
g e n e s i s .  It was  not e x a c t l y  that ,  b e c a u s e  the r u l e r  s t i l l  had the  r i g h t  
to give it to w h o m e v e r  he w i s h e d  by t e s t a m e n t .  And fo r  m a n y  c e n t u r i e s  
t h e r e  was  a l w a y s  a c a p a b l e  h e i r  to whom to give i t .  Th i s  i s  of s i g n i f i -  
c a n c e .  

O v e r  the  l o n g - t i m e  s t r e t c h  a s u c c e s s i o n  of f a i r l y  c a p a b l e  r u l e r s  
is  f a r  m o r e  i m p o r t a n t  in a c h i e v i n g  a un i ted  p o l i t i c a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  than  
an a l t e r n a t i o n  of capab l e ,  even  e x t r e m e l y  c a p a b l e ,  r u l e r s  i n t e r s p e r s e d  
wi th  i n c o m p e t e n t s ;  o r  a s y s t e m  w h e r e  you have  a b r o k e n ,  d i s p u t e d  
s u c c e s s i o n ,  wh ich  wi l l  d i s r u p t  any p o l i t i c a l  s y s t e m .  

Now, to th i s  r a t h e r  a c c i d e n t a l  f e a t u r e  the Mongols  added  two v e r y  
i m p o r t a n t  f e a t u r e s .  T h e y  found c o l l e c t i n g  t r i b u t e  and they  found s e t t l i n g  
d i s p u t e s  in th is  g r e a t  a r e a  m o r e  than  they  t h e m s e l v e s  w i s h e d  to do. It 
was  a b u r d e n .  So they  m a d e  at the beg inn ing ,  u n d e r  Ivan the  F i r s t - -  
w h o s e  d a t e s  a r e  down t h e r e - - 1 3 2 5  to 1 3 4 1 - - t h e y  m a d e  the  Duke of M o s -  
cow the c o l l e c t o r  of the Mongol  t r i b u t e  fo r  the  whole  a r e a .  A f t e r  1380, 
when  the Mongols  w e r e  going,  the Dukes  of M o s c o w  c o n t i n u e d  to use  
the tribute-collecting machinery as a taxation system. 

Secondly ,  the  Mongols  m a d e  the G r a n d  Duke of M o s c o w  the  c o u r t  
of appea l  fo r  d i s p u t e s  f r o m  o t h e r  c i t i e s .  The Mongols  could  not p e r m i t  
a d i spu te  to get  out of hand.  T h e y  wan ted  o r d e r ;  t hey  wan ted  s u b m i s s i o n ;  
t hey  wan ted  t r i b u t e .  A c c o r d i n g l y ,  d i s p u t e s  had to be  s e t t l e d .  If t hey  
c o u l d n ' t  be s e t t l e d  l o c a l l y ,  le t  t hem go to the G r a n d  Duke of Moscow.  

And f r o m  t h e s e  t h r e e  t h i n g s - - a  s t eady ,  c a p a b l e  s u c c e s s i o n ,  the  
t r i b u t e - - c o l l e c t i n g  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n ;  and the j u d i c i a l  appea l  a s p e c t - - t h e r e  
c a m e  a c e n t r a l i z e d  s y s t e m  when f ina l ly  the Mongols  w e r e  h u r l e d  out .  
That  h u r l i n g  out was  begun  by D i m i t r i  Donskoi ,  about  1380. 

Out of th i s  c o m e s  what  we ca l l  the M o s c o v i t e  P e r i o d ,  f r o m  1380 
down to 1694. Th i s  is the p e r i o d  in which  R u s s i a  r e a l l y  took shape .  

Now, jus t  as the p r e s s u r e  f r o m  the ea s t  was  r e l i e v e d  by the  expu l -  
s ion  of the  Mongo l s ,  the p r e s s u r e  f r o m  the wes t ,  f r o m  w e s t e r n  t e c h n o l o g y ,  
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became stronger and stronger. It took the shape of pressure from the 
Swedes, the Poles, even the Bulgars, and the Turks, from Turkey, 
because, as you know, after 1453 the Turks had destroyed the Byzantine 

Empire and captured Constantinople. 

This western technology of which I speak is a very great thing. 
It is the basis of much of the greatness of our western civilization as 
we know it, and I include in it many things which we just accept as a 
matter of course. For example, we have an alphabetic system of 
writing. If you compare that to the Chinese system of writing, you can 
see what a tremendously important element it is. It meant you can 
communicate and you can teach writing quite quickly to many people. 

We have a good number system. As you compare that number 
system, with positional notation and the use of the zero, to the number 
system, let us say, of the Romans, you earl see at once how very impor- 
tant this is--our method of keeping records and accounts. 

In addition to this, there are other things. An organized productive 
system. To most people who have not studied the Middle Ages or the 
late Medieval Period in Western Europe it seems as if the manorial, 
feudal system must be extraordinarily primitive and weak. This is not 
true. Let me just contrast two events. 

In 732 the Saracens, who almost exactly a hundred years before 
had started here (indicating Arabia), by 732 had crossed Gibraltar (in 
7 ii) crossed Spain and the Pyrenees, and were advancing on Paris. 
Western Christendom was really on the ropes, ready for the knockout 
blow. Yet the Saracens were defeated at the Battle of Tours in 732 by 

Charles Martel. 

Well, that, we could say, is explicable. The Saracens had a tre- 
mendously long line of communications. They were in strange terrain, 
and so forth. And, after all, they only fell back to the Pyreness. But 
from that date, 732, when Christendom was saved from the Moslem 
horde, to 1099, when western Christendom captured Jerusalem, you 
have an amazing counteroffensive. To mount an offensive in the year 
1099 from France which could capture Jerusalem is a very great 
exploit. If you stop and think of the difficulties which the British had 
in 1956 in getting Cairo, you can see that this was a very great achieve- 

ment. 

Now, I simply mention it to show you that there was power in that 
manorial-feudal system. And it continued to develop in the direction 

of increasing power. 
Ii 



One of the things which made it powerful were weapons, gun- 
powder. The first record we have of gunpowder being used in the 
West, or at least being available, is approximately 1325. We have the 
receipted bill that the King of England paid fortwo cannons. The Mon- 
gols had probably had it from the Chinese earlier. The Turks had 
artillery of a sort. And this weapons pressure upon the Slavs became 
one of the chief methods of western pressure. 

Naturally, if the Slav system was going to survive, it had to adopt 
these western things; and from 1380 onward there was a consistent 
effort by the rulers of the Slav system to adopt and impose upon the 
Slavs, whether they wished it or not, western technology and these 
western techniques. 

Now I'd like to deal with a rather technical point, which is this: 
Weapons were expensive. In the West, in Western Europe, weapons 
became cheaper and cheaper. And they became cheaper for two rea- 
sons. First, our manufacture of weapons became so effective that the 
price of weapons steadily fell. ]By 1840 you could buy a Colt revolver 
for about $40. This was not expensive, and you had a quite effective 
weapon. 

The second thing is, standards of living in the West, because of 
the effectiveness of their agricultural system, were steadily rising. 
And when these two lines cross--rising standards of living of the masses 
of the people and decreasing prices of weapons--combined with another 
point--increasing simplicity in the use of weapons--you get a situation 
where weapons are widely distributed. 

By 1850 in much of the West, and, above all, of course, in 
America, the ordinary person could afford the best available weapon. 
If the ordinary person has the best weapon available, all men are in 
fact equal. And if they are in fact equal, then a majority can make a 
minority yield and you can get majority rule, and ultimately you can get 
democracy. 

In Russia that never happened. And the reason it did not happen 
was this: In order to resist the pressure from western technology, 
coming subsequent to the pressure of the horseback-riding steppes 
raiders, the ruling group at the top of the Slav system had to pay for 
these things expensive prices and import them and get the goods with 
which to pay for them by taldng them from the masses of the peasantry. 

12 
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This meant that the ruling group had weapons. The peasantry 
didnrt. It meant that the ruling group had to steadily increase their 
pressure on the peasantry, taking from them by taxation more and 
more of what they produced in order to pay for this western technology. 
And this included western shipbuilding, the western system of printing, 
all kinds of things as you might wellimagine. I don't have to enumerate 
them. The second thing. Not only the tax collector was coming out 
looking for the peasants, but the recruiting officer was also coming. 
And when the peasant was recruited into the army and given a weapon, 
he ceased to be a part of ordinary society. 

Now, indeed, the peasant himself was not really a part of ordinary 
society. Throughout Russian history the peasant has always been re- 
garded as an exceptional outsider to the system. In most cases for long 
periods the ordinary Russian law and the ordinary Russian courts did 
not apply to the peasantry. 

Thus you have a kind of outcast peasantry, characterized by this 

more and more well-organized, more and more powerful, upper ex- 

ploitative system, which had to arise to defend the whole area against 

the pressure of the West. 

The only solution which the peasant had to that was to move. So 
as they could do so, they fled. They fled, moving through the forests 
and even through the grasslands, until by the year 1850 they had in 
large numbers moved out. The system, the rulers, did.not welcome 
this movement of the peasantry. They wanted the peasantry to stay 
fixed where they were. 

The rulers also needed administrators of a higher level. To obtain 

these administrators~ they handed the peasantry more or less over to 

the landlords and gentry, over to their tender mercy, to whip or chastize 

or injure or exploit, as they saw fit. And in return the governmental 
system demanded from these "boyars, " as we call them in the earlier 
period, the gentry, the landlords--demanded from them service to the 
State. 

Of c o u r s e ,  t hey  could  not p e r m i t  the p e a s a n t r y  to m o v e  wi thout  
c h a s i n g  t h e m .  And we migh t  we l l  say  that  the m o v e m e n t  of the Slavs  
e a s t w a r d  in tha t  long p e r i o d  f r o m  about  1400 to p r a c t i c a l l y  1900 was  
e s s e n t i a l l y  a m o v e m e n t  of the p e a s a n t s  t r y i n g  to e s c a p e  f r o m  the  p r e s -  
s u r e  of the s y s t e m  and be ing  p u r s u e d  by the r e c r u i t i n g  o f f i c e r  and the 
tax  c o l l e c t o r .  
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P o v e r t y  thus  m a d e  the p o s s e s s i o n  of f i r e a r m s  a State p r e r o g a t i v e .  
F i s c a l i s m  d r a i n e d  f r o m  the  peop le  m u c h  of t h e i r  wea l th ,  so t h e y  cou ld  
not get f i r e a r m s .  Th i s  m e a n t  t hey  could  not r e s i s t  the a u t o c r a c y ,  and 
the  p e a s a n t s  w e r e  f i n a l l y  s u b j e c t e d  to the g e n t r y  and to o t h e r  c l a s s e s  
of the State  in o r d e r  tha t  t hey  migh t  give s e r v i c e s  to the s y s t e m .  

F r o m  1694 to the  r e v o l u t i o n  of 1917 we have  the  p e r i o d  tha t  we 
s p e a k  of as  I m p e r i a l  R u s s i a .  T h e r e  was  t h r o u g h o u t  t h i s  p e r i o d  d e -  
l i b e r a t e  e f fo r t  at w e s t e r n i z a t i o n .  E c o n o m i c  a d v a n c e s ,  i m p r o v e m e n t s  
in educa t ion ,  i m p r o v e m e n t s  in a d m i n i s t r a t i o n - - a l l  of t h e s e  d i f f e r e n t  
a s p e c t s  of p r o g r e s s  in th i s  S lav ic  s y s t e m  w e r e  i m p o r t e d  by  the  g o v e r n -  
m e n t a l  g roup  and i m p o s e d  upon the peop le .  They  w e r e  not b r o u g h t  in 
o r  l o c a l l y  i n v e n t e d  by the m a s s e s .  P e t e r  the G r e a t ,  of c o u r s e ,  as  you 
know, is  f a m o u s  for  th i s .  He went  and s e r v e d  in a s h i p y a r d  and o t h e r  
a c t i v i t i e s  in w e s t e r n  E u r o p e  in o r d e r  to f ind out how t h e s e  th ings  a c t u -  
a l ly  cou ld  be done.  

By the year 1750 you still had a foreign exploitative governmental 
system imposed upon the masses of the Slav society. But by 1750 the 
pressure was relieving, because by 1750 clearly Turkey, Poland, and 
Sweden were in decline; and Germany was at that stage no real threat, 
because exactly a hundred years before, in 1648, the French, with the 
help of Richelieu, had succeeded in decentralizing Germany under the 
Treaty of Westphalia. And it wasn't until, as you well know, 1870 that 
the German Empire was centralized. Thus we had almost a hundred 
years--from 1750 to 1850 approximately--in which the pressures of 
the West and the pressure of the East were both relieved from the 
Slavic system. And this had a strange result, to which I will refer only 
briefly. 

The r e s u l t  was that  it gave  the r u l i n g  g roup  a gu i l ty  c o n s c i e n c e .  
They  got r e l i g i o n .  They  got r e l i g i o n ,  h o w e v e r ,  on ly  in a l t e r n a t e  r e i g n s .  
And the r e a s o n  f o r  that  is  that  w h e n e v e r  a c z a r  a t t e m p t e d  to r e f o r m ,  
o r  r e l i e v e  the p r e s s u r e ,  as ,  for  e x a m p l e ,  A l e x a n d e r  I fo r  m u c h  of h is  
l i fe  a r e f o r m e r - - t h e  r e s u l t  was  the r e v o l u t i o n  of 1825, the D e c e m b r i s t  
Revo l t .  A c c o r d i n g l y ,  his  s u c c e s s o r ,  N icho l a s ,  was  an o p p r e s s o r .  He 
sa id ,  "You see  what  r e f o r m  does .  It jus t  l e a d s  to d i s t u r b a n c e  and up-  
r i s i n g .  " 

When N i c h o l a s  p a s s e d  f r o m  the s c e n e ,  in 1855, a f t e r  the d i s a s t e r s ,  
o r  in the m i d d l e  of the d i s a s t e r s  of the C r i m e a n  War ,  we got a n o t h e r  
c z a r ,  A l e x a n d e r  If, who was  a r e f o r m e r .  He ended  s e r f d o m ,  a m o n g  
o t h e r  t h ings .  He was  r e w a r d e d  fo r  th i s  by a s s a s s i n a t i o n ,  in 1881. 
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A f t e r  h i m  c a m e  A l e x a n d e r  H I - - a g a i n  a r e a c t i o n a r y  f o r  13 y e a r s .  
And  f i n a l l y ,  at  t he  end ,  N i c h o l a s  II, who w a s  n e i t h e r  an o p p r e s s o r  n o r  

a r e f o r m e r ,  who was  n o t h i n g .  

I think we can show what Nicholas II was by quoting one sentence 
from his diary. As you know, in the war with Japan the Russians were 
badly defeated. The naval disaster to their fleet, which went all the way 
around to Japan and was destroyed on arrival, reached the Czar on a 
certain day. The next morning in his diary he has this: "Went walking 
in the morning and shot two crows. In the afternoon walked with 
Anastasia. " This shows how important this tremendous disaster was 

to h i m .  

Now, I'Ii attempt briefly to sum up: from the original material of 
of the Slav people, long suffering, patient, evasive, suspicious, there 
was constructed a system which had the qualities that I have listed, 
from the Vikings to the north and the Byzantines to the south. Then 
that system was hammered into shape from western technology and 
eastern nomadic peoples to create the kind of a despotic system which 
we know today, naturally, of course, with additions. 

Thank you very much. 

MR. POLUHOFF: Dr. Quigley is ready for your questions. 

QUESTION: Sometime ago Professor Sorokin advanced the theory 
that in the rise and fall of civilizations over history the Slav people were 
currently in a period of ascendency and the western nations in a period 
of descendancy, and that this would probably be so even if communism 
had not risen to power there. Would you address yourself to this ques- 
tion, please ? 

DR. QUIGLEY: As I look at the Russian system, I think very 
clearly it had passed its peak in 1914. I would disagree with Professor 
Sorokin, whom I know quite well. In fact I took a course with him for a 
year in sociology. 

I think that what has happened there is this: that the Russian system 
had reached a peak, about 1900, as far as we can see, and had ceased 
to rise; and that this was the reason for much of the discontent. And 
then that system was knocked right out of the picture by the German 
Army in 1917. Without the defeat of the Russian ruling system by the 
German Army I do not see how it would have been replaced by this new 
system, which is a much more effective organization of the same plan. 
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You see, I didn't say that this system is different. It 's  much more 
effective and efficient. 

I a g r e e  t h a t  n o w  t h a t  t h e y  h a v e  go t  t h i s  n e w  r e f o r m  a u t o c r a c y ,  
t h e y  w i l l  c o n t i n u e  to r i s e  f o r  a v e r y  c o n s i d e r a b l e  p e r i o d .  A n d  t h e  
s o l u t i o n  w h i c h  I w o u l d  e n v i s a g e  f o r  t h i s  i s  n o t  t h a t  w e  c a n  p r e v e n t  t h a t .  
I t h i n k  t h e  m o s t  we  c a n  h o p e  to do i s  to  k e e p  r e f o r m i n g  o u r s e l v e s ,  k e e p  
o u r s e l v e s  a s  m u c h  a s  we  c a n  a t  t h e  t o p  p e a k  of  e f f i c i e n c y ,  w h i c h  I a m  
n o t  s a t i s f i e d  we  a r e  d o i n g ;  and  I do t e n d  to a g r e e  w i t h  S o r o k i n  t h a t  we  
m a y  w e l l  b e  d e s c e n d i n g .  

B u t  w e ' v e  go t  t o  g e t  a s s i s t a n c e  e l s e w h e r e ,  a n d  t h a t  a s s i s t a n c e  h a s  
to  r i s e  f r o m  t h e  l a n d  m a s s  o f  E u r a s i a ,  c l o s e  to  t h e  b o r d e r s  o f  R u s s i a .  
A n d  t h e  p l a c e s  w h e r e  I w o u l d  h o p e  i t  w o u l d  a r i s e  p e r h a p s  w o u l d  b e  I n d i a  
o r  e v e n  C h i n a ,  b e c a u s e  I a m  no t  c o n v i n c e d  t h a t  C h i n a ,  a l t h o u g h  i t  c a l l s  
i t s e l f  C o m m u n i s t ,  i s  g o i n g  to  c o n t i n u e  to  w o r k  e y e  to e y e  w i t h  t h e  R u s -  
s i a n s .  I l e c t u r e d  u p o n  t h i s  s u b j e c t  to s o m e  e x t e n t  h e r e  s o m e  t i m e  a g o ,  
m a y b e  l a s t  y e a r  o r  s e v e r a l  y e a r s  a g o ,  a n d  at  t h a t  t i m e  I s p o k e  t e n t a -  
t i v e l y  o f  a p o s s i b l e  b r e a k  b e t w e e n  t h e  C h i n e s e  a n d  t h e  R u s s i a n s .  At  t h a t  
t i m e  i t  l o o k e d  so  r e m o t e  t h a t  m o s t  o f  t h e  a u d i e n c e  w a s  s k e p t i c a l .  I 
t h i n k  t o d a y  we  c a n  s e e  t h a t  i t  m a y  b e  a p o s s i b i l i t y .  

T h i s  i s  w h a t  we  h a v e  t o  do:  H o l d  ou t ,  p r e v e n t  w a r ,  k e e p  o u r  o w n  
s y s t e m  a s  e f f e c t i v e  a s  p o s s i b l e .  T h a t  m e a n s  t h a t  we  h a v e  to g e t  r i g h t  
to  w o r k  r e f o r m i n g  a n d  i m p r o v i n g  i t  a n d  h o p e  t h a t  t h e r e  w i l l  r i s e  t h e s e  
o t h e r  p o w e r s .  T h e  d a y  I w o u l d l o v e  to s e e  i s  w h e n  t h e  R u s s i a n s  c o m e  

• t0  us  a n d  a s k  o u r  h e l p  a g a i n s t  R e d  C h i n a .  

Q U E S T I O N :  D r .  Q u i g l e y ,  y o u  s a i d  t h a t  in  t h i s  p r i v a t e - p r o p e r t y  
s y s t e m  t h a t  t h e  R u s s i a n s  h a v e ,  w h e n  t h e r e  w a s  a d i s r u p t i o n  o f  t h e  
s u c c e s s i o n ,  t h e y  w e n t  i n t o  a d e c l i n e  a n d  h a d  t r o u b l e .  H o w  do y o u  a c c o u n t  
f o r  t h a t  s a m e  s y s t e m  b e i n g  in  R u s s i a  t o d a y  w h e n  t h e y  d o n ' t  h a v e  a n y ' w a y  
of  s u c c e e d i n g  e a c h  o t h e r ,  a n d  w h e n e v e r  a l e a d e r  d i e s ,  t h e r e ' s  a l o t  o f  
t r o u b l e  g e t t i n g  a n e w  l e a d e r  ? 

DR.  Q U I G L E Y :  I don't k n o w  h o w  t h e  succession w o r k s  r i g h t  n o w  
in  R u s s i a .  I h a v e  f e l t  a l l  a l o n g  t h a t  t h i s  i s  o n e  o f  t h e  c r i t i c a l  w e a k n e s s e s  
in  t h e  s y s t e m ,  b e c a u s e  i f  a d i v i s i o n  o f  o p i n i o n  s h o u l d  a r i s e  a s  to  who  
i s  a l e g i t i m a t e  s u c c e s s o r ,  t h e n  t h e r e  w i l l  b e  t r o u b l e ;  a n d  w h e n  t h a t  p e r -  
i o d  o f  t r o u b l e  a r i s e s ,  m y  m o n e y  i s  on  t h e  R u s s i a n  a r m y .  

W h e n  t h e  s u c c e s s i o n  s h i f t e d  f r o m  S t a l i n  to  K h r u s h c h e v ,  t h r o u g h  
a s e r i e s  o f  i n t e r m e d i a r i e s  a n d  s t a g e s  t h a t  we  d i d n ' t  q u i t e  u n d e r s t a n d  a t  
t h e  t i m e ,  t h e  R u s s i a n  a r m y  d e l i b e r a t e l y •  s e e m s  to  h a v e  a b s t a i n e d ,  o r  a t  
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least it probably said, "We will remain benevolently neutral to Khrush- 
chev. " This is precisely the significance. How long will the Russian 
army continue to do that ? They are being well rewarded, it is true. 
Will they have greater ambition? Through history, where we have had 
disputed successions, the man who had the allegiance of the army has 
generally succeeded in establishing the succession for himself. This 
is the mystery of the season. The word "empire, " which we use, is a 
translation of the word "imperator" or "imperium, " which means 
"Commander in chief." 

Q U E S T I O N :  D r .  Q u i g l e y ;  in  a c o u n t r y  t h a t  h a s  h a d  a l o n g  h i s t o r y  
f o r  c e n t u r i e s  o f  m a s s i v e  v i o l e n c e  a n d  g r e a t  d i s r u p t i o n  and  m u r d e r ,  
i t  s e e m s  to m e  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  g r e a t  g a p s  f r o m  h a v i n g  d e c i m a t e d  t h e  
l e a d e r s h i p  o f  t h e  p e o p l e  o v e r  t h a t  p e r i o d .  In  m o d e r n  t i m e s  m a n y  c z a r i s t  
R u s s i a n s  w e r e  k i l l e d  in  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n ,  in  1937 a g r e a t  p a r t  o f  t h e  b e s t  
o f f i c e r s  in  t h e  R u s s i a n  a r m y  w e r e  m u r d e r e d  b y  S t a l i n .  O v e r  t h e  l o n g  
s p a n  o f  h i s t o r y  h a s  t h a t  h a d  a s i g n i f i c a n t  e f f e c t  on  t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  
t h e  R u s s i a n  p e o p l e  ? 

DR. QUIGLEY: This has several aspects. If you believe in bio- 
logical superiority of the ruling group--and I don't believe you do-- 
then certainly if you decimated and eliminated the ruling group, you 
would be killing off the people who are biologically the better. This I 
don't accept. There is more talent in the masses of the Russian people 
than they will ever need to have. 

But if by the rulers and the talented people, who keep the system 
going, you are referring to the educated group, I don't think the problem 
is nearly as acute and bad as it might well be. I can remember a friend 
of mine discussing this with me back about 1941. Russia had just been 
attacked, the 22nd of June, by Hitler, and I was saying: "I do not see 
how the Russian army can successfully resist, having liquidated their 
leaders, " as you say. And the person to whom I was talking said: "This 
will make them stronger. The trouble with the West was that the French 
and British, particularly the French, didn't eliminate their leaders. " 

There is some truth in that, I think. It could be attributed both 
ways. You need trained men; but when you have men who are trained, 
they frequently are trained to do what they are trained to do and not to 
resolve the problems which face them. And when you see the relatively 
large amounts of military talent which appeared, for instance, in the 
Revolution--men like Trotsky--Trotsky had at least tremendous military 
organizational ability; I'm not so sure he had any tactical ability--but 
this kind of stuff appeared when it is needed, in many cases. 
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QUESTION: How have the  n o r t h e r n  c o u n t r i e s  m a n a g e d  to avoid  
be ing  o v e r w h e l m e d  by the  R u s s i a n s  ? The  Vik ings  f i r s t  c a m e  down 
t h e r e .  

DR. QUIGLEY:  Do you m e a n  F i n l a n d  and S w e d e n ?  

STUDENT:  Yes ,  s i r .  

DR. QUIGLEY:  If you a r e  s p e a k i n g  of b a c k  in h i s t o r y ,  the  r e a s o n  
was  tha t  t h e s e  peop le  had  an a d v a n c e d  s y s t e m  e a r l i e r  than  the R u s s i a n s .  
The  Vik ings  not on ly  c o n q u e r e d  R u s s i a ,  but,  as  you know, t hey  con-  
q u e r e d  Eng land .  Y o u ' v e  h e a r d  of King Canu te .  T h e y  a l so  went  down 
and c o n q u e r e d  p a r t s  of F r a n c e .  The  N o r m a n s ,  fo r  e x a m p l e ,  w e r e  
V ik ings ,  e s t a b l i s h e d  in W e s t e r n  F r a n c e  in 911. T h e y  e s t a b l i s h e d  a 
a k ingdom in S ic i ly .  So they  w e r e  v e r y  v i g o r o u s ,  e f f e c t i v e l y  f igh t ing  
peop le .  

L a t e r ,  when w e s t e r n  t e c h n o l o g y  b e c a m e  m o r e  i m p o r t a n t ,  Sweden  
had it ,  and had it in a d e g r e e  m u c h  above the R u s s i a n s .  And if you 
s tudy  the h i s t o r y  of m i l i t a r y  m a t t e r s ,  you c e r t a i n l y  cannot  avoid  t a lk ing  
about  G u s t a v u s  Adolfus ,  who l ived  about  1620. Now, h e r e  was  m i l i t a r y  
t a l en t ,  good o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  a high l eve l  of t e chno logy ,  so g r e a t  that  it 
l ooked  for  a whi le  as  if Sweden  cou ld  c o n q u e r  m u c h  of c e n t r a l  E u r o p e .  
The  Ba l t i c  was ,  at the t i m e  of G u s t a v u s  Adolfus ,  e n t i r e l y  s u r r o u n d e d  
wi th  Swed i sh  t e r r i t o r y .  

If you a r e  t a lk ing  about today,  how it is  tha t  F i n l a n d  and Sweden  
and t h e s e  c o u n t r i e s  a r e  i n d e p e n d e n t ?  I th ink  tha t  you  have  h e r e  enun-  
c i a t e d  an a s s u m p t i o n  which  I wou ldn ' t  a ccep t ,  n a m e l y ,  that  the R u s s i a n s  
do want  to / 'ule e v e r y b o d y .  I don ' t  th ink  that  n e c e s s a r i l y  they  do w i sh  
to r u l e  e v e r y b o d y .  I th ink  t ak ing  o v e r  t h e s e  s a t e l l i t e  p o w e r s  a r e  to 
t hem l e s s e r  ev i l s ;  and if t h e y  can  get what t hey  want  wi thout  t ak ing  t hem 
o v e r ,  then  i t ' s  m u c h  b e t t e r  f r o m  t h e i r  point  of v i ew  not to t ake  t h e m  
o v e r .  In o t h e r  w o r d s ,  if t hey  can  get  t hem to c o o p e r a t e  e c o n o m i c a l l y ,  
o r  if they  can  get  t hem to r e m a i n  n e u t r a l  in the p o l i t i c a l  s e n s e ,  t hen  
}hey should  be s a t i s f i e d .  

QUESTION: What influence do you feel Christianity has played since 
the Russians picked it up, and what influence may it play in the future. 

DR, QUIGLEY:  In R u s s i a  o r  wi thout  ? 

STUDENT:  In R u s s i a .  
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DR. QUIGI.EY: You see ,  t h e r e  a r e  r e a l l y  two kinds  of C h r i s t i -  
ani ty .  Th i s  i s  a long  l e c t u r e  and would  take  a couple  m o r e  hou r s ;  so 
I can ' t  g ive  you m o r e  than  a g l i m p s e  of what I 'm  t a lk ing  about.  T h e r e  
is  the C h r i s t i a n i t y  t h a t  we got in the  West ,  which  i s  e s s e n t i s l ] y  a 
C h r i s t l i k e  Chr i s t i an i t y ,  in  sp i te  of the  fact  that  it d o e s n ' t  s e e m  to have  
m a n y  of thxt k ind  of C h r i s t i a n s  at the  m o m e n t .  B a s i c a l l y  the  in f luence  
of C h r i s t  ~aS  e x t r e m e l y  i m p o r t a n t .  By that  I m e a n  that  to the  w e s t e r n  
C h r i s t i a n s  %he body and th i s  wor ld  a re  i m p o r t a n t  and n e c e s s a r y  r o a d s  
to sa lva t ion .  They  a r e  not ev i l  and bad th ings ;  that  we would not have  
b e e n  s a v e d  if C h r i s t  had  not b e c o m e  f lesh ,  and t h e r e f o r e  f l e s h  i s  not  
bad.  The i n c a r n a t i o n  i s  a c e n t r a l  pa r t  of the C h r i s t i a n  t ru th  as the 
West  looks  at it .  

S imi l a r l y ,  the  Cathol ic  Church  has  a lways  taught  that  s a lva t ion  
c o m e s  f r o m  two t h i n g s - - G o d ' s  g r a c e  and good works .  You m u s t  w o r k  
with your  f e l low men .  I t ' s  a c o o p e r a t i v e  ef for t  in th i s  wor ld .  

Le t  m e  show how s ign i f i can t  a t u r n i n g  point  o c c u r r e d .  In 325 the  
f i r s t  C h u r c h  Counci l  was  c a l l e d  t o g e t h e r .  It went into the  q u e s t i o n  of 
the  A r i a n  h e r e s y ,  and it c o n d e m n e d  the  A r i a n  h e r e s y ,  B a s i c a l l y ,  and 
in  v e r y  b r o a d  t e r m s ,  the  A r i a n s  fe l t  that  the  s p i r i t  and the f l e s h  w e r e  
o p p osed  to each  o the r ;  that  the  sp i r i t  was  good and the  f l e s h  and the  
wor ld  w e r e  evi l .  The  oppos i t e  group,  which  b e c a m e  the w e s t e r n  L a t i n  
C h r i s t i a n  outlook,  b e l i e v e d  that  the wor ld  and the f l e s h  a r e  not evil ;  
that  they  a r e  po ten t i a l ly  good, and sa lva t ion  can  only  be r e a c h e d  th rough  
t h e m .  They  s ign i f i ed  th i s  at the Church  Counci l  at N i c a e a  in 325 in two 
ways .  F i r s t ,  t hey  c o n d e m n e d  the  A r i a n s  as a h e r e s y .  Secondly,  they  
d r e w  up a c r e e d  in which  they  put s o m e  m a g i c  w o r d s - - w h i c h  nobody to-  
day  would put i n - - " I  b e l i e v e  in the  r e s u r r e c t i o n  of the  b o d y . "  This  is  in 
the  c r e e d .  

Now, you could not b e l i e v e  in  the  r e s u r r e c t i o n  of the body if  it i s  
b a s i c a l l y  evi l .  Yeu could not b e l i e v e  in the  i n c a r n a t i o n  if the body is  
b a s i c a l l y  evi l .  

The C h r i s t i a n i t y ,  on the o t h e r  hand, which went  into R u s s i a  had 
an  e n t i r e l y  d i f f e r en t  e m p h a s i s .  It was  m u c h  m o r e  d e r i v e d  f r o m  what 
we cal l  " P a u l i n e " - - f r o m  St. P a u l - - C h r i s t i a n i t y .  It was m u c h  m o r e  
sub jec t  to G r e e k  ph i losophy .  And f r o m  t h e s e  two s o u r c e s  you got that  
the wor ld  and the f l e s h  a r e  ev i l  and opposed  to the sp i r i t ;  that  t h e s e  a r e  
s inful  th ings .  F r o m  th i s  c o m e s  the  f a n a t i c i s m ,  the  i deas ,  the  ac t ing  
upon theo ry ,  and much  of the o t h e r  th ings  that  you f ind in Or thodox  
Chr i s t i an i t y .  
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In a s e n s e ,  if th i s  i s  t r u e ,  that  the  f l e s h  is  ev i l  and the w o r l d  i s  
evi l ,  t hen  the only  way the s in fu l  m a n  can  be  m a d e  to b e h a v e  in a 
s infu l  and ev i l  w o r l d  i s  by be ing  o r d e r e d  a round .  So it b e c o m e s  a 
b u l w a r k  of a u t o c r a c y  r a t h e r  than  a w e a k n e s s  o f : a u t o c r a c y .  

Now, that  is  m u c h  o v e r s i m p l i f i e d ;  and I hope y o u  wi l l  r e a l i z e  i t .  

QUESTION: Doc to r ,  you have  r e v i e w e d  R u s s i a n  h i s t o r y  and c o m e  
up with  f ive  r e s u l t s .  Would you then  say  that  we a r e  not f igh t ing  c o m -  
m u n i s m  p e r  se ,  but we a r e  f igh t ing  the  c u l t u r e  of the  R u s s i a n  peop le ;  
that  c o m m u n i s m  is  m e r e l y  a tool  that  is  be ing  u sed  by the p r e s e n t  
r u l e r s  to  a c h i e v e  t h e i r  p u r p o s e s  ? 

DR. QUIGLEY:  I wou ldn ' t  want  to put it  tha t  b lun t ly ,  but  tha t  i s  
the  d i r e c t i o n  in  which  I am inc l in ing .  

R u s s i a  is a d a n g e r  to us b e c a u s e  it is  a g r e a t  p o w e r .  I t ' s  tha t  
s i m p l e .  And it i s  a g r e a t  and t h r e a t e n i n g  p o w e r  to us b e c a u s e  we 
l i qu ida t ed ,  and had to l iqu ida te ,  the  two p o w e r s  w h i c h  w e r e  h e m m i n g  
i ts  p o w e r  in.  We got r i d  of J a p a n e s e  p o w e r  and we got r i d  of G e r m a n  
p o w e r  in 1945. T h e s e  w e r e  the b u l w a r k s  tha t  w e r e  ho ld ing  the  R u s s i a n  
s y s t e m  in. Having  e l i m i n a t e d  t h e m ,  obv ious ly  R u s s i a ' s  p o w e r  c a n f l o w  
o u t w a r d  for  v e r y  c o n s i d e r a b l e  d i s t a n c e s  and b e c o m e  a t h r e a t  to us.  

Now, as  to M a r x i s m ;  M a r x i s m  can  b e c o m e  an i m m e n s e l y  s t r e n g t h -  
en ing  f a c t o r  in the  R u s s i a n  s y s t e m  if they  i n t e r p r e t  it  and d i s t o r t  it  in  
t h e i r  way,  wh ich  is  what  t hey  have  done.  What  t hey  have  in  R u s s i a  t o -  
day  i s  c e r t a i n l y  not M a r x i s m  in the M a r x - E n g e l  s e n s e .  It i s  L e n i n i s m  
in the L e n i n i s t - S t a l i n l s t - K h r u s h c h e v  s e n s e .  T h e y  a r e  not the  s a m e .  

If we look  at the M a r x i s t - E n g e l  ideo logy ,  I don ' t  s e e  how it cou ld  
c o n v i n c e  anybody,  b e c a u s e  e v e r y t h i n g  that  M a r x  b e l i e v e d  has  p r o v e d  to 
be  un t r ue .  He sa id  that  the poor  would get  p o o r e r  and the  p o o r e r  and 
p o o r e r - - t h e  e m i s e r a t i o n  of the p r o l e t a r i a t ,  he caDed  i t .  He s a i d  the 
revolution would come in the most advanced, industrial countries. He 
said that the revolution would come by very little violence at sl1 simply 
.because the rich would get richer and richer and fewer in numbers, the 
poor would get poorer and poorer and more numerous, until fin~lly the 
poor simply overthrew the rich because there were so few of them. 

F u r t h e r m o r e ,  he sa id  tha t  when  you had e s t a b l i s h e d  th i s  d i c t a t o r -  
sh ip  of the C o m m u n i s t s ,  it would be  on ly  a b r i e f  p e r i o d  in which  it would  
be  n e c e s s a r y t o  change  the o t h e r  a s p e c t s  of s o c i e t y - - i d e o l o g y ,  educa t ion ,  
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c u l t u r e ,  t h e  h u m a n i t i e s ,  a n d  so  f o r t h - - t o  r e f l e c t  a C o m m u n i s t  e c o n o m i c  
s y s t e m ;  and  t h e n  t h e y  w o u l d  go i n t o  a f u l l y  C o m m u n i s t  s o c i e t y ,  i n  w h i c h  
t h e  S t a t e  w o u l d  w i t h e r  a w a y .  N o n e  of  t h i s  m a k e s  a n y  s e n s e ;  and  i f  we  
h a d  t i m e ,  we  c o u l d  go t h r o u g h  M a r x i s m  a s  M a r x  l o o k e d  at  i t  a n d  s e t  
up  a s e r i e s  o f  h a l f  d o z e n  p o i n t s ,  a l l  o f  w h i c h  h a v e  p r o v e d  i n c o r r e c t ,  
and ,  i n d e e d ,  n o w  l o o k  f o o l i s h  to  u s .  

T h e  R u s s i a n s  c a n  a d o p t  t h a t  o n l y  by  c h a n g i n g  i t  and  d i s t o r t i n g  i t .  
O n e  e x a m p l e :  T h e  p e r i o d  of  t h e  d i c t a t o r s b A p  o f  t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t ,  t h a t  i s ,  
t h e  p e r i o d  of  t h e  t r a n s i t i o n  f r o m  t h e  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  o f  t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t  i n  
p o l i t i c a l  s u p r e m a c y ,  to  t h e  a r r i v a l  o f  t h e  c l a s s l e s s  s o c i e t y  a n d  f u l l  c o m -  
m u n i s m ,  w a s  to  b e  a v e r y  b r i e f  p e r i o d ,  so  b r i e f  t h a t  M a r x  h a r d l y  m e n -  
t i o n e d  i t .  I n  R u s s i a  i t  h a s  b e c o m e  t h e  d o m i n a n t ,  p e r m a n e n t  s y s t e m .  
So i t  h a s  s t r e n g t h e n e d  i t  b e c a u s e  t h e y  h a v e  c h a n g e d  i t  i n t o  s o m e t h i n g  
e l s e - - i n t o  a R u s s i a n  i d e o l o g y .  

Q U E S T I O N :  Y o u  d e s c r i b e d  t h a t  t h e r e  w a s  a c y c l e  in  t h e  l i n e  o f  
c z a r s - - o f  r e f o r m  a n d  i m p r o v e m e n t  f o r  t h e  m a s s e s  a n d  t h e n  t r o u b l e s  
a n d  t h e n  r e a c t i o n a r i e s .  K h r u s h c h e v  i s  s u p p o s e d l y  l e t t i n g  up  o n  t h e  
m a s s e s  a n d  i m p r o v i n g  t h e i r  l o t .  W h a t  w o u l d  y o u  p r e d i c t  a s  t h e  f u t u r e  
c o m m u n i s m  b a s e d  o n  t h a t  ? 

DR.  Q U I G L E Y :  I t  m i g h t  w e l l  b e  t h e  c a s e ,  i f  we f o l l o w e d  t h e  
p r e c e d e n t s  o f  t h e  19th  c e n t u r y .  T h e  m o v e m e n t  t o w a r d  r e f o r m  a l w a y s  
l e d  to  u p r i s i n g s  a n d  d i f f i c u l t i e s .  I do n o t  t h i n k  t h a t  w i l l  h a p p e n  u n d e r  
t h e  p r e s e n t  s y s t e m .  K h r u s h c h e v  i s  r e l i e v i n g  t h e  p r e s s u r e  w h i c h  S t a l i n  
h a d  pu t  u p o n  t h e  p e o p l e ;  b u t  h e ' s  d o i n g  i t  b e c a u s e  he  f e e l s  t h a t  i t ~  n e c  - 
e s s a r y .  I t h i n k  y o u ' r e  f a m i l i a r  e n o u g h  w i t h  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  to  k n o w  w h y  
i t ' s  n e c e s s a r y .  He i s  no t  f o r c i n g  t h e  p e o p l e  to  do  w h a t  he  w a n t s ,  a s  
S t a l i n  d id .  He  i s  e n t i c i n g  t h e m  to do w h a t  he  w a n t s .  

He i s  o f f e r i n g  c a r e e r s  o p e n  to  t a l e n t ,  w i t h  w h a t  i s  to  a R u s s i a n  
f a n t a s t i c  h e i g h t s  t h a t  c a n  b e  a c h i e v e d - - a  v i l l a  d o w n  in  t h e  C r i m e a ,  a 
l a r g e  s a l a r y ,  an  a u t o m o b i l e  to  d r i v e  a r o u n d  in  i n  a c o u n t r y  w h e r e  a u t o -  
m o b i l e s  a r e  r a r e ,  a n d  s o  f o r t h .  T h e s e  a r e  b e i n g  o f f e r e d  to t h e  h i g h l y  
t r a i n e d  t e c h n o l o g i s t s  a n d  o t h e r  p e o p l e  who  wi l l  do w h a t  K h r u s h c h e v  
w a n t s .  A n d  t h i s  I t h i n k  i s  s u f f i c i e n t  i n c e n t i v e  to m a k e  i t  p o s s i b l e  f o r  
h i m  to r e l i e v e  t h e  p r e s s u r e ,  to s h i f t ,  a s  I s a y ,  f r o m  f o r c e  to  e n t i c e -  
m e n t .  

He has to do that, because under the system of force, which Stalin 
had used, they were getting a sm~11er and smaller reservoir of trained, 
devoted people; and you couldn't run a complicated, modern, military, 
industrial system with a decreasing reservoir of trained, devoted people. 
So Khrushchev may well be successful in this without uprising. 
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QUESTION: Doctor ,  I ' d  l i ke  to d i s r e g a r d  your  t e r m i n a t i o n  da te  
of 1917, ff I may .  I w a s  i n t e r e s t e d  in your  r e m a r k ,  though I don ' t  
a g r e e  wi th  you, that  the  R u s s i a n s  as  C o m m u n i s t s  a r e  not  s e e k i n g  w o r l d  
domiru~tion, b e c a u s e  I have  s o m e  di f f icul ty  in  r e c o n c i l i n g  that  wi th  the  
w ide ly  r e p o r t e d  a c t i v i t i e s  in  p l a c e s  l ike  La t in  A m e r i c a .  I t ' s  h a r d  fo r  
m e  to v i e w  La t in  A m e r i c a  as anyth ing  o t h e r  than a n ice  t a r g e t  a s  f a r  
as  the  R u s s i a n s  a r e  cor~cerned. Would you exp la in  your  r e m a r k s  about 
that  ? 

DR. QUIGLEY: Yes ,  I can.  La t i n  A m e r i c a ,  Af r i ca ,  ~au theas t  
As ia ,  Sou the rn  As ia ,  Indonesia--~11 of t h e s e  a r e a s  a r e  p l a c e s  w h e r e  
the  R u s s i a n s  c a n  r a i s e  p r o b l e m s  which  wi l l  keep  us so busy  that  we 
wi l l  r e l i e v e  the  p r e s s u r e  on t h e m .  Then  they  can go ahead  advanc ing  
a long  th i s  r o a d  which  K h r u s h c h e v  ha s  l a id  out.  

The  fact  that  t h i s  i s  c o m m u n i s m  i s n ' t  r e a l l y  s ign i f i can t .  Any 
ideo logy  which  you can o f fe r  to the  p e o p l e s  of t h e s e  b a c k w a r d  a r e a s  
which  would  p r o m i s e  t hem s o m e  he lp  in fa~ing t h e i r  p r o b l e m s - - t h e y  
face  t e r r i f i c  p r o b l e m s  in  a l l  of the a r e a s - - w o u l d  be w e l c o m e .  S imply  
to g ive  you s o m e t h i n g  with which  you a r e  a l r e a d y  familia~r, the  dea th  
r a t e  i s  f a l l ing  in  ~I] of t h e s e  a r e a s  v e r y  d r a s t i c a l l y ,  but the  b i r t h  r a t e  
i s  not f - ] l ing .  The pop,,]at ton i s  s k y r o c k e t i n g .  The  p r o d u c t i o n  of food 
i s  r i s i n g  e x t r e m e l y  s lowly .  Here  is  an inso lub le ,  exp los ive  p r o b l e m .  
What can  be  done about it ? 

We a r e  not doing m u c h  re~] ly .  In fact ,  I p i ck  up the  p a p e r  e v e r y  
day  and r e a d  w h e r e  w e ' r e  going to go out and e x t e r m i n a t e  m a l a r i a  in 
s o m e  of t he se  c o u n t r i e s ,  o r  do s o m e t h i n g  e l s e  which  wi l l  l o w e r  the dea th  
r a t e  even  m o r e .  I don ' t  want  to sound l ike  an i n h u m a n e  p e r s o n ,  but  
e v e r y  t i m e  we go out in t h e s e  v a r i o u s  p l ace s  and l o w e r  the  dea th  r a t e ,  
we a r e  c r e a t i n g  a b i g g e r  and m o r e  exp los ive  p r o b l e m  fo r  o u r s e l v e s  in 
the  fu tu re .  

Now, t h o s e  peop le  who a r e  fac ing  that  p r o b l e m  n e e d  s o m e  k ind  of 
a s s i s t a n c e .  The s y s t e m  which we used  to so lve  that  p r o b l e m  w a s  p r i -  
va te  cap i t a l  a c c u m u l a t i o n  and p r i v a t e  i n v e s t m e n t .  T h o s e  peop le  a r e  
so poor ,  and the e v e n t s  a r e  happening  to them in  such  r a p i d  s u c c e s s i o n ,  
and in such  an unfor tuna te  s u c c e s s i o n ,  tha~ they  cannot  so lve  t h e i r  
p r o b l e m s .  They  cannot  p r o d u c e  m o r e  and m o r e  food and the  n e c e s s i t i e s  
of l i fe  by p r i v a t e  cap i ta l  a c c u m u l a t i o n  and p r i va t e  i n v e s t m e n t .  Not that  
I 'm  an e n e m y  of t h e s e  th ings  at all .  We jus t  h a v e n ' t  f aced  t h e m .  

So one way in  which  it s e e m s  to t h e m  they  can  do s o m e t h i n g  about 
th i s  p r o b l e m  is  by g o v e r n m e n t  a c c u m u l a t i o n  and i n v e s t m e n t ;  and the 
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i d e o l o g y  of c o m m u n i s m  f i t s  that  p r o b l e m  e x t r e m e l y  wel l .  But you 
don ' t  have to b e c o m e  a C o m m u n i s t  to do it. In India  they  haven ' t  
b e c o m e  C o m m u n i s t s  and t h e y  a r e  t r y i n g  to do it.  

Now, you have  a n o t h e r  th ing  that  c o m e s  in h e r e .  Do the  R u s s i a n s  
ac tua l ly  want  t o  go out and r u l e  t h e s e  a r e a s  ? I don ' t  th ink  so. They  
a r e  not a g g r e s s i v e  in  that  s e n s e .  Do they  want to s t i r  up t r o u b l e  there  ? 
Yes .  The  m a x i m u m  of t r oub l e  i n  al l  t h e s e  a r e a s .  If e v e r y  one  of t h e m  
exp lodes ,  month ly ,  in  s e q u e n c e ,  the R u s s i a n s  would be c o m p l e t e l y  d e -  
l igh ted .  

QUESTION: Doctor ,  would you give us a few words ,  s i nce  you 
obv ious ly  know the  R u s s i a n s  p r e t t y  we l l  and should  know the  A m e r i c a n s  
equa l ly  w e l l - - y o u ' v e  s e e n  what  m i l i t a r y  and what d ip loma t i c  and what 
o t h e r  f o r c e s  and p r e s s u r e s  w e ' v e  put on the R u s s i a n s - - w o u l d  you 
ana lyze  f r o m  your  knowledge  of the R u s s i a n s  and t h e i r  h i s t o r y  what  
effect  t h e s e  p r e s s u r e s  a r e  hav ing  on them ? 

DR. QUIGLEY: I had l i s t e d  t h e r e  as  point  four ,  xenophobia ,  f e a r  
of s t r a n g e r s .  I f ee l  i t ' s  a v e r y  i m p o r t a n t  e l e m e n t  in the RUss ian  s y s t e m .  

And you know, remlly,  ff y o u ' r e  u t t e r l y  ob jec t ive  about it ,  how can  
~o:u b l a m e  t h e m  ? If  we e s t a b l i s h  b a s e s  al l  a round  t h e i r  f r i n g e - ~ i n T u r k e y ,  
in  Cyprus ,  and o t h e r  a r e a s ,  Af r i ca ,  and e v e r y w h e r e  that  we can  e s -  
t a b l i s h  b a s e s - - a n d  then  we send  up p l anes  with n u c l e a r  weapons  in t hem,  
and t h e s e  p la~es  head  fo r  Russ i a ,  and then  jus t  b e f o r e  they  r e a c h  the 
j u m p i n g - o f f  p lace ,  they  t u r n  around,  and the  R u s s i a n s  a r e  wa tch ing  t h e m  
on r a d a r ,  you can ' t  b l a m e  t h e m  f o r b e t n g  a l i t t l e  w o r r i e d .  How w o r r i e d  
we would be  ff the  R u s s i a n s  s u c c e e d e d  in  e s t a b l i s h i n g  b a s e s - - w h i c h  they  
won ' t  have to, b e c a u s e  t h e y ' r e  going to use  i n t e r c o n t i n e n t a l  b a l l i s t i c  
m i s s i l e s - - b u t  ff t hey  e s t a b l i s h e d  b a s e s ,  l e t ' s  say,  in  Cuba, and se t  up 
s h o r t - r a n g e ,  i n t e r m e d i a r y  m i s s i l e s ,  we would be  v e r y  w o r r i e d .  

Now, th i s  i s  a v e r y  i m p o r t a n t  pa r t  of t h e s e  p r o g r a m  s, of the  point  
of v iew.  I am in  no doubt that  t hey  a r e  f e a r fu l  of us.  Th i s  i s  s o m e  of 
the  e v i d e n c e .  

But m o r e  i m p o r t a n t  than  th i s  i s  the  fact  that  L e n i n  taught  t hem that  
the cap i t a l i s t  s y s t e m  inev i t ab ly  would b r e a k  down, as i t  did in  the 
d e p r e s s i o n  of the 1930 's ;  and when it b r o k e  down, i t  could  only  r e c o v e r  
by governmer~t spending ;  mud that  g o v e r n m e n t  spend ing  could  b e s t  be 
devo ted  and j u s t i f i ed  in t e r m s  of weapons  and i m p e r i a l i s t  a g g r e s s i o n .  
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Now, having that interpretation, which doesn't fit our outlook at all 
or our ideology, but which does fit many of the facts which they observe, 
you can well see why they might be fearful. 

I do t h ink  tha t  the  t r i p s  h e r e  by  Mikoyn  and K h r u s h c h e v  and o t h e r  
R u s s i a n s - - n o t  tha t  l a s t  f e l l o w  who c a m e  o v e r  a w e e k  o r  so a g o - - h a v e  
b e e n  he lp fu l  in s h o w i n g  t h e m  tha t  the  A m e r i c a n  p e o p l e ,  and e v e n  p e r -  
haps  the  A m e r i c a n  G o v e r n m e n t ,  a r e  not  a g g r e s s i v e  c a p i t a l i s t  i m p e r -  
i a l i s t s ;  tha t  tha t  is  a f ab l e  wh ich  t h e y  have  c r e a t e d .  But  t h e y  a r e  s t i l l  
t e a c h i n g  tha t  f ab l e  to t h e i r  own peop le  to j u s t i f y  t he  p r e s s u r e s  tha t  
t h e y  a r e  pu t t i ng  upon t h e m .  

Even when they become convinced that it is a fable, that we are 
not going to go out and attack them--which should be obvious to every- 
body; after all, we've had nuclear weapons for a long time and they 
didntt have them; and if we intended to attack them, that's when we 
certainly would have done it. We would never have waited until they 
caught up; and now are they passing us? The Democrats say "Yes" 
and the Republicans say "No. " But we never would have allowed this 
situation to occur if we were imperialist capitalist aggressors--but 
even when Khrushchev is convinced that we are not, I'm sure he's 

going to continue to teach it or have it taught to the masses of the people. 

MR. P O L U H O F F :  Dr .  Q u i g l e y ,  you  have  m a d e  a v e r y  f ine  and 
e f f e c t i v e  c o n t r i b u t i o n  to o u r  c o u r s e  in i n t e r n a t i o n a l  p o l i t i c s .  On b e h a l f  
of  the  C o m m a n d a n t  and the  s t u d e n t s  and the  f a c u l t y ,  t h a n k  you  v e r y  
m u c h .  
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