
Iicn\.icr A.U.hi. m d  nriclenr \veapoiis systein. 
The conccpts which s\lpport hlr ,  XlcNamarn’s 

position  ha\^ heen iiiider coiisisteiit at tack. O n e  
pri\*il te orgilniza tion t l i i~  t l i n s  much prestigious 
s I i p po I’ t , t I 1 e A 111 CA r i ci111 S ccr I 1. i t y Cor I 11 c i I ,  1 1 as ed i - 
torinlly s ta ted tliat \ l r .  AlcNaninrn’s judgment 
1ici.e is not sliaretl 1)y “professio~ial mi l i t nq~  ilieii 

or  tlie teclinical-iiiclristi.ia1 corii~iiriiiit!~ tl i i i t  Iias 
d e \we 10 p e d  ,i me I.  i cn ’s i n  s t I N  ni c 11 t s of 11 II t i oi 1 a 1 
t l e f c ~ i i w . ”  aiitl tliat t l i e  thin A.B.Xl.  line lie pro- 
poses “\voiiltl not pro\.ide ;t liealtli). margin of 
strntcgic sripcriority h i t  could I)eco~ne a11 i i i i ~ i -  
tat io I i to I i i i  cl e ii r cii t n s  t rop 11 e. ” 

In  :issessing tlie ~i ier i ts  of encli side of tlle ilrgrl- 

nient i t  n.orild lie. \vel1 to k c ~ p  in mind some of 
tlie iiiteresting re\’c.rsals in the dclmte. ,4s Jack 
\!‘alker remiiidctl 11s in tlic April, 1967 issue of 
rc~orld~ic~u:, iiot only tlic Air Force and  tlic Nn\r!. 
1 1 I I  t c i \ v i  1 i n 11 11 n \ ~  
rnnrkcdl?, shifted the 1)alnnce of their  nrgiinients 
in passing from the SO’S to t h e  60’s. There is, Iioiv- 
c \ w ,  little doriht tlint most citizens \vi11 rally, as 
tlic?. :il\v;~!.s lin\.e, to the call for more aixiis. XIaii). 
\ \ . i l l  i.c~;itlil>. ;~gi.ee i \ . i t l i  Scllato~. John Pi1stol.e that  

d is t i 11 g I I is 11 cd i I 1 t e I1 cc t I I  a1 s 

tlie question of an  extended A.B.Xl. “is a mat ter  
of siirvi\*nl ancl not the trigger to constitute a i l  
;ir~iis race.” I t  is possilde that  they iiiair balk a t  
the price of n heil\T A.B.hl .  s y s t e m 4 0  billion 
do l lm against 5 Miion for a thin A.B.hf .  And i f  
tha t  sum is added  to the  26 11illion dollars a i r -  
rent)!. being spent  011 the  \var in I’ietnam, tlie 
total brirden may sorind escessitvely high. The 
Secretary of Defense qui te  correctl!. disposed of 
this nrg i~ i ie i i  t ,  lio\ve\’er. The decision sliorilcl rest 
not on the  questioii of mane)', \vhich is not  tlie 
primar!. prol)leni, Imt on the \.due of tlie proposcd 
A.B.hl .  shield. But ho\v, in such an  area,  can the  
ordinary citizen decide? IVhere, if lie has politicill 
\i.eiglit, should lie hring it t o  bear? 

Tlic basic positions a re  relatively simple. Those  
\\.liose opinions \vi11 not  flo\v from an intiinntc 
grasp of tlic technicnl issiies \vi11 rest their  jiidg- 
ments on the  trust  they place in t h e  leading 
spokesinen for each position and 011 their  o\vn 
n~wssii ieii t  of lio\v the  resources of our coriiitr!- 
should he emp1o)‘ed. Gi\ren the  terms of the  
present A.B.hl .  debate ,  311.. h1cNamm.a seems to  
lie leading from strength.  J. F. 

in the magazines 
“\!!hat is happening today to the So\viet man? Is he 
bcconiing less a Stnlinist und more a Khrushchevite 
or Titoist? Is he 1)ecoining less n Cominunist nnd more 
n dcmocrat or liberal? How do the changes come 
about? . . .” Questions likc these, says Lorand R. 
Szaln!? in “So\,iet Domestic Propaganda and Liberal- 
ization” f Orbis, Spring 1967) “relate to an historically 
little illiderstood diniension of t l ie Sm-iet s!.stcni. 
nnniel!.. the So\*iet man-his attitudcs, opinions. be- 
liefs, as \vel1 as thc changes lie has undergone under 
the inflricrices of the So\.iet socio-political en\.iron- 
nient.” Thiis lic has attcmpted “to iinal!m recent 
trends in So\fiet propaganda in relationship to its 
target. tlir So\.iet citizen.” 

“In \!ie\v of our fuiidanien tally praglnatic, 11 tilitarian 
approach.” Sznlay notes, “ i t  is especially difficult for 
11s to rinderstand people nit11 an abstract-doctrinaire 
approach toivard life. Political ideologies are alien 
to Ainerican thinkins in any  case, and it  is hard for 
Aniericans to c o n c c i \ ~  the process of indoctrinntion 
\i~hicli attcnipts to organize and control human life on 
tlie h s i s  of a single ;il)stract theory such ;is JIarsisni- 
Imiinisni. \\‘lien t h i s  theory is applied to the cn\-iron- 

ment. a new lvorld is built. In this ne\\, n~orld,  things 
and elvents acquire ne\v and different meanings. These 
meanings do iiot derive from natural esperiences, but 
from strict definitions. b!, a ‘logical’ formulation of 
their roles and places determined by the ideology.” 

Of cotirse, this writer concludes, “the estent to 
\vliich So\riet domestic propaganda docs indeed man- 
age to maintain and promote the integrity of a closed 
So\Viet \vorld outlook, eliminate inconsistencies, and 
argue away the contradictions of political reality is 
an open question. Ne\rertheless. \ve may conclude 
tliat i t  sho~vs considerable flesibility in o\*erconiing 
and taking ad\xntage of the difficulties wliich emerge 
in the changing domestic political situation. hian!, 
tactical shifts in content and emphasis are performed 
\\~itliin the frame\vork of tlie hiarxist-Leninist ideology 
~vithout sacrificing frindamental doctrines. AI thoiigh 
the logic and argumentation used in So\riet propa- 
ganda frequently appear from the outside to be  arti- 
ficial. inconsi$tent, or e \ m  an insult to intelligenc~. 
tlivy semi to he \vel1 adapted to the indoctrinated 
strata of the popillation. In a political situation char- 
nctcrizcd b!. less reliahce on opcm force and srippres- 
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sion, by a more effecti\re penetration of ideas from 
the or1 tside and by a Iieighteiic~d spirit of criticism 
from \vitliin, Soviet domestic prq)aganda iiiakcs cs- 
tensi\*e efforts to counter this chnllenge b y  esp11)iting 
sucli topics of gcncral I I I I I I ~ ; I I I  appeal as pa triotisni. 
tlie moral order and national pride. Since tlicsc ell*- 
nieii ts are redrfincd a n d  used i n  cleiir sii1)ortliiin t i i m  

to ideological doctriiies. i t  \vould I)e nmrig to intor-  
p e t  their tactical use as a de\.intion from Alarsisiii- 
Leninism. The changes do i i o t  sipif!’ a 1)rc;ik \ \ , i t11  

the So\.iet past, and e\’en less a transition to n boiir- 
gcois-nationalism \\.a!. of life.” 

Il’riting from Athens. Robert Gorliam Da\,is, a pro- 
fessor of Englisli a t  Colrinibia. describes the pressurcs. 
soiiietinies subtle. sometiincs o\.crt. \ r* i t l i  ndiicli the 
iiiilitar!. junta has attempted to cstn1)lidi “coiiiplctc 
control o\.er Grecce’s social and ciiltiiral life, in tl ict  

faiiatical spirit of lvliat Hugh Trc\.or-Roprr llns ~ ~ i i l l ~ ~ t l  

‘barrack-rooiii B~icl~iii~ii~isiii’“ (.Ycri. I,c(rdrr, .iug. 3). 
He also ol)ser\.es that “tlic ivriters and tracliers I 

talked to-definitcl~r anti-Cominuiiist a i i d  not lxir- 
ticiilnrl!. enthusiastic aliou t .-\ridreas I‘apiiidreoii- 
are I~afTlcd i11)o~t the f r i  trire. The iiiilitar!, men clc:irl!* 
intend to impose tliouglit-coiitrol and ! w i t h  intloc- 
trination as coinplcte as that i n  tlic Coiilriiriiiist coiiii- 

tries the!, profess to clcspi,se. Tlie most crca ti1.e people 
here think there \vi11 Iw no future for them i n  Greecv 
if  tlie .4rin!r slioiild succc.1.d. Tlle!, \vi11 1ia1.e to grt  mi t. 
\\‘hat the), count on is an enrl!. split jvitliin t l l c  t r iu i i i -  

\.irate. or bet\r’een the trium\.irntc and the King ar id  

other .4rm!. lenders. Tlieii tl~e!. hope. coriiitcrrcactioii- 
arj- influences, especiall!. from al)road niid cspecinll!* 
from the United States. n.oiild Iielp t l i c i i i  secure t l i c  
iiiiiiinium ci\.il liberties \vliich ha\.c I)ccn ;~I)olishcd. 

“Greeks feel, unhappily, that tlie United States 
Co\.ernnien t is s>wpathetic to the coup.” Dr. D:i\.is 
“found in private talks n-ith U.S. officials that tlie~v 
actuall!. \\‘ere apologists for the regime. BeFore the 
corip ..\incrican officinls hiid taken pains to iliakc. 
p~iblic their dislike of Andreas Papandreou. Tlioirgli 
lie had taright in  the United States and ad\*ocated n 
New DeaI-t!rpe program, tliough former .4nil)assador 
John Kenneth Galbrnith and es-Go\wnor Pat Brown 
of California interceded for him after liis imprison- 
ment, U.S. of?icials \\.ere afraid the jwung man ~vould 
take too indcpenclent a course. But the Creeks sa!. 
the U.S. \\ranted a military so\*ernnient in .Atliens to 
secrirc its flank i n  case of trori1)le in the Xliddle E;ist. 
Tlie~r also refer frequently to the fact that a huge 
contract to de\.elop tourism and other industries 
tliroughout the corintry \vas signed \ \ p i t h  1,itton lndlls- 
tries. an .-Iinerican conipaiiy with high connections 
in \\’nshington, 01-11!. a fen. da!vs after the ne\v gm.erii- 
nient seized control. 

“\l‘Iiat is said b!, American officials in defense of 
the present GrecAk go\mmmen t is flagraiitl!~ incon- 

sistent with the Jcffersonian a i d  Lincolnesque senti- 
nicrits so ~oi i sp icuous l~~ displiiycd i n  tlie \vindo\vs of 
tl ic* USIS rcxidiiig rooiiis. To our fricwcls i n  Greece it  
makes 11s seen1 Ii!.pocrites, or worse.” 

“ r \ggas ion  i s  b!. no\v a respectable object of s h d y  
among students of I i u i n a r i  bciha\rior,” Bruno BetteI- 
Iiciiii l )ser \w in tlic Si,ptc*ml)c.r 1Fj issric of l‘cc~rc- 
r m ( . . s .  “Uut in  this cssa!. I sliould like to refer to \.io- 
Icncc, \vliicli tlie snnir scholars tend to ignore or elst. 
trcat with coritcnipt.” 

Dr. Ikttchc~iin sii1.s t1i;it “ i t  is Iiigh t i i i i r  that both 
the myth of original sin. and its opposite, that of 
originnl innocence. \ v c r c  dispatdiecl to tlie land of 
tlie unicorns. Innocence i s  iieitlier an  inborn cliarac- 
teristic nor a useft11 \\-capon: most of the time i t  is 
little iiiorc tlinn an  ansious clinging to ignorance. 

“Particiilarl!~ in matters of violence is there no pro- 
tcctioii in i~r~orai icc~.  Elsc\vlicrc 1 I i n \ ~  trictl to point 
orit that one’s ignorance of the nature of \.iolencc, 
as during the Nazi rcgiiiie. did not lend to hliss I n i t  
to deatli. Tliosc~ uritlcr Hitler \\-I10 ivished to b c l i e \ ~  
t l i n t  all men are good, aiicl that  \.iolencc esists onl!. 
i n  a fen, per\wted men, took 110 realistic steps to 
protect tlicinscl\m and soon perished. Violence esists. 
>iirel!~. and e~ncl1 of I I S  is I~orii \\.it11 Ilia potential for it. 
nut MT arc also born \rvitli opposite tcildencies, and 
these must he carcfull>~ nurtiircd i f  they are to couiiter- 
I)alancc the \~iolence. To riiirtrire tlicin, Iio\ve\.er, one 
nirist k i i o \ \ .  tlie riatiire of tllc cncni!’, and this is not 
n c h i e \ ~ d  19, tlcn!.ing its esistence.” 

Tliouc$ Dr. I k t  tc~lheirii wcognizcs the prohlem, lie 
“must admit” that he is “at a loss to suggest what ~ v e  
sliould do. hla!.l)e \ve should not go so far in sup- 
pressing \.iolence in oiir cliildrcw. Jlayl)e we should 
Ict tlierii csperieiice (within safe limits ) Iio\v damag- 
ing \,iolence is, thus not deii>.ing them acquaintance 
\vi t l i  a teiidc~rlc~* tliat tl~oy must learn to control. DUI ‘ 
i t  is not tlir onl!. \sfa~v. If niir csperience a t  the Ortho- 
,gcwic Scliool inn!. scn’c ;is an e.saniple. cliildren seem 
to n x n t  to learn almrrt aggression, and not jrist to dis- 
clinrgc~ i t ,  tliorigli the!. lvaiit that too. . . . 

“Jlaylie if  our educational procedures ivere to ac- 
biio\\.lcdge aggrc‘s.sioii, our cliildren ivould not Iia\.r 
to I)c glued to the tele\.ision screen to see a hit of 
\.ioIciice. Alnylxi there \\vas some psychological wis- 
dom to those old-fashioned 1)ooks wlierc the cliild 
\\‘iis told o\’cr and o \ w  ngnin \vliat cruel Fate hefalls 
the e\.il-doer. \l’liile tliese stories scared the children, 
the!. n l l o ~ ~ ~ c ~ d  for  ~oiiie \ricnrioos discli;~rgc of Iiostilit!,, 
a i d ,  Iia\ing discliarged it, tlie cliildrcii’s positi\se tcw- 
dcwics could be freed for the learning process. !!‘e 
c;i11 do liven better. ]\‘e can tell cliildren through 
stories that people are sometimes angr!. a t  each other 
;ind qrinrrel. but that the!. can make up, and that if 
they do they will ha1.r a hetter-life together.” 
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