
BOOKS 

NEW LIES FOR OLD 
by Anatolly Golitsyn 
(Dodd, Mead & Co.: 432 pp.; $19.95) 

DEZINFORMATSIA: ACTIVE MEASURES IN SOVIET STRATEGY 
by Richard H. Schultz and Roy Godson 
(Pergamon-Brassey's; ?I I pp.; $19.95/$12.95) 

Thomas M .  Magstadt 

Close observers of the Soviet scene should 
not be surprised to learn that the denizens 
of the Kremlin maintain an elaborate system 
for the manufacture of made-to-order lies 
about anything and everything that might 
bear upon the achievement of Machiavel- 
lian objectives. But if we are to believe the 
author of New. LiesJor Old. Machiavelli 
was superseded by Mephistopheles within 
the famous walled fortress of World Com- 
munism sometime between 1957 and 1960. 
These dates may strike even the casual ob- 
server as peculiar, suggesting that Khru- 
shchev. not Stalin, is the author of the curse 
that Moscow has presumably called down 
upon the West. 

Those very dates just happened to co- 
incide with the period immediately preced- 
ing the defection of a KGB officer spe- 
cializing i n  counterintelligence-one 
Anatoliy Golitsyn. How fortunate for the 
West that Golitsyn came along when he did 
and not four or five years earlier. We would, 
for example, still be blithely ignorant of the 
fact that Yugoslavia had reached its "final 
reconciliation" with the Soviet bloc by 1957 
and that the appearance of friction in re- 
lations between Belgrade and Moscow in 
the past twenty-five years is nothing but a 
clever ruse-the first in a series of sinister 
disinformation operations launched against 
an unsuspecting West. Even more critical 
to a clear understanding of the depths to 
which Soviet perfidy descends is the rev- 
elation that destalinization was '1 fact a 
Janus-headed beast which showed 9 benign 
countenance to the West while concealing 
another face on which was permanently 
etched the hideous grimace of Lady Free- 
dom's executioner. When. after Khru- 
shchev's not-so-secret speech in 1956. Sta- 
lin's autocratic rule was replaced by a gen- 
uine collective leadership, the sole source 
of all dissension within the Communist camp 
was removed. Repeat: the sole source of all 
dissension! 
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Once destalinization had been accom- 
plished, the stage was set for an all-mi:, 
concerted political assault upon the West. 
The Big Push, however, depended above 
all upon the Big Lie. How big? Well, for 
openers, the Sioo-Soviet "split" (the quo- 
tation marks are Golitsyn's). like the So- 
viet-Albanian polemics that preceded it, was 
staged for the sole purpose of confusing and 
confounding the West. But the colossal clash 
that made "schism" a household word in 
the West was only the most spectacular of 
eight massive Communist "disinformation 
operations" including, inter alia, the care- 
fully cultivated myth of Rumanian "inde- 
pendence," the controlled "democratiza- 
tion" experiment during the Prague Spring 
of 1968, and the phony phenomenon of 
Eurocommunism in the 1970s. Regarding 
the latter, Golitsyn points out: "Real dis- 
putes between the leaders of bloc and non- 
bloc parties would have a damaging effect 
on the international communist movement. 
Active collaboration based on false disputes 
serves to cement their working relation- 
ships; they can but enjoy together their suc- 
cess in fooling outside observers." Other 
scholars, he argues, would inevitably draw 
the same conclusions if they were to adopt 
the "new methodology" he has developed. 

The first principle of Golitsyn's "meth- 
odology" is that "the starting point for ana- 
lyzing all subsequent events should be the 
period 1957-60," when a new relationship 
between the governments of the world so- 
cialist commonwealth was established. 
"Domination gave way to genuine partner- 
ship and mutual cooperation and coordi- 
nation in pursuit of the common long-range 
interests and objectives of the whole com- 
munist bloc and movement; account was 
taken of the diversity of the specific national 
conditions within which each communist 
regime and party was operating." 

A second principle of the new method- 
ology "sees Stalinism from 1958 onward as 

a dead issue that was deliberately and ar.- 
tificially revived and used for the projection 
of a false image of warring factions among 
the leaders of the communist bloc.'' Since 
1958 the Leninist concept of collective se- 
curity within the Soviet leadership, coupled 
with a Leninist commitment to equality and 
proletarian internationalism in bloc rela- 
tions, has brought about a total (and vir- 
tually totalitarian) harmonization of inter- 
ests and made possible the adoption of a 
grand design-a blueprint for world con- 
quest, as it were. (Sound familiar?) 

A third principle "examines current de- 
velopments in relation to the objectives of 
the long-range policy" mentioned above. I t  
decries attempts to explain Communist af- 
fairs in terms either of short-run ohjectives 
or of an ongoing nationalistic rivalry be- 
tween Moscow and Beijing. I t  views the 
illusion of spontaneous development as part 
of a master plan to convey a false impres- 
sion of "weakness and evolution." an ap- 
proach Lenin supposedly used in the NEP 
period ofthe 1930s. Theopposite approach. 
said to have been used by Stalin. is the 
pattern of " 'facade and strength.' or the 
Potemkin village. pattern of disinhma- 
tion." The general idea. Golitsyn asssrts. 
is to make weakness look like strength and 
vice-versa. Since the Soviets have grown 
to superpower proportions in the past twcnty 
years, they want to avoid giving undue a l m  
in the West, thereby galvanizing the v e q  
unity they seek to destroy. 

The aforementioned principles n u t  he 
understood if the West is to hlunt a broad 
Communist offensive based o n  at least six 
interlocking strategies that ilssunie the fo l -  
lowing forms: ( I )  enhancing the appeal of 
the nonruling Communist parties by making 
them appear responsible and independem- 
e.g., Eurocommunism; (2) promoting unity 
of action in the Third World by appearing 
as the champion of the downtrodden and of 
exploited former co1onies-e.g.. support 
for national liberation movements and non- 
alignment; (3) reversing the military hal- 
ance that, in 1960. was "tilted heavily in 
favor of the West"-via disarmament pro- 
posals and, more recently, the peace move- 
ment in Western Europe; (4)  undermining 
ideological resistance to communism in the 
non-communist world by concrete actions 
and deeds--e.g.. calculated anti-Sovietisni 
sponsored by Moscow; (5) perpetrating dis- 
information programs based on subterfuge 
of such mind-boggling proportions that no 
outside observer would imaginc the "incts" 
in question to be contrived-e.g., the Sino- 
Soviet split; (6) bringing up to irs full po- 
litical potential the machinery of coordi- 
nation so painstakingly assembled over thc 
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past twenty years--e.g., Czechoslovakia’s 
“democratization” in 1968. 

What the author spins out in New Lies 
for Old is the web of a conspiracy at once 
sa intricate and so stupendous that it could 
easily supply the stuf f  of which spy thrillers 
or science fiction are made. In fact, a clever 
editor might well have suggested that Gol- 
itsyn m a s t  the W. As a piece of fiction 
of the Orwellian sort it would have had far 
p a t e r  impact on the reader than does a 
portrayal of ‘ W i t y ”  in the Falwellian vein. 

Conspiracy theories of Soviet behavior 
have a long and checkered history in this 
country. No doubt one reason such theories 
persist is that they do contain some element 
of truth: One can easily discem elements 
of psychopathology in the Kremlin mien. 
But Golitsyn fails to make any allowance 
for the gap between intentions and capa- 
bilities. The Soviets are not a hundred and 
ten feet tall, and they cannot defy the laws 
of human (or mother) nature. Indeed, ifthey 
were as politically omnipotent as Golitsyn 
suggests. there would be little hope of re- 
sisting their advances short of military 
means-an option that can hardly inspire 
optimism about our own future, much less 
anyone else’s. 

Fortunately, Golitsyn’s book is more en- 
lightening for what it reveals unintention- 
ally about the Soviet system.than for what 
it explicitly teaches about Soviet strategy 
and tactics. As an ex-KGB officer, Golitsyn 
had a thorough indoctrination in the system 
he now opposes. Golitsyn has taken the 
dialectical methodology he learned at places 
like the Univehity of Marxism-Leninism 

and the KGB Institute, methods that he once 
applied to the obligatory critique of capi- 
talism, and used them to interpret events 
on the other side of what used to be called 
the Iron Curtain. Both the methodology and 
the conclusions it is made to support emerge 
from a mindset that is quite alien to the 
Western intellectual tradition. The values, 
outlook, and habits of mind one acquires 
through years of education, training, and 
experience are not shed as easily as old 
loyalties. New Lies for Old demonitrates 
once more that there is no such thing as 
dialectical logic, there is only logic. At- 
tempts to claim scientific validity for the 
methods invented by Lenin are bound to 
produce gross distortions and blind dog- 
matism-no matter whose ox is being gored. 

In the preface to Dezinformutsia the re- 
doubtable Sidney Hook promises the reader 
“an illuminating analysis of the techniques 
of Soviet overt and covert propaganda di- 
rected against the free world, and particu- 
larly against the United States.” Here too, 
unfortunately, the promise is not fulfilled. 
Some slight illumination may be found in 
the descriptive passages, but one looks in 
vain for anything resembling analysis. 

Chapter U tums out to be a rather sterile 
treatment of the Soviet propaganda machine 
accompanied by definitions of key terms 
(repeated in the glossary). Chapter m, the 
worst in the book, deals with propaganda 
themes over the past qunrter-century; expect 
no surprises. The‘komparative longitudinal 
analysis” with which the authors attempt to 
bolster their meager findings is a method- 

ological affectation and adds little or noth- 
ing of substance. 

Chapter IV, the best in the book, outlines 
“Soviet coven political techniques,” in- 
cluding the use of international front or- 
ganizations, agents-of-influence, and for- 
geries. The very fact that Moscow’s front 
organizations are so widely recognized in 
the West for what they are renders them 
largely ineffectual. The World Peace Coun- 
cil and the World Federation of Trade Unioas 
are the most familiar Communist fionts. 
Other Soviet-controlled and financed inter- 
national organizations, such as the World 
Federation of Democratic Youth, the In- 
ternational Union of Students, the Women’s 
International Democratic Federation, and 
the Christian Peace Conference are not ex- 
actly household names. Perhaps the Afro- 
Asian People’s Solidarity Organization once 
brought some political dividends to Mos- 
cow, but it seems to have peaked twenty 
years ago and, in any event, has been ov- 
ershadowed by regionally created and con- 
trolled international organizations such as 
the Organization of African Unity (OAU), 
the Arab League, and the Association of 
Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN). Put the 
World Council of Churches or Kiwanis In- 
ternational on this list and one might sit up 
and take notice. 

Of greater potential danger are Soviet 
agents-of-influence, defined as individuals 
who use their “position, influence, power, 
and credibility” to promote the objectives 
of the USSR in ways unattributable to Mos- 
cow. Likely recruiting targets for Soviet 
case officers are journalists, government of- 
ficials, labor leaden, academics, artists, and 
other opinion leaders. The authors use the 
celebrated (in France) case of Pierre-Charles 
Pathe to illustrate how this type of operation 
is carried out. Pathe was a fairly well-known, 
leftist writer who in 1959 published an ar- 
ticle praising the Soviet Union in effusive 
terms. He was subsequently enlisted by the 
KGB as a Soviet agent-of-influence. For 
nearly two decades he received instructions 
and money to write a steady stream of pro- 
Soviet. anti-NATO articles and to produce 
two regular publications, one of which-a 
biweekly newsletter entitled Synthesis- 
counted 70 per cent of the Chamber and 
nearly half of the Senate among its list of 
politically elite subscribers. 

What was the ultimate impact of Pathe’s 
seditious exertions? The authors beg off: “It 
is of course difficult to assess the degree of 
influence that Synthesis actually achieved.” 
Period. They advise that “Pathe was not 
alone; rather, he should be regarded as one 
of a number of forces targeted at French 
leaders.” But the reader is given no real 
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evidence, no hint of how many turncoats 
we could be talking about, where they 
lodged, or what dastardly plots they might 
be hatching. 

The other type of psychological warfare 
treated in this chapter is the forged docu- 
ment. Here, at least. several concrete ex- 
amples are supplied. Chapter V consists of 
interviews with two East bloc disinforma- 
tion specialists who defected and are now 
singing a new tune. One gets the distinct 
impression that it was included as oma- 
mentation first. authentication second, and 
edification last. 

From a methodological standpoint, the 
authors have committed two major sins. 
First. they designed a research project that 
was unmanageable in size and scope. As a 
result, they were compelled to limit the 
“data-base” for the propaganda portion of 
the study to only two sources: (1) the “ln- 
temational Review” section of Pravah; and 
(2) New Times, a weekly, multilingual pub- 
lication intended for both foreign and do- 
mestic audiences. As a result. the possi- 
bility that the Soviets tailor their propaganda 
“commercials” to the tastes of a particular 
foreign market is not-indeed, cannot be- 
explored in their book. Had they focused 
exclusively on either overt propaganda or 
covert political techniques, the study would 
have been more manageable and (perhaps) 
less superficial. 

Second, the authors attempt to use a 
quantitative technique of content analysis, 
but the type of political questions that can 
be answered with this sort of quantification 
are rarely worth asking. 

Nowhere do the authors explore the prac- 
tical, political implications of their re- 
search. If the Soviets are contriving to sub- 
om Westem journalists, if these journalists 
are writing to order for Moscow, and if the 
net effect is to confuse and distract public 
opinion on issues of vital interest to the 
USSR, how are responsible officials and 
private citizens in the West to distinguish 
between traitors and critics? Should vocif- 
erous, left-wing critics of Westem govem- 
ments be considered guilty until proven in- 
nocent? In these matters. leaving t o ~  much 
to the imagination runs the risk of inviting 
McCarthy-type witch-hunts, while too little 
vigilance carries yet other risks. 

In a most profound sense, then, Dezin- 
formatsia is a politically uninteresting 
book-an outcome foreordained by the 
methodological straitjacket the authors chose 
for themselves. Exercising the same free- 
dom of choice, thoughtful consumers of 
literature dealing with the darker side of 
Soviet diplomacy would do well to look 
elsewhere. I_w_v’ 
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THE POLITICAL ECONOMY 
OF NATIONALISM 

by Dudley Seers 
(Oxford University Press; xii+218 pp.; 
$29.95/$12.50) 

Srephan Haggard 

The liberal tradition has long viewed na- 
tionalism as the source of numerous evils: 
authoritarian rule, parochialism, economic 
warfare, and militarism. Yet nationalist 
sentiments and policies, far from being his- 
torical anachronisms, have grown in the 
face of international economic turbulence. 
In this spirited but loosely connected set of 
essays, unorthodox development economist 
Dudley Seers comes to nationalism’s de- 
fense. His main question is simple: What, 
given the growth of nationalism. are the 
prerequisites for maintaining a nationalist 
policy and creating an egalitarian society? 

Leaders pursuing a nationalist course re- 
quire “room to maneuver.” Above all, Seers 
argues, this means certain polirical capa- 
bilities in navigating among domestic social 
elites. the military, and the external con- 
straints posed by the superpowers and mul- 
tinationals. “The income of anyone, even 
in the industrial countries, now depends in 

large measure on the bargaining power of 
his or her government: the world is not any 
more such a benign place.” In addition, 
room to maneuver requires cultural inde- 
pendence, adequate resources. population 
and food, and even technological capabil- 
ities. If these are the pre-conditions. then 
“room to maneuver” is virtually synon- 
omous with development itself. 

Seers believes nationalism is a viable 
strategy. however, and parts company with 
“Third Worldists” who find the roots of 
underdevelopment mainly in the intema- 
tional economic order. Self-reliance de- 
mands a constant exploitation of one’s in- 
ternational political position while 
marshaling domestic planning capabilities. 
Using a military analogy. Seers calls for 
closer integration of development efforts 
around a “general command“ that would 
tackle the issue of basic needs as well as 
the traditional agenda of investment. Noting 
the dilemmas faced by Chile and Jamaica, 
Seers turns out to be interestingly orthodox 
in financial matters: Since transitions to so- 
cialism have faltered more often on inflation 
than on recession, curbing financial irre- 
sponsibility is key, though Seers admits that 
weak govemments will be hard-pressed to 
resist inflationary temptations. 

BREAD FOR THE WORLD is a very human 
and moving analysis..  . an eloquent plea which 
simply cannot be ignored, for citizen action.’’ 

Jamem P. Grant, Director, UNICEF 1 

This award.winning introduction to world 
hunger has been acclaimed by economists 
and novices alike. I t  has initiated thousands 

of ordinary readers into the hunger movement and has also served as  a text 
at colleges and universities across the country. Using simple, clear language 
the book describes hunger and links it to social and economic causes. It 
features the crucial role that U S .  policies play. The author writes: “One 
stroke of the President’s pen or one vote by Congress can have a positive or 
negative impact on hungry people that dwarfs private efforts on their 
behalf.” He provides evidence that citizen action can bring about important 
policy changes. BREAD FOR THE WORLD is a call for action! 
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