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Hanpagsiienue «MexTyHapoAHbIe OTHOIIEHUs»
Hpoduin:
«MexTyHAPOIHbIE OTHOIIEHUsI: eBPoMeiicKue U a3uaTCKue
HCCJIeI0BAHU KO/ - 250

Bpems BbInosiHeHusi 3agaHust — 120 MuH.

|.OBIIASI YACTh

IlpouruTe TEKCT, BbIACIATE B  NPEII0KEHHOM  TEKCTe  OCHOBHBIE  H/IEH.
IIpokoMMeHTHpYiiTe HX, HCXOAA W3 CEroJHSIIHEr0 COCTOSTHHSI MEKIYHAPOIHBIX
oTHomeHuii. J/laliTe pa3BepHYTHIil 0TBET (HA PYCCKOM SI3bIKE).

It is clear that the United States cannot expect in the foreseeable future to enjoy political
intimacy with the Soviet regime. It must continue to regard the Soviet Union as a rival, not a
partner, in the political arena. It must continue to expect that Soviet policies will reflect no
abstract love of peace and stability, no real faith in the possibility of a permanent happy
coexistence of the Socialist and capitalist worlds, but rather a cautious, persistent pressure
toward the disruption and weakening of all rival influence and rival power.

Balanced against this are the facts that Russia, as opposed to the western world in general, is still
by far the weaker party, that Soviet policy is highly flexible, and that Soviet society may well
contain deficiencies which will eventually weaken its own total potential. This would of itself
warrant the United States entering with reasonable confidence upon a policy of firm
containment, designed to confront the Russians with unalterable counterforce at every point
where they show signs of encroaching upon the interest of a peaceful and stable world.

But in actuality the possibilities for American policy are by no means limited to holding the line
and hoping for the best. It is entirely possible for the United States to influence by its actions the
internal developments, both within Russia and throughout the international Communist
movement, by which Russian policy is largely determined. This is not only a question of the
modest measure of informational activity which this government can conduct in the Soviet
Union and elsewhere, although that, too, is important. It is rather a question of the degree to
which the United States can create among the peoples of the world generally the impression of a
country which knows what it wants, which is coping successfully with the problems of its
internal life and with the responsibilities of a world power, and which has a spiritual vitality
capable of holding its own among the major ideological currents of the time. To the extent that
such an impression can be created and maintained, the aims of Russian Communism must appear
sterile and quixotic, the hopes and enthusiasm of Moscow's supporters must wane, and added
strain must be imposed on the Kremlin's foreign policies. For the palsied decrepitude of the
capitalist world is the keystone of Communist philosophy. Even the failure of the United States
to experience the early economic depression which the ravens of the Red Square have been
predicting with such complacent confidence since hostilities ceased would have deep and
important repercussions throughout the Communist world.

By the same token, exhibitions of indecision, disunity and internal disintegration within this
country have an exhilarating effect on the whole Communist movement. At each evidence of
these tendencies, a thrill of hope and excitement goes through the Communist world; a new
jauntiness can be noted in the Moscow tread; new groups of foreign supporters climb on to what
they can only view as the bandwagon of international politics; and Russian pressure increases all
along the line in international affairs.

In would be an exaggeration to say that American behavior unassisted and alone could exercise a
power of life and death over the Communist movement and bring about the early fall of Soviet
power in Russia. But the United States has it in its power to increase enormously the strains
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under which Soviet policy must operate, to force upon the Kremlin a far greater degree of
moderation and circumspection than it has had to observe in recent years, and in this way to
promote tendencies which must eventually find their outlet in either the breakup or the gradual
mellowing of Soviet power. For no mystical, messianic movement -- and particularly not that of
the Kremlin -- can face frustration indefinitely without eventually adjusting itself in one way or
another to the logic of that state of affairs.

Thus the decision will really fall in large measure on this country itself. The issue of Soviet-
American relations is in essence a test of the overall worth of the United States as a nation
among nations. To avoid destruction the United States need only measure up to its own best
traditions and prove itself worthy of preservation as a great nation.

. CHEHUAJIBHASA YACTb

Boioepume u evinonnume moabKo 00uUH U3 010K08 3A0AHUIL CHEYUANbHOU Yacmu @
coomeemcmeuu ¢ 6blOPAHHOIL 6AMU NPOZPAMMOIL MAZUCMEPCKOU NOO2OMOEKU

bnoxk 1. Eeponeiickue uccinedosanusn
aiime pazeepuymeuie omeembut.
1. Onumure chepy OCHOBHBIX MoJHOMOUN EBponeiickoit KoMuccuu.
2. Kakas mikoja BHEIIHENOTUTHYECKONW MBICTH BnHTana B ceOs uaeo M.Kanra o «Beunom
mupe»? O0bscHUTE, KaKk BBl MOHWMaeTe KOHIICTIINIO «IEeMOKPATHUECKOT0» MHUPA.

bnok 2. Azuamckue uccneooeanus
Jlaiime pazeepuymote omeemnol.

1. CunToM3M M mpoleccsl MOIEpHU3ALUU B STTOHUH.
2. TlpoGnema sinepHoro opyxus KHJIP: aBostonus 1 nepCcrneKTUBbl yperyaupoBaHHUs.
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