
wartime agencies (BEW, OSS, etc) threat- 
ened to overwhelm the State Department, 
and gave Braden some real headaches when 
he was Assistant Secretary. 

The lavish give-away type of foreign aid 
is not only wasteful; it may even be harm- 
ful, as Braden suggests. Money does not 
buy friendship or respect. The most con- 
structive economic development comes from 
private enterprises and investment.* Deli- 
cate diplomatic negotiations must be con- 
ducted in secrecy. If covenants are to be 
openly arrived at,” they may not be ar- 

rived at at all. During the difficult Chaco 
peace negotiations, if some member of one 
of the delegations had turned over to Mr. 
Ellsberg or the New York Times the 
secret papers under discussion, there might 
never have been a peace treaty. 

Experience taught Braden that totali- 
tarian systems are dangerous as well as 
distasteful. During World War I1 we com- 
batted Nazism and Fascism. Ever since, 
however, we have had to cope with Com- 
munist aggression and subversion, and the 
latter is proving to be a formidable threat 
to our security. 

In these memoirs Ambassador Spruille 
Braden has not attempted to write a history 
of inter-American relations between 1932 
and 1947, or to deal with all the many 
other important events which occurred 
within this period. What he has done is to 
set forth with complete candor one man’s 
experiences while responsibly involved in 
serious and controversial problems. Other 
persons, involved in the same events, and 
seeing them through different eyes, would 
perhaps describe them differently. How- 
ever that may be, no historian can profess 
to have full knowledge and understanding 
of that period without a careful reading of 
this book. 

6<  

Reviewed by PAUL C. DANIELS 

*President Salvador Allende of Chile would do 
well to read the first 101 pages of this book, deal- 
ing with the development of the copper mining 
industry in Chile. He would then perhaps under- 
stand that the tremendous investment of private 
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capital-which is now being stolen-not only 
brought into being some of the world’s largest 
copper mines, hut also contributed greatly to 
Chile’s stature as a nation. He might likewise 
perceive that the investment in developing this 
natural resource was not merely financial; there 
was also an immeasurable human investment in 
blood, sweat and tears. 

Technology and Defense 

U. S. A. and the Soviet Myth, by Lev 
E. Dobriansky, Old Greenwich, Con- 
necticut: The Devin-Adair Company, 
1971. 274 pp. $6.50. 

HERE Professor Dobriansky rigorously re- 
examines several fundamental themes deep- 
ly rooted in the conventional notions con- 
cerning American-Soviet relations. The 
broadest and least explicit of the questions 
he raises is one that was seriously debated 
twenty years ago, but is now smugly as- 
sumed to have been resolved. This question, 
posed most simply in the title of a book by 
Mr. James Burnham, is “Containment or 
Liberation?” Can the United States survive 
by working, in conjunction with other 
countries, to keep Russian expansion in 
check until the Soviet Union ceases to have 
aggressive ambitions or changes occur 
within the USSR so that these ambitions 
can no longer be implemented? Professor 
Dobriansky criticizes the current policy of 
containment and argues that the liberation 
of non-Russian nations within the Soviet 
Union would be the only change sub- 
stantial enough to end Russia’s historically 
persistent colonial expansion. 

Professor Dobriansky analyzes the con- 
cept of the nation-state and finds that the 
USSR cannot rationally be considered one. 
An understanding of this point is tragically 
lacking in Americans, yet it is vital that the 
citizens and the officials of this country 
comprehend it thoroughly. A state is a 
political entity, with legal sovereignty and 
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a single legitimate government. A nation, 
in contrast, is a cultural and historical en- 
tity which is analytically distinct from the 
idea of a state. A nation is composed of a 
single people united by common traditions, 
customs, history, language, institutions, 
values and purposes. The relatively recent 
rise of nationalism brought about the union 
of these two different concepts into a na- 
tion-state ideal-a yearning by each nation 
to be self-governing and responsible only 
unto itself. This movement, best exempli- 
fied in Woodrow Wilson’s doctrine at Ver- 
sailles, remains a powerful force through- 
out the world. 

The author, after careful study, has 
found that the USSR is not only not a na- 
tion-state but is rather the antithesis, that 
is to say an empire which suppresses the de- 
sire for autonomy held by the captive na- 
tions within and without its boundaries. 
The Russians are indeed a nation, but 
statistically they constitute only about half 
the population of the Soviet Union. The 
other half is composed of non-Russian na- 
tions, led by the Ukraine, which are his- 
torically distinct both from Russia and 
from each other. Their long-standing and 
intense desire for autonomy is the Soviet 
Union’s greatest weakness and the free 
world’s greatest potential strength. The 
Ukraine is thus not a Russian Texas but 
another Czechoslovakia longing for its free- 
dom. This fact must first be understood 
generally and then integrated into Ameri- 
can foreign policy. 

Professor Dobriansky pursues his point 
a step farther by reopening another oft-de- 
bated controversy, though this time with 
less profit. Is the communist ideology or 
traditional Russian imperialism the deci- 
sive motivating factor in the Kremlin? The 
author adopts the latter interpretation, and 
it must be admitted that he uses it to con- 
struct a powerful explanatory framework 
with many ,insights. The techniques used 
by the Kremlin, such as the “building of 
paper bridges of understanding” through 
diplomacy, propaganda and treaties, are 
traditional. Most of the areas’ marked for 

expansion follow the colonial patterns of 
tsarist times. Many of the appeals and 
policies are repetitions of Russian history 
prior to Lenin. Similarly, Dr. Dobriansky 
is quite correct when he points to the glar- 
ing contradictions between Marx’s theories 
and Russian activities. Unfortunately, 
though, this does not clarify all that needs 
explanation. 

People in all countries, of all classes, 
backgrounds and degrees of intelligence 
and ability read Marx and sincerely con- 
sider themselves Marxists. The effective 
bulk of these people identify themselves 
with and actively aid the foreign policy 
goals of the USSR. Despite all its fallacies 
and contradictions, the Communist Party 
line, originating from the Kremlin, has a 
globally credible link to Karl Mam. If the 
secondary communist leaders can accept 
this connection as legitimate, must we as- 
sume that they have been completely 
duped? Are we to suppose that years of 
party indoctrination in Marxist-Leninist 
teachings have had no effect on the current 
leadership in the Kremlin? Does not the 
history of all totalitarian movements show 
that they captivate the utopian, idealistic 
impulses before they pursue the perverse 
policies which destroy their claims to 
humanitarian principles and purposes? 

It should be expected that any group of 
communist leaders, sincere or oth’erwise, 
will make many concessions to the culture 
and history of the country they rule. If the 
country has a messianic tradition, as Rus- 
sia has, all the better. If the Ukraine and 
Turkestan are available for the taking, why 
should the communist leaders hesitate sim- 
ply because a former tsar also wanted to 
annex them? Global expansion has to begin 
somewhere, so why not start with what is 
most convenient-historically, strategically 
and logistically? And since when, it might 
be asked, has Cuba been within the ambit of 
traditional Russian imperial interests? If 
man is,to be remade according to Marx’s 
ideal, why can’t a totalitarian regime be 
rationalized until the bourgeoisie have been 
liquidated in every country? 
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A full understanding of Soviet policy 
does indeed require a thorough grounding 
in Russian history with all its techniques, 
tactics and strategies for brutally expand- 
ing and maintaining its traditional em- 
pire; this is vitally necessary and all too 
often ignored. Equally important, however, 
is a fundamental comprehension of original 
Marxist theory, also of its very warped 
Russian variety and its probable impact on 
the thinking and actions of both the Rus- 
sian leadership and self-proclaimed com- 
munists everywhere. 

Despite this criticism, and it is a serious 
one, I must conclude that this is a very im- 
portant and valuable book. A knowledge, 
too, of the concrete, contemporary aspira- 
tions of the non-Russian peoples within the 
Soviet Union is indispensable to any 
serious study of international affairs. Dr. 
Dobriansky has collected the facts and 
marshalled sound arguments, insightful il- 
lustrations and persuasive rhetoric. The dis- 
cussion of the captive nations, of “confetti 
diplomacy’’ and of East-West trade high- 
light the practical implications of this 
knowledge and are presented in the au- 
thor’s uniquely attractive style. 

Reviewed by ROBERT A. SCHADLER 

Failures of Fidelismo 

Cuba e s t 4  socialiste? by Rene Dumont, 
Paris: Editions de Seuil, 1970. 246 p p .  

Guerrillas in Power: The Course of 
the Cuban Revolution, by K. S. 
Karol; translated from the French by 
Arnold Pomerans, N e w  York: Hill and 
Wang, 1970. 624 pp. $12.50. 

FOR A DECADE after his seizure of power in 
1959, Fidel Castro had the outspoken and 
generally uncritical support of large num- 
bers of prominent leftist intellectuals in 

Europe and the Americas. In recent 
months, however, scores of these leftists 
have questioned and even condemned 
Castro’s policies, leading by mid-1971 to 
them and the Cuban government. 

The immediate cause of the break was 
the “Padilla affair.” Last March Fidel 
Castro personally ordered the arrest of 
Heberto Padilla, a well-known young 
Cuban writer who had been denounced in 
1968 for his “counterrevolutionary” poetry. 
Padilla was released after a month in 
prison, and after he had “confessed” his 
deviations from the line of the Revolution. 
Several dozen intellectuals in Europe 
(among them a number of Latin Ameri- 
cans) who had long been supporters of the 
Cuban Revolution immediately expressed 
their concern over the implications of 
Padilla’s arrest. In a letter to Castro in 
May, sixty of these intellectuals proclaimed 
their “shame and anger” over Padilla’s 
<C confession,” which they concluded must 
have been forced, and which recalled “the 
most sordid moments of the era of Stalin- 
ism, with its prefabricated verdicts and its 
witch-hunts.” 

Without a moment’s hesitation Fidel ex- 
communicated them all-including Jean- 
Paul Sartre, Simone de Beauvoir, Rossana 
Rossanda, Albert0 Moravia, Susan Sontag, 
Carlos Franqui, Carlos Fuentes, and J o d  
Revueltacfrom the camp of the “true 
revolutionaries.” In speeches given between 
April and June he declared that they were 
all “brazen pseudo-leftists” and agents of 
the imperialists; he advised them never 
again to pretend to defend the Cuban Revo- 
lution and announced that they would be 
barred from visiting Cuba “ad infinitum.” 
Castro concluded on June 6 that liberal and 
bourgeois attacks on his Revolution had be- 
come so discredited that “the style now is 
to attack the Revolution from communist 
positions, from socialist positions, from 
Marxist positions, and from leftist posi- 
tions.” 

The roots of the split, however, go much 
deeper. Many of Castro’s closest friends of 
almost a decade have been disturbed by the 

Modem Age 211 

LICENSED TO UNZ.ORG
ELECTRONIC REPRODUCTION PROHIBITED




