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We should have the same attitude toward the Soviet 
Union. To the extent we can c@ntain Moscow's evil brutish
ness and its thrust toward mi litafy adventures, and help people 
being oppressed by the Soviet bmpire to attain their freedom 
or less evil oppression from Mo�cow, we should be moving to 
provide Moscow with example� of things which might induce 
the Muscovites to rethink som I of their cultural assumptions. 
And thus we would hope that thf Russians, being human, and 
thus, prone as human beings to the noblest things of which 
human beings are capable, mi I ht be attracted to that. 

In contrast, the mindless nti-communist says that the 
only thing that's wrong with Riussia is that it opposes liberal 
capitalism. Well, the problem liS, the mindless anti-commu
nist is actually taking the side of George III against George 
Washington, and since he doesn't want to face that fact, he 

I 
says, "The only thing wrong with Russia is its communism," 
by which he means its oppo ition, in his view, to Adam 
Smith. He might recognize a �it of satanism in Russian Bol
shevism-all quite true. But �e does not want to deal with 
the issue of economics and re ated military issues. He does 
not wish to face the fact that re are incapable of effective 
cultural warfare against Moscow-where the Pope, for ex
ample, is-precisely because re refuse to give up our own 
insanity, our liberal capitaliST

' 
in favor of that choice of 

weapon, i.e., the American Stystem and what that implies, 
in order to conduct cultural )varfare against the problems 
represented by the Soviet 
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Russians should not merely be a bribe to induce them to 
behave well. Rather, these should be things which are to 
the benefit of Russians and which tend to guide them to a 
perception of better ways of thinking about the relationship 
of man and nature and, hence, man and man. We ought to 
proceed in the manner that Louis Xl did. Yes, we help the 
Russians-not as a bribe, not as some kind of a cute trick
but simply because they're human beings. 

The underlying strategic point is that if they see the wis
dom of our ways and benefit from it, we have a better chance 
of winning them over to that point of view. We don't wish 
to harm them unnecessarily. But we will tolerate no nonsense 
in the m<l:tter of imperialist aggression or oppression of na
tional minorities or people. 

It's a very simple policy; we ought to stick to it. To do 
that, we have to get rid of both offshoots of the disease of 
British liberalism. We must be rid of the condominium freaks 
such as the Thatchers and the Reagan-Bush administration 
since 1983, and we must be rid of simple, mindless anti
communism, the latter doing nothing to defeat communism 
but tending to foster dictatorship in our own ranks. 

We must rather affirm that on which we ought to stand as 
former President and former Secretary of State John Quincy 
Adams underlined the meaning of community of principle, 
and serve that principle rather than playing these silly utopian 
games, which, on one side, the Neville Chamberlains of our 
time play with their Gorbymania, their insane infatuation
it's almost a sexual infatuation-with Mikhail Gorbachov, or 
with the alternative of mindless anti-communism. We've had 
too much of both of those extremist alternatives. Why don't 
we affirm that for which the American Revolution was fought? 
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