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coincide with the entire world” (p. 65). “So long as in all the
waters of the earth there is a single rock where socialism
does not reign, there will be boat people. . . . The only way
to fix things so that no one wants to escape from prison is to
turn the whole world into a prison” (p. 91).

What seems incomprehensible is that the West knowingly
let the Soviets get ahead militarily, although this is some-
what analogous to our experience between the two World
Wars, when the democracies tried to “bribe Hitler to be
moderate by granting him concessions that, in fact, gave
him the time to rearm and then, suddenly, to overrun the
continent” (p. 123). Now we are trying to buy off the Soviets.
Both systems, of course, are rationalizations of an envious
will to power, and thus cannot ever be appeased. The point
here, however, is that the democracies were genuinely sur-
prised by the rapid growth of the Nazi Army. But the democ-
racies of today have no excuse. The Soviet Union is not
merely a “potential” enemy; it is an imperial power actively
pursuing world conquest. It has used détente to lull the West
to sleep while engaging in a “unilateral arms race.” The
U.S.S.R. has been aggressively preparing for World War |il
since the end of World War il. And now it has moved ahead
of us in military capability.

The Soviets have won considerable opportunities for mili-
tary advances through their financing and controt of the inter-
national peace movement (for an extended study of this, see
John Barron, KGB Today: The Hidden Hand, Reader’s Digest
Press, 1983). Accompanying this covert strategy have been
its hypocritical but much-publicized offers of “peace,’ its “non-
aggression” pacts by which it proposes that nations come
under its jurisdiction without a struggle, its constant seeking
for new agreements as soon as previous demands have been
met. “All these offers, the oldest and the most recent, have
been part of an extremely judicious Soviet tactic: to impress
world opinion with the notion that Moscow is seeking détente
and to blackmail it with the specter of a nuclear apocalypse
while the U.S.S.R. continues to build up its strategic arsenal.
To judge from the results obtained in the past quarter-century,
it's not a bad system” (p. 112). They can afford to wait. “The
trouble is that all these treaties, which the West sees as
domes of stability, are viewed by the Communists as spring-
boards for destabilization” (p. 107).

Negotiating with the Slave Traders

“The main lines of the Soviet diplomatic offensives were
fixed in the early years of the Communist regime. . . . Very
early on, Soviet leaders were extremely clear on their goals,
namely, to get the capitalist countries to come to the aid of
the Soviet economy whenever it is ailing, if possible at their
own expense, and in any case on credit terms so favorable
as to border on subsidy” (p. 100).

The progress of totalitarianism throughout the world “is
rooted in a realistic appraisal of things, and it exploits the
West's weaknesses, errors, points of vulnerability —for ex-
ample, the fact that we are heavily dependent on oil from the
Middle East and North Africa, where, by a bizarre coin-
cidence, the two oil-exporting countries, Algeria and Libya,
formed early links to the Soviet Union. There is nothing origi-
nal about exploiting an adversary’s weaknesses and seeking
out his vulnerable spots. Communism scores its points be-
cause it thinks of nothing else, whereas the democracies’
concentration is negligent, intermittent, changeable. Com-
munism also advances because there is not an instant when
it does not think of the non-Communist world as an enemy to
be destroyed, while the democracies imagine they can buy
peace by conceding communism a share of the globe. They
forget that communism cannot allow itself to stop. It expands
or it dies, since it cannot solve any of the internal problems of
the societies it creates. . . . Communism is a better machine
for world conquest than democracy, and this is what will
decide the final outcome of their struggle” (p. 106).

“Throughout the course of relations between the Com-
munist and democratic worlds, the question of ‘which will
destroy the other has always been obscured on the demo-
cratic side by adventitious side issues. Communism’s
leaders have never concealed their belief that this is the only
question that counts and that they are determined to answer
it with a total Communist victory. No temporary compromise,
they feel, can alter the final judgment of history. . . .

“Communism considers itself permanently at war with
the rest of the world, even if it must occasionally agree to an
armistice. This is nothing to be indignant about. We must
simply recognize it; unless we do, we obviously cannot
begin taking suitable political counter-measures. . . .

“In their minds, the aim of negotiation has never been to
reach a lasting agreement but to weaken their adversary
and prepare it to make further concessions while fostering
his illusion that the new concessions will be the last, the
ones that will bring him stability, security, tranquility. The
Soviets’ ‘peace’ propaganda, which to them means convinc-
ing others not to defend themselves, always overlies a threat
of war, of implicit intimidation that exploits our very
justifiable fear of an atomic cataclysm. This belligerent de-
mand for peace merely summons the democracies to buy
their security with slavery; it is an elaborate way to say ‘sur-
render or be wiped out.’ it has been cailed ‘attack through
pacifism’ " (pp. 350f.).

Revival and International Politics

What sort of counter-measures should we pursue? Revel
says: “Our aim should not, of course, be a total blockade of
the Soviet empire, which would be utopian and unrealizable,
but to bring our dealings with it back within the jurisdiction of
the laws of the marketplace, to force the Soviet Union to
face economic facts by offering it trade, not aid, and cer-
tainly no privileges. It is this return of East-West transactions
to normal trading conditions that the European governments
have refused” (p. 83).

This proposal is utopian enough. It would require a great
deal of political courage and, more importantly, of moral au-
thority; a caliber of character which the West has not seen in
its leaders for generations. It would require nothing less than
a religious revival—a real one, | mean, not the kind that hap-
pens every Saturday night at the impotent, guilt-ridden
church down the street—a world-transforming return to the
God of the Covenant, of the kind that turns men into Iron-
sides rather than Casper Milquetoasts. But this is the
religion of people who know themselves to be justified, and
who can thus face the world with righteous authority and
stern resolve. Perhaps this kind of renewal is already begin-
ning to take place; certainly, there are several encouraging
signs of such a return.

On the other hand, much of contemporary Christian cui-
ture is also reminiscent of the scenes described in Salvian’s
vivid and horrifying eyewitness account of the Fall of Chris-
tian Rome to the barbarians: “The barbarian people were
sounding their arms around the walis of Cirta and Carthage
and the Christian population of Carthage still went mad in
the circuses and reveled in the theaters. Some were strangled
outside the walls; others were committing fornication within.
A portion of the people was captive of the enemy without the
walls and a portion was captive of vice within the walls. . . .
The noise of battle outside the walls and of the games
within, the voices of the dying outside and the voices of the
reveling within, were mingled. . . . There scarcely could be
distinguished the cries of the people who fell in battie and
the yelling of the people who shouted in the circus” (The
Writings of Salvian, the Presbyter, Catholic University of
America, 1947, pp. 173f.).

Which of these is our future? How Democracies Perish
gives considerable evidence that, whatever the answer
turns out to be, it will take place in our lifetime.



