DEMOCRACY AT RISK
Stewmmjog The Soviet Chellenge
And the Reforms To Dewoctatic Capitalisw
Necessary To Do 3o

Writteo By
Edwatrd J. Dedson

Ours §s a tzoubléd world. Peaceful relations
betweeu jodividvals and between Z¥OUDS is
contipuousiy brokeu.’ Jo the praocess wuch blood
is. shed, yet the disagréements rewain to arise
agaio st @ later tiwe Lo victimize those too
young to  Thave played s " tole iJun eavlier
copflicts. And, with the development of wodern
weapons of war, the threat 1s expavded to omne of
total devastfation and the possible eundineg of

human 1ife oo earth. At the center of councern
ijs the United Stotes-Soviet Uniom strugele for
jotetuatione’l gsuperiority, jdeological

domioation and econowic security.

~ifg the Soviet star bas risem over the last six
‘decades, advanciug 8 systew alien to aur beliefs
du Toadividvalism snd dewmoctacy, fthe potential
for conflict bas becowe jpevitable. Wheo the
wore or less tvsditioval balavce of power Ju the
01d World collapsed after the Secoud Wotrld War,
tbe United States and the Soviet Upion ewevrged
{voegually, ta be svre) as the earth's cowpeting
superpowers. HNo two pstiops could bave been
structured less alike ot have a .greatex
politica) polarity. While both society's freed
themselves from the dictates of aristocratic
goverument, the Russian people cawme under eveon
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greater subordination to positive Jaw. In the
United States, on the other baud, a vaguely
defined adhberence to natural law (best
represented i the Covstitwtion and Bill of
Rights) protected the iights of the individvual
from the positive law of the State. The

post-revolutionary bistory of botdh astions is
fravegbt with joterval covnflicts between factiowns
supporting ome ov the other of these two extrewme
approaches.

The philosopbers bhave grappled with this
problem forv ceutvries, debativeg the conditiovns
that wil) lesd to the "uvtopian” society. At the
toot of this dialogsve is +the iJissue of bow

political systewm c¢30 simultavecusly foster
egquality avd jJustice while guvaranteeione a
maxiwmyw of individual freedoms, Ove stumblivne
block has been av dvability to agvee ocun
cooditions which absolutely distiveguvish the
exetrcise of liberty from the violation of the
liberty of others, such violatioo I shall call

“liceuse" {as bave otbers, particvlarily Mortimer
Adler).

What we do kunow from 2v exawipnation of bistory
is that those who achieve political power are
lJoathe to relinguish either that power otr the
associated waterial bevefits ~~ unless forced to
do so. Avd, as occurred i1p Russia, tyrapony has
too often beewn overthrown only to be repleaced by
2 vew brand of tyreuvny. We Awericauns would do

well tec rtemewber that our own fight for
independence was characterized by serious
factionalisuw, settiog the stage for a
politicized aod chaotic future. What is

crucisal, therefore, is that we try to ifdevntify
and put fote operation that political system
which would accowplish the woutval goals of
protecting s8nd waxiwizioeg iJodividusl freedow
while moving towsrd an elimination of the causes
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economic system, are beset by common ptoblems
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comparison). The strepetbs joberent io
ietry are diminished by cowman weaknesses,
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ity. Coe such weakness is avert
natiowsliswm, sv outgrowth of our territorial

stepehild -- the vuclear atTws rece.
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se of vus less immediately threstened
teud to 1deontify elobal warfare as
threat teo our survival. There are,

wany thoughtful people whe bold the

eliminate the threat of nucleatr warv.
ent statewment of this positiov bas
by scievtist Car) Sagan, who writes:

"The global balaoce of terror
pioneered by the Upited States aod the
Soviet Uwniov bholds bostage all the

citizens of the wearth. Each side

consistent]y probes the Jiwits of the
other's ‘tolerance ... The  hostile
military establisbwents oatre locked ip
some ghastly mutual ewbrace, wesach
vpeeds the other but the balavce of
tertotr i5 a8 delfcate balavce with very
little margin for wiscalculation. And
the wotrld 1J1wmpoverishes jtself by
speudive balf a4 trillico dollars a
vesai io preparationm for wavr and by
employing half the scientists aund high
technologists omn the plavnet io
military endeavors.'

divectly rtelated 1is ovatiovmalism's

by
the
ip
view

we capvot solve other social §lls voti] we

Ao
been

above passace comes from Dr. Sagzan's
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COSMOS, in which he also calls for "fundamental
chaveges v society ... which recognize the esatth

23 a3 sivnele oresviswm.” It is wy firw conviction
that our failure to identify and iwpiement -the
necessary struoctural changes threatens the

future of bumaoity just as -much, if not more,
thbao the nuclesar clovd hsogine over us, playiuveg
a crycial rofe 10 the global iposecurity that
could rtrigger 2 vuclear war.

Altbhough he Yas not detailed bis view of what.

such changzes wust ionclude, Dr. Sapan reminds us
that Yavb orvgavisw at war with jtself is
doomed." We wust realize tbat peace, through a
systematic reduction of “‘wespoory auwd as amn
owtgrowth of bovest discussico between pelitical
leaders, must be pursued as an iotegral part of
a0 ongolog survival®' stratepy, Yet the fact
temains that for willions of people the  most
imwediate threat to svivival] is veither opuclear
W8T, Dor war at all; it is the lack of sccess to

the bare mecessities that support life.

As 2 first step toward a solutiom to conwon
societal probleaws, we wust Jdentify the <causes
of thbe greatest of social ills -- poverty, This
is pecessary because povery Js the wajovr comwon
denowinator swovng nations, the Uvited States aond

Soviet Uufoon inciluded. Counventionel wisdom
attributes the spread of world poverty to what
is called  "the vecovenmic problem® - - the
2llocation of scarce resovrces. The argument

rests om the fact that géo-political rvepions or
vnations ave all limited as to the quantity aod
gquality of dioputs  available (1.e., buwan,
pbysical capital sand matural resoutces), thereby
iwmposioe }imits ov the wumbev of people who cso
be adequately supported by what those doputs

wilil produce. The determivant -voder matket
systems of who <gets what is PRICE -- what
soweovne is willing to pay. The sgreater the
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ratio of population to gquantity snd quality of
Tesoutrces, the wore intense 7s the competition
for scavce vresources, pushing prices upward and
lesvime some unable to acquire what they peed ot
desite. Even awong those w©patiowms which  thave
seemively overcowe the problems of providivg fov
lJatge populations with few npatural resources
(e e., Jepan, DBelgium, Switzevland, oavd the
Hethetrlands) poverty still exits as & serious
social problew. Politiceal economies directed
priwarily by <ceuntral plaveiove, of which the
Soviet Uvion is aon obvious wexample, have slso
not been able to avercome this dual problewm of
achieviong both increased productiowm and
equitable distribution; and, iop wany ways, the
distributional tesvlts voder the Soviet system
bave suffered cousiderably because of
bureavcratic ivefficiencies.

That tbere ere other mations svfferiog velther

the pressures of population density nor
ivadequate Tesources but whose people experience
chronie poverty further indicates that the

conventioval wisdow is flawed. It fojlows that
the cavse or <cavses of poverty must be far
different frow the siwplistic explavation that
nature has voeqguaily disttibuted scarce
TesourCces. Io - fact, as each society is
fodividually exswmined, what we fiond is a stromg
cortelation between the degree of povevrty aod
the deeree of political oppression that exists.
While OPPRESSION is difficult to defime or to
measure quasmtitatively, oy use of this terw
shouvld be taken te wmean that tbe woTe
pelitically open is a gsociety to participstioun
by each citizen the Jower it wijl appear on the
oppressioun scale. Auvd, Jobevent iov political

-openness s the assuvwption of oprotection of

vatura) rieghbts from tbe jwposition of positive
law. Frow this perspective, it shbould be clear
that the oppovttunity for perwasnent strvctural
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chonge 15 greatest wheve the re!ative.degree of
poJiEica] avd ecovowic oppression is Jeast;
osteunsibly, this would be in the dJemocracies,
the United States being vot 3 true dewmocracy but
closer in fact tbhap most other mations.

In additiom to the wobviows participatory
differences, an additional aund crucial
strvctrual difference exists between the
dewocracies and states where positive Jaw is
suﬁteme. This difference jovalves the
fostitution of property. The Marxist states
have adopted Jaws whicb treat all forms} aof
propetrty as Dbeloogiag to the state v ?ss
specifically excluded. ) ?he democratzii
fncorporate the reverse position -- that a

ecopomic poods sre Jegitiwmate forms of private
property vonless specifically excluded  wuwnder
positive Jaw. Both systews 7tequire that E]

method of protection oxr euforcement be Jmposed.
And, as with political power vnder any svs;eg,
such guvarantees way ov may not be supporte ¥
just claims to owoership.

Avother lessoo history teaches is that,

gpovernment mandates of rigbts to property bave
been am . justrument of jwposition by the
povernors onto the goverwmed, the victorious o;er
;he vanquished. The story of bgw ow?ers ip
rights becawe attached to "property provnde;iag
V-imﬁortant josight dJute the extent to w ?

justice s incorpovated into g society s
. system. That access to adequate

nioe
gover g 2t

guantities of ecomomic goods is .necessary
the individuval to survive is obvious. Equally
as obvious 3s that those who po?sess or contrg]
svch poods ju svyificieut guaptity beneﬁit }¥
theitr treatment as '"private property, wi

swvrvive and generally prosper. Those who are
propertyless do wot suwrvive, at least wmot ov

theit owo.

Survival for the propertyless ‘becomes a
function of both oprivate philavthropy asod of
state prerogatives, Both iuvolve wmeasures to
tedistribute property from those who have to
those who do mat bhave. The relative diwfouvtion

io dwportavce of opbilanthropy im favor of
positivist state law is owe of the most
significant changes io ourTt system of

democratic-capitalisw fo the twentieth century.
Less well recogoized is the thistory of how
wealtb-prodvciog inputs found goveronwentas]
protectiocn as forws of privaste praperty. Avo
avalysis of the d{wmpact oo democratic-capitalism
today tequires voderstanding of this btistordcal
process.

As most of civilization emerged from
feudalism, the vole aud concept of property
chaoged. More and more of what had begen. treated
as the cowrmon property of the citizenty cawe
vnder private (aand vsually wioority) control,
Owvership to land, bodies of "water,  forests,
wiverals and al] -of opature gradvally becsawe
enclosed" apnd through pesitive Jaw pained
gaoverument protectionm as private property. The
development of deeds, titles and wortgages a3l
fostitvtiovnalized the shifting of property forms
frow cowwon to private control. The saoctity of
these chavges was then and cootinues vow to be
dependent vpon the ultimate ability aof
government to jovoke jts police powers agsibngt
thbose who would challenge fts dictates,

History also reveals that foterval conflicts
and eXternal jovasions bave Tepeatedly
foterfered with clajwms to property. In North
Ametica, land titles granted by Freochb, Dvtch,
Evglish aod Spauish wowarchs were legitimized
coly by the successes of severeigo wilitary
strength. AJl of us wbo ave concerned with the
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futvre of democtacy wust vndetrstand the
sijguificance of the process of conmguest by which
the Evuropean vstion-states came to goveron (for a
signficant period) such & lavee portioo of the
eartb. The tesult was tha t tbe Evropesn, and
patticularly the English, defivition and system

of private property was imposed o the
veuvguished people of the earth as a global
standard. The harmony ot couflict of this

system with the ovatural rights of wav is, wmore
thao avy other factor, central to the question
of what causes socisl problens aond mass
poverty. Ounce this is eeverally asppreciated,
moveweot towatvrd 8 more just forw of dewocratic
capitalism way fivaliy eweree.

There is 2o vundeviable case to be made for
structural chanmges o positive law dealing with
progetrty. As Euvrtope's popuvlatioo jocreased svnd
thbe covcentration of private contro) over vaturte
accelerated, wass poverty and wisery spread.
The landoewnivmg <class systewaticslly confiscated
frowm pesssnt users a larger and latger portion
of what was produced, as paywent for the use of

privately-controiled:land. Debumaniziue effects -

eventually provoked violeut poilitical. vupbeaval
between Evrope's aristoctracies and theivx
propertyless populations. The political bistory
of Ireland, particularly after the Evngiish
iovasions led by Oliver Crowmwell, is a drawatic
exawple of the tyravny dotreduced by s Sbng
period of dowmination by a Janded arvristocracy.
Siwmilar treatment was dealt vpaon the
propertyless of Evoglavnd itself, Scotlavd, Wales,
Fravoce, Spain, Gerwavy, Polaund, Russia and
everywhere the political system perwitted aond
fnstitutionelized concevntrated conmtrol over land
and watural resovrces.

The Joavnded osaristocracies of 18Bthd century
Fraoce and 19th ceotury Ruvssia fivnally paid iu
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blood for centuvries of 7Jojustice imposed wupoco

the majority of their .fellow <citizens. The
success of the Bolsheviks, afded by 8
propertyless peassntry, introduced 3 reactionary
political regiwme that opposes democTtacy aond
ipdividualisw Juvo favoer of {its own form of
concentrated politicsl power supported by
-positive Jaw. The Jlavded DLEveglish esceaped a
giwilaor fate Dby exportive wany of Evgiand's
dissevters to the frovtier lJasuvds of North
America, Australia sud New Zealand. There, the

colonists expavded vpoon a vipenliuog bheritage of
limited-participatotry government and developed
poelitical snd ecopomic systemws generatineg
greater geveral participation thsn was koown o
the 0)d World. Aud, for a considevrable period of
time the New World colonists also escaped the
tyraony of positive law and the concentration of
Javd covntrol] that bad " plagved them Jop the Cld
World. ’

North Awerica offéred 8w opportunity Joong
sioce disappeared jo Euvurope, that of exploiting
a largely ewpty tand mass blessed with abovodant
patural  tesources. ‘Well dvto the opiveteenth
century, the }laod absorbed and supported those
who-cawme. The ipbabitavts of the North Awerican
continent then begav experiencing their owp
préb}ems of Jncreasivmg poverty. The Awerican
froutier bad by thew beev conguered and, by the
tiwe of the large-scale Evuropean and Asiso
wigrations to North Awerica, the cootinent had,
like Europe, come ynder extensive private or
state control -- each of the United States aud
Capadiaon provinces haviog adopted as its owu the
Enelish systew of private property io lavnd thet
had fnevitably rtesvlted o a concevntration of
political avd ecopomic power Jo the baods of a
few throvebout Eurcpe.

That tbe covcentrated .control over lavd aund
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natura) rTesovrces is largely saw vorecogunized
problem today jo Novrth America 15 oot thset
strange. The ©vpewness of the two wvstfounms swod
their vast frontiers assured a greater
opportunity for land ownershbip Jv the United
States awd Canada thavo bad existed for centuries
jo Evrope. This boueht North Awevicawns evoueh
time to firtwly establish a solid foundation {n
participstory dewocracy and to bevefit from both
technological advancements sud 8 perceived vight
to a publicly-funded education. Nevertheless,
copditicns for eventual Jand concentretion were
buvilt joto the political systems. To tbhe United
States today, sowethiog Jess than five percent

of the Awmericav population (as direct owners or

as stockholders of corporations) covirols over
95 percent of the vatjon's privately~-owned . lauod
and natvral resouIrces., Sowme of this
concentrated ownership rests with a swall oumber
of wealthvy fomilies whose wangestors scquived

vast actreages by colonial grants and who
expaoded their holdings throvgh Jater
geberations. Av even greater smovunt is

coutrolled by the nstion's large corporatiovns,
particularly those whaose priwary busivess 1s fio
teal estate, wiviveg, forestry, farwing or
evergy. As a resuvlt, what was freely sccessible
to the eavly pioveers avd settlers is forever
denied to the vewly born or newly arrived.

There ave no munew frootfers oo eatth te which
the propertyiess cap wigrate (s)thoueh, perbaps
in the wear futvre, the - vupiverse beyownd our
planmet will become a8 reslistic Jife-svpportiog

epviropwent for a swall nvuwber of bighly
educated and trained jodividuals). We have wo
choice. Ejtber those of vs In the democracies

rfd owr watiovs of those positive Jaws which
protect snd eoncoursge coovcentrated cootrol of
Jand, or we will) suvrely fall prey to those who
would subject vs te the harshoess of even wore

o
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atbitrary positive Jaw io the futvure.

A perwanent end to poverty aud to economic

inequities Teguires’ the eliminstion af
concentrated land covtrol. Aud vyet, reforms
wust accomplish equity without destroying
incentives to produce those economic goods
necessary for survival. Marxist programs
attempt equity but fail because ‘they atve so0
heavily positioned agafust the freedom of

todividuals to act in weys directly bemeficial
to cvrselves. To avoid this pitfajl, efforts to
reform dewocratic~-capitalism must recognize that
there is a very basic differconce between jnputs
arisivg out of buwan activity avud thase provided
{for al) to wvse) by nwnature. This distioction
must be sccovnted for §f the result of reforw is
tc be 2 wore just political economy. :

Scant atteontioun is normally given by
reformists to this fuodameontal difference
betweeu the products of paturve avnd the products
of man. This rust change. There are 0o

materijal objects that can be -proedevced without
access to masture, Devy access (f.e., prevent
the ivndividus] from applyiong Jabor to wnature)}
avd the direct result 1s poverty, au absence of
property. Where 21} citizens of a society ave
to be puvaraoteed egual protection wunder the
political systew, this guarsontee sbould include
some wethod to ensure al] citizems benefit
equally from the vse of the vatfon’s resources.
Because gustrsunteeing equal access to a8l
resouvtrtces s a physical fwpossibility, some
wethod wust be found to socialize the value of
land without baviog to socielize its ownership.
The solution, it turos out, bas been set dowo
for us for wore thao two centuries.

Writiog Jo the eavrly years of the niveteenth
century, the Evnglish politiceal econowist David
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Ricardo observed that pbature cowes to comwand ap
economic price (i.e., what ecovowists c?]l
“"rent") when the expasnsion of humao population
crestes competition for living space and for the
patural tTesources necessary to support life:

“"Ow the first settlioe of a <covetry
g which tbhere is apn abundance of rich
sod fertile laod, a very small
propoftiou of which 1s reguired to Dbe
cultivated for the svpport of the
actual popuwlatiov ... there will be no
reuty for no ove would pay for the vuse
of land wheo there was an sbuvodsot
gquantity wet yet appropriated, and,
therefore, at the disposal of
whosoever .wmight <chaoose to cultivate
jr." (The Priociples of Folitical
Econowmy and Taxatiouon, 1817}

Ricardo was reluctant t0 pass mortal judegment
on the process by which those who controlled
vature extract a price for its vse, Iliis was oan
age domivated by tlie Jaonded avistocracies; and,
as contioves today, the laoded interests possess
tremendovs political foflveonce. One does not
peed to be 3 political) economist to see that sos
long as voclasimed land of eqwal quality is iv
pleotiful suvpply, all citizens (existiomeg aud
future) bave the opportumity for access aud atve
thereby able to suppert thewselves. The loss of
this huvwan tight to svpport ocneself begius whben
the available vnclaimed laud drops fu comparable
productive gquality from that controlled by

others. The wore productive Jand then -commauds
s price -- Ricardo's "reot™ -- for its wuse.
When all lJaud within & soclety is finally
settled and dts use vrestiicted to certaim

judividuasls, the laundless are forced to pay the
Jandowners higher aod highber tevnts for access to
nature. Inp this way, positive law rvus directly
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counter to the brincip]e that the eatth is5s the
bivthright of al] wavkingd. The Jeodawner, as
lJandowner, makes vo covntribution to the process
of production., Ratber, the }aundownert veaps what
is essevntially a governwment-sanctioned form of
extortion, '

Siace the dewand for npatuvre, geversted by
increasive population in covjunction with
private asppropriation, is responsible for giviong
vsture ao ecoovowic price, justice reguires that
goverument guvaravtee au eguitable distribution -

of this socially created economic wealth,
Goveronment <cav accomplish thisg task wost
effectively by usine dts taxive powers to

callect the income derived from Jandownetship.
To this wavoer the propertyles bepefijt equally
with the propertied Ffrom that which justly
belongs to all. The rent collected can serve as
the vetion's fund for providing waoy  of the
improvewents and services which add to the
quality of lffe for a1} citizens.

While existioneg lsondowners wil) obviously cry
foul oaud declare such a change to be
“confiscation” angd, perbaps, "socialistic," the
principle is, du Ffact, at work teday. VWhep

_goverowent-controlled Jauvds are Jeased under

auction to private . users, the price paid ta
government for the use of such tand fs ecomomic’
teat. However, idnstead of ao individus! or
grouvp of jndividuals capturiong the value, 3l
citizens beonefit to the extent that such revenve
permits & reduction Jon taxes oo production
(production befuvg what should be recognized
vider both wuvatural and positive Jaw as the anjiy
legltimate private property). This Js wpot tao
suggest that goveroment wuse its powers of
comdemustion and eminent dowailo te scguive
control of al}l lavnd s0d vaturasl Tesouvces, then
turn atround asod lease access to the bighest
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bidder. As we bhave Jeatned by the Soviet
example, state coptrol is generally wore
destructive thao is the private concentration of
owpership. Moreover, out attachment to tbe Jand
js. more thap aun economic circuvwstavnce; 1t is sn
jotegral part of our bhumanopmess. The devastatioe

results of socjalistic lsnd naticealizationv
progtvams iv other parts of the world ave 8 clear
warning, Al] societies would bevefit grestly by

evcouragioe the widest possible distribution of
land ownership awovg their citizeuns, while vsiog
the tax wechanisw to <collect and equitasbly
distribute the land's growing velve.

Fojlowing this covrse of reforw will also
discourage the speculative holding of Jasd by
owners, historically the bevneficiaries of dewavnd
driven Tocreases dpn value. As a benefit of
collecting ecotowic rent, a.substantial amount
of vuudeveloped Jasd will come to the warket.
With an ivereasiog suvpply of sites from which to
choose, the price of laud to the entrepreneuvy oI
the howeowner will drop, and alowvg with jt the
overall) cost of production. Dowestic producers
will expevieuce a greater ability to compete
with foreign producers (whose Jabor -- If oot
lapd -- costs may be wmuch Jower today). They
will find. thewselves sble to siwvltaneously

reduce counsvmer prices and yet increase
earoioes, os the drop fuw prices to the conswvwer
results {fo higher rveal wages anud ephavced

purchasing power.,

Somethine like @& <chain -rvesctioon ot dowivo
effect is started, As the Juocresse iuv real
weges stimulates greater comsuwmer speudivng,
capital jovestwment by busivess 1is evcouraged,
furtber expavdiog the -ecouomy and produciog
gtowth., Better plesooing aod @ commitment to the
Joug trun are alsc teasonable expectatiocovs as
outcomes of gprester stabiiity. Expaunding

™

private sector activity | will, of covrse,
foctease the dewands upo U goveroment for new
iofrastructure sond services, As jt vow stauds,
government rajises weeded Tevenuve by cowpetivg
for wonetary <reserves i the private credit

warkets o by pevelizing grTowth-creativeg
production by taxioe away earvings from
produvction. Since econowic rent would be

ctaptured by govervwent, such expenditvries as sre
required shovld Ju large patrt be fuudable frow a
tevenve base attached to predictably increasfoeg
land valves.

Gradval implementation of this proposed reform
to our systew of political economy will, I
believe, set Juto wotion an entively new set of
telationships in society between the Jandless
and those who cootrol so wmuch of what pature has
provided. Our society will experievce a healthy
shift away frow the oppression of positive law
in favor of the exevcise of watural rvrights.
While those who desire or require Jegal title to
nature willi be eguaravteed protection of
scwnership by goveroment, they will fiod
themselves forced by fivsucial considetations to
make good productive wvse of this privilege or
end up baving to travsfer their property rights

jo lasod (wbich is, iv effect, a Mlicenmse to
use") to soweowe. who will. - Collection by
governwent of the poteontial rent value --
whether the owner maxiwizes ot grossly
underutilizes that part of nature coontrolled -~
wil) schieve this resvit. Most importamt is the

impact oo the existevce of poverty.

As econowjc sctivity asvd proeduction expand,
ewployment opportunities will be created, The
disastvous side-effects. associated with poverty
will  begio to dissppesr. Social, Jotellectval
and woral developwent of the Jondividual thrive
in avn atwmospbere of ecovowic and political
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PEMOCRACY AT RISK )
Stemwmiong The Soviet Challenge
And the Reforws Te Democratic Capitaliso
Necessary To Do So

Written By
Edwerd J. Dodson

Ours 3s a ttoubled worid. Peacefuvl 7telatioms
between judividuals snd between groups is
continudusly broken. In the process much bYlood
is shed, yvet the disagreements remain to asrise
sgain at 8 later time to victimize those btoo
young to Tave played a role fu earvlier
canfiicts. And, with the development of wodern
weapons of watr, the thresat i expavnded to ove of
tota) devastation and the possible euvdivg of

humav 11fe om eatrth. At the ceuter of covcern
js the Upited States-Soviet Uuionm struggle for
intervaticnal superiority, jdeologtcal

domination aund ecopomwmic secuvrity.

.i%'s the Soviet star bas visen over the last six
‘drecades, advavncing » systew aliev to our belfefs
40 dodividuvalism and democracy, the poteotialj
for conflict has becowe Jonevitable, Wheo the
wore aor less traditional balaoce of powet in the
0ld World collapsed after the Second World War,
the Unjted States avd the Soviet Uniov ewerged
(vpegually, to be sute} ss the earth's coupetiovg
superpowers. No twe wvatiors could bhave Ddeen
struectured less alike ot bave a .greater
political polarity. Wbile both society's freed
thewmselves from the dictates of oeristocratic
government, the Russiao people came uvnder eveun

3099

¢




