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¢ the Anti-Nuclear &rms Convention which

the third we~k of this month under the

The object of the organisers of

is scheduled to meat in New Delbi in

impressive auspices of the Gandhi Pacce Foundation is lasudeble, It % well -

known that, established 1
eoples of the p “inciples of truth and non-vidlence in

n 1959, *he Foundation has been seeking to pramote

"ihe acceptance by all p

the conduet of social, national and international affairs," Besides, the Founda-

tion also enjoys the distinction of consecicusly eschewing partisanship in natio-
nal and intarnotional affairs, The crganigers of tha Convention clajm to
"express the hope of mankind that the nuclear arms race should stop forthwith so
that the new discoveries of science are utilised for bettering +the lot of_the
vast numbers of human beings vho ara today 5till in the grip of ignorance,

poverty and disease."

Yot, while sympathising with the broad objective of the Snti-Nuclear Arms
Convention, one wonders wheth-r it will serve any useful purpose in relation to
the consolidation of the forces of peace and freedom in the world, On the othor
hand, in the context of the cold war and the world alignment of forces, the
Convention may only help in weakening the will of thg democratic countries to
reaist the forces of totaliterian rommunism which are .50*4(1;153 to overwhelm the
world, Further, hold as it is, at a time vhen the United Sfates of Ameriea is i
the process of testing its new nuclear weapons, it will project the U.S, as the
main culprit and thus serve the ends of Soviet vropaganda against the U,S,,
inspite of the fact that it was primarily the “oviat Union which violated the
three=year moratorium on nuclear Weapons and the presént U.S. nuclear tests are
ohly the reaction to the Soviet viclation, Therefore, whils being theoretically
non=partisan, in practice the Uonvention will give & boost to the Soviet side,
ospecially in the uncamitted nations of Asia and Africa, For while the Soviets
will definitely ignore its arpeal in their armament build-up, the Gomgntim
is likely to be taken seriously by thn cammon peopln of the free world, A4s it
is, the Convantion seeks to deal with the symptoms rather than with the dis-

case by ignoring the basic fact that tha armaments race is not the cause but

the consequence of the dogredation of the mman spirit brought about by a belisf
in the inovitebility of force as the midwife of history. Further, it is rather
intriguing thet Mr, Kuo Mao, Vice-Chiairman of the Standing Cammiites of the
Chinesa Paoples' Congress should be fnvited to this Convention. Being a promi-
nent Chinese Cammmist, Mr, Hajo has no faith in a world vithout VAT e,



Bffectiv Control o 5 f ed *h.
It should be noted that the Democracies hove contistantly express air

willingness to put a stop to nuclear tests as well as to the rroduction of nuclesmy

ct Union gave
~rma and to substantially reduce their armanents provided the Sovi n ea

ns th this polic
positive proofs of a similar willingness on jts parb, Conzistent vi POLA

S U
+he Democraséios havz prnpuseﬂ a series 0{"1-]';_5_%1‘1 amant p..!l'ﬂs, but the oviat niﬁ‘B!

sm., The Demo-
on one pretext ar the other, has ’ons mothing elss but fpusipaty CHon

eracics have rightly argued that, without an effective system of control and inspec-
: ar t

ion, any plan of disarmament will remain utopian. The validity of this argumen
w111 bo cbvious from the fact thet an wnderground nuclear test may remain undetec-

: s = o be unscru-
ted without propar inepection and may give a commtry, if it choosec :

pulous, a chance to arm itself secretly wWth nuclear weapons. dcosptanop (0f ok et
manent without affective control and inspectics will primarily affect the democra-
tic countries because in a democracy, svery item of expenditure has to be publicly -
nceountad for, which is not the case in commmist comtries. Therefore, while th
Damocracies will sutfsr from this handicap, the Soviet Union will be free to build
up the strength of its arms, both conventional and muelear, without being detec-

ted, Hence, the wisdom of an insistance on effective control and inspection,

Tha Soviat Government has cﬁnsisten‘.ly onposad inspection on the ground !
that 1t would provide a cover for espionage on the Soviet territory. The untena-
bility of this attitude is obvious. The plasns for inspection offarad by the West
did not mean that only Soviet territory would be subject to inspection; it means
that all nuclear powers, including the U,S, and Britain, would offer themselvesn
for affective inspection, If the argument of espimsge on the Soviet t@rr;tc-ry/ U
is cnrrethBritain and othar countries too would run th~ risk of espionage on

their own territories,

The truth of the matter is that the Soviet Union has no faith in disarma-
Ment in relation te its own military strength, although it is anxious to create
a false sense of security in the Westarn nations and 1ull them in‘o a disarmament
programme, It must be realised that the foundation of Soviet dictatorship, is
the demonstration of force, both within and without. Remove force, and the Soviet
dictatorship would collapse,

Can USSR Afford To Disarm ?

It would be, therefore, logical to presume that the Seviet dictatorghip

cannot afford to.disarm, and that for various reasons : politieal and economic,
As Mr, Lorenz Stucki of Zurich, one of the most wide

21y respacted political gommen-
tatars ﬂf Burope, points out, ‘he Soviot Unim is for more anxious about the
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possible results of general and camplete disarmament than the United States. fpext
2

from its effect on the Sovi
political conseguences of @ sarmament, espacially the offect disarmament might have
on the world-wide communist moven=nt
casual reading of the newspaper reports fr
first iplrtnik in 1057 would show thot a% least since then Soviet foreism p"\llc

has been largely a.mztter of making large demonstrations or thraats of force onu

then gl tting back to watch the results,
disarmed world whare neither the Sovi~t Union nor the United States any longer

ot econgny, the Ruscian leaders are mors afrald of the

and on the peoples of Eastern Furope. 4.
om Moscow since the launching of the

A5 Stucki observes : "Let us imagine a

disposed of nuclear bombs, long distant rockets or intar-continental bambers® and
where even conventional troop quotas were rnrducsd so much that they wege no lri~
longer capable of a war of apgression, In thits casa, fmerica, vhich oves her
nrestige throughout the world, to her riches, her gennrosity, her economic resour-
ces, her hiph standord of living, her 1lib~rty and tha dynamism of her spirit of
ent-rprise far more than to her military might would suffer hardly at sll from
gon-ral disarmament. The prestige of Western “urope, whosc military power in an-

casa only inspirss a very limited degree of confidence, would herdly be affected

nt all,

But what would happen in Berlin, in Rastern Germany, in_Hungary, in
Poland ? If political wéight and powar were hencs®orward to deperd on economir
factors, who would continue to tremble before a state to which on one hand th-
United Stntes and on the other, commm’ty of Europe wsre both economically and
infinitely, superior_? Why should the neutral pay their rospects to Mr, Khrus'i-
chev when Mr. Hallsbein (head of the @uropean Common Market Exscutive in Brussc!

ropresentnd far greater economic achisvements ¢ "

The Kremlin policy makers are consciouc of the possidble consequence of
disarmament on their part, They are, therafore, more interested in paying propa-
ganda lip serve to the general and complete disarmmment than actual dismantlement
of their immense military installations. Behind this stnte of mind lies a deadly
inspcurity and doibt ! that the victory of Merxism is not inevitable as was
Lhought in the 19th and early 20th centuries, As the noted left-wing British
socialist historian Mr. A,J.P. Tarlor, has himself put it "the logal Marxist
doubted the central dogma of Marx's ccontmics that capitalism was leading .t°
increasing misery. This 'law' foretold the inevitable doom of *he capitalist
cystem. Expsrience did not seem to confirm this dogma; aund from this more
terrifying doubts folloved — that perhaps the antire
based on false formila,

economic analysis vas

In thia case, cnpitalism might be growing stronger,
not weaker, "
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Faced with the frightening prospects of political, econcmic and sfpigif:.ugl

iz struggling to build up its armament strenghh,

acurity, the Soviat Union
T ; Therefore, a ﬂragﬂg

aven at the cost of general w=lfare of the Soviet people.
S arably increansed investment in srmametit

11 the satellite states of
The ineresased expenditure o

jnerease in defance expenditure and consid
industries have been decided upon in Eyssin and in a

%natern Burope', as & matter of "urgent necessity."
inted in the last Soviet budgot and in the budgets of
se of the ease with which the truth can

the extent of the

armamente was, in fact, h
respective satellite countries, ut hecau
be concealsd or even twisted or cmitted in a commmist budgef,

increase has not been genarally realised in the democratic countries. Before the

ond of this vear, experditure on armad forces of the Cormunist bloc in Europe
(excluding 81bania) will increase by 37.7 per cent compared with tne rate of spen~
ding last year. Speaking of Russia, by the end of the year, she will have ineren-
sed her military spending by 44,9 per cent which is the highest rate of gpending
on military build-up compared to that of any country in the world. In other worde,
luseia, this year, will spend 13,409 million roubles on her armed forces = an

inerease of 4,154 million roubles over the figure for lact year.

Double Talk

The double-talk policy of the Soviet Governmont towards disarmament does
not rbpresent a new twist in commnist strategy, It is, in fact, in confirmity
with Leniniet norms, Lenin had stressed that, until toe socialist revolution tm
triumphed throughout the world, the idea of disarmament was ubopian (Great Soviet:
Encvolopaedia, lst ed. Vol. 48, p.158); yet, he had advocated some unacceptable
proposcls for the propaganda purpose of "unmasking the bourgeais pasifists" like

o

those who ara sponsoring the Delhi meeting, in the eyes of the masess. As the

Groat Soviot Encyclopaedia states "proposals by the socialist state on disarmament
did not con tradict_?{?ha Marxist-Leninist principle that disarmament is impossibla
while capitalism oxist{ On the contrary, they were propaganda for this principle,
dosipned for the toiling masses of tho world." Lenin himself had declmrad: "Only
aftar the prolotariat has disarmed the bourgacisie can it, without betraving its
universal and historic task, scrap armaments altogether and the proletariat undou-
btedly do this, but only then aud under no circumstances before

L R

(Lenin, Céllected Works, 4th ed. Vol. 1, 1946, p. 845) This has remained the

Soviat line a1l over these years,
= b

In view of the feverish nilitary preparedness of the Soviet Union and other
s2tellite countries and also in view of the duel policy the Soviet Union hns deli-
beratoly followed since Lenin's days, would it not be suicidal if C D dano-
erats and sincero believers in froedom ~nd the dignity of mon such as= #he the

tregmnisers of the anti—Hucle:‘.‘q “rms Convenéion in Delhi B {8 Yo rouch
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dimmem&;t and enll for the banning of ruclanr wenpans without simultaneously

-
&

Jemanding effective inspection and control

1+ zheuld be realised thot the Soviot Governnent ig nouw using cvery “peace !
v United States' needful testing, If, it succeeded,tliz

propaganda device to dela
ial p-riod of absblute superiority in armament

rosult would ba to give it a substant

race, VWhat the Sovict Goverrment nceds

« to @aupe substantial delays in ths programme of Wegtern arms build-up.

In these circumstances, the only sensible course open to genuine democrats

25 a fow obstruct’onists in the right place

is not to undermine the preparedness off the Pemocracies to resist commmist design
er world domin~tion, It should be noted thet whenever faced with some resistonce
»n in Korea, fAzerbaijan and during tae Parlin oir 1ift — the Soviete have shown .

rasilienea, It would be fatal to forget thot, without substontial nuclear deterceri.
‘ the Democracies would be hepplass and this fact would cndangor the frredom and secu-
rity also of all democratic and free countries of Asia and 8frica. The West as well
25 the froo Asia and Africa will face overwhelming Sinc-Pussian convertional forces.
against which all democratic countries both of lest and Fast, are lamentably urpr
parad and weak, That is the present situstion between Commmist China and

democratic India,

Lossong of Histary

The real hroblem is not one of disarmament but of nrms control. History
ianches that men only lay down their arms when a strovser suthority emerges to
fuarantee their security. Thus, the village republice, city states, and barons had

\_"'E:.jmad only when the King and the Nation State came forwerd to undertoke the »
role of guaranteeing security. Similarly, the soveriegm Statos of today ean enl
bo axpected to lay down arms when assured of protection by a_vWorld authority and a
‘orld police force. The bringing of such an authority into existence is the iMmad..
afe tagk, In the absence of such snfegunrds, to talk of sfnloto At darmament e
e banning of nuclear bambs would be peacemongering and not the real Service of

Pance.

Mr. Hugh Gaitskell, the British Lobour leader, recently drove this point
heme when_he said : "We all want to gt

ntmosphere. But th

op the nmuclear tects which poison the

ny will not be stopped except by agrecment — agresment whici:
o

an ke relied upon and, therofore must be subject to international verification.

Yh-t i e
a plty it is that paople do not concentrate their protest against those who
refuse to make such agreemant

Same men have sought to confuse the meral issue by stating that they
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would prefer to be red than dead, On the other hand, Mahetma Gendhil, the
greatest contemporary prophet of peace, often eaid that he would pnéRer a

nan to fight with violence rather than see him behave like & coward. It
is not life as such and under an,\'f‘conditims that is of value but what the
Greek philosopher Aristotle hed described as "the good life." Life 1s

worthwhile when it is meaningful,
One hopes tha*t the 4nti-Nuclaar Arms Convention will bear this

groat truth in mind while dealing with the contemparary problans of war

and peacn,

e i



