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On th© 8th o f J u ly , 1830, a French a r i s to c r a t  wearing a general * s
uniform and the t r i c o lo r  h-- I j  rod© acro ss  P a r is 9 Pont-S©’.if to

t!i© H otel de V llle*  P a ris ia n s  es masse te r s e ly  watched the r id e ,  to
/  ■, ■ *

how i t  would end* m en on th e  balcony o f  t © H otel de V ll le ,  the

agocl Marquissdc L a fay e tte  embraced the dismounted r id e r , Louis P h ilip p e,

'Xite ©f Orleans*' 'Pith t h a t  ceremony, Louie P h ilip p e  became the  r u l e r

o f Prance, some k l  y ears  a f t e r  the  ou tb reak  o f  tho French devolution
In  1 ?89®

On tho 2[|.tli o f Play, 19£>6, a S ov ie t commissar in  a b lack  sack s u i t  

atoo<| up to g ive a secret speech before the  20th Congress o f  the Con* 

amtnist Party  o f the XT'̂ R, in  Moscow® The Party Congress anxiously  

'l is te n e d  to  h ear what l in e ,  a t  a o O'-sroads hour, ho w ight proclaim*

Timn he had fin ish ed  excor ia tin g  the memory of Josef S ta l in ,  the  P arty  

Congress -  most with r e l i e f ,  many w ith  reservation s -  ^ s to r is l ly 11 

"^applauded H lklta Khrushchev* m t h  th a t  ceremony, Khrushchev became th e  

■ r u l e r  o f R ussia, something and r 39 years a f t e r  the o u tb reak  o f the

* These two t a b l e a u  c u ttin g  to  each other across a century and a q u a rte r, 

take m  nsw pertinence today. They a »  enfeMly re levan t to the poat-Spuinlk period , 

tek th e  outburst of Soviet p ride , to  the ragging Western worries of what to  do new*

Fcr the analogy between Louis Philippe and Sikita Shrushchev, when More widely 

explored, helps mind and aeticn to gain tin e . The analogy, developed, restrains 

Western p©si*8putntk panic without rationalising complacency. It suggests that 

tiier® is  more time than w@ think, find also suggests has that time „sight best be wed*

K SV̂VJ-VJ* ;
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If th e  world today, w ith Khrushchev» entering a period  similar 
to  th a t  inaug irated by Louis i'bllippe, then the U *S /should  not « lin k  

only in  tor®* of c rash  p ro g ram 9 m is s i le  or otherwise. Ihen th e  II* S®,. 

fo llow ing the aavice o f history, should rather look forward to l£>-odd 

year« of intense but supportab le  com petition  w ith  th« IJ®S*S.fc,, .across 

the boara 'and across the world, without a malor blow-up® Internationally, 
that i s  the  way the p eriod  o :> Louis Philippe went* At the same tim e, 

domestically, both tho US and .the TT'tr will have long-standing,.domestic'; 
yroblems to  solve* Bhanees are  th a t  the 11 will cope w ith  its domestic 
problems satisTactor!ly, because Louis ‘hilippe’s rm ln r i v a l ,  ifcgland, 
was able to do so® But the UB^R may .find i t s  tro u b le s  a t  home so in te n se  

th a t  it will l ik e ly  undergo a sp o l i t i c a l  upheaval in  the e a r ly  19?08s*

For the O ra-of Louis fh ilip p o  ended with a French r e b e ll f<- r ' and L o u is9 

1 o n f a l l  In 1B!|6, If? years  a f t e r  i t  had begun«

These are fom jdnble p re d ic tio n ^  and propositions®  ISioy are a lso

ex ac tin g  ones* I f  they  come to be b e liev ed , then  much o f  p re sen t

-/estern tim e-sense should change® Tfa© West and the U®s* tend* to th in k

in  and plan fo r  r e l a t iv e ly  b r i e f  tim e spans - annual b u d g e ts , provisional
commitments and, over and over ag a in , sudden crises®  % longer-tim e

sons© won"?d le v e l  ou t the f lu c tu a t io n s ,  in  »say ,aid  o r difcaise spending.
I t  >: O U l F l v ------

it would pu t both  bn an agreed 'lqng-tem b a s i s ,  and i t  uoulLd he
now fiit 1/tie.ff

a n tic ip a te  an«: f o r e s t a l l  crises^^fc^etettdSsdsfZBBs^SBg^fTantieB1!

when c r i s i s  comes w ith  surprise®
But does i i  make sense to  .plan now f o r  f i f t e e n  y ears  to com© ?

Ihat is tlieresi to  t h i s  o o m p arison between Khrushchev and’ Louis Philipp© ? 

Is i t  j u r t  a rrofesser^s rabbit t r i c k ,  where he p u lls  two s u p e r f ic ia l ly  

s im ila r  h i s to r i c a l  f ig u re s  o u t of h is  doublo-dom© Or i s  i t  a crud# 
a s s e r t io n  th a t  h i  steady d u lly  re p e a ts  i t s e l f ,  a eroposi tion th a t  anyone 

who values Ills' freed©® would be u n w illin g  to  e n t e r t a i n  ? And e v e s  

i f  Sfepushehev and.Louis Philips©  a re  quit© a l o t  a l i k e ,  does i t 1 r e a l ly



mean th at th i s  in tere st in g  fa c t  should be taken  s e r io u s ly  enough to  

g n l i l  years  o f  a c tio n  t

‘KBtually# the eras o f Louie . %Illpo@- and N ikita £&irushohev aye 

comparable. aton ies in  t ie house Of modem Western h istory# &a A 

b r i e f  look -at the ’«.’hole structure w i l l  show when©'those s to r ie s  f i t  In#

T h o  m od( r n  h is to ry  o f the West I s  a h is to r y  o f  revolutions«, The 

I®3® i t s e l f  was bom  o f  a lim ited  revolution* to® Hie g re a t  revolu tion s  

th a t  have siicoeiisively  re s  aped th e  'Western world were four •  the 

ierraon Protestant# th° B ritish# th ’ Fp§ no.h and the Hus s i  an* Bach of 

thorn a sp ired  to  abiding new u n iv e rs a l v a lu es  i the Protestant' to  th© 

freedom o ?  conscience# the B r i t i s h  to  freed©® o f  p roperty#  th© French 

to  freed©® o f  the in te lle c t®  the Russian to the freed©® o f labor®

'•fetch a lso  asserted  the r ig h ts  o f  a s p e c if ic  so c ia l c la s s  aga in st th© 

older orders s the Protest ant th© r ig h ts  o f the aristocracy# the 

Oritisb. th© r ig h ts  o f  th© gentry# the French the r ig h ts  o f  the middle • 

class#th e Russians the ‘r ig h ts  o f  the working man#(In th is  progression#  

the Utoerioan ^evolution l i e s  between the *%»Itlsh and the French# I t  

fused the rev o lu tio n ism  r?ghtc o f drg listoen#  h ith er to  denied the 

colonies# with the; progreasiv©wrS• ;fc t s  of nan” about, to  b© proclaimed 

with v io len ce  In  P r a n c e )•

In  tL eir  p r o g re s s #  the great TJUrcpean revo lu tion s have passed  

through ecfflparabl© stages# TM'- 1 m not because h is to r y  repeats i t s e l f #

xt  i s  beehua© the re v o lu tio n s  have a l l  been p ass io n a te#  v o lcan ic  o u tb u rs t 

by human beings arid th erefore r e g is te r  In te n s e ly  hunan emotional .cycles®  

F i r s t  the  great revo lu tion s have th e ir - r i le n t  p o in ts  o f  departu re#  

decades before they a c tu a lly  f la r e  up* In a c r i s i s  th a t  shows, th© . 

In c ip ie n t co rru p tio n  o f th*- o ld  order® The ten sion  In cu b a tes  fo r  

wound a century* Then comes th© o u tb u rs t of revolu tion# slashing#  

b ru ta l#  fa n a tic #  which consumes about a  g en era tio n *  *32? s period has



j u s t  ended I n  R u ssia*  Use f i r s t  post-outburst p e r io d ,  that o f  L o u is

a i l l lp p ©  op o f  it3nishc*»ev, I s  on© o f  esmprem* no betwsor th e  country ’ s

p a s t  and I t s  revolutionary ©lit©# 'Is. ?roaft»r9 3r: the period f 07990011'
for Russia a fte r  1970» them  occutvs a feci bio reorant'or o f the outburist

S&hse® fhen at l a s t  th e  r e v o l u t i o n  s e t t le s  clown and p asses , w ith. i t s

fr u it fu l  a t t r i b u t i o n ,  p eacefu lly  i n t o  the human horitaso* ’

a’ImI:! p a t t e r n  o&n be r e a d i l y  ch eck ed  out® ConsIG or itie  Fuf’o p e a a

rev o lu tio n s* points o f departure® 1-Jhea John Haas uas burned at. the stake

i n  U$.5# the o f  the Catholic h ie r a r c h y  bogan to  appear

unbearable^ Huos9 'm rtyrdos provoked an eerie- prophecy# MVslh©» one.

hundred years have r e v o l v e d ,  you sh a ll answer God and iae?f and i n  1517

M artin  L u th e r  n a l lo d  h i s  95 T heses to  t h e  church d o o r i n  H i t te r ib e rg  t o  .

begin the Protestant Revolution® Henry ¥ 111  In 1535 beheaded h is

chancellor f i r  Thomas tlore* the toepe- o f th e  id n g ’s con scien ce , and

th u s  s ig n a l l e d  th e  d eter io ra tio n  o f  r o y a l  docoacyj In- 1&;0 th e  g e n t r y ’sultimately
Great aoaoncta*unoe started  the B r it ish  in v o lu tion  which ttwi&ty ssacle 

the Monarchy constitu tional®  iJhen Franco’s Louis Z T f  in  1685 e x p e lle d , 

the no? .'-eonf o n a la t, n ld d lo -c la ss  Huguenots, tiio seeds were sown for  

t i e  In t e l l  oc t  ual-boiirgeols French E v o lu tio n  In T?09® Csar Alexander 

1 o f Iktssla In 1825 turned h is  back: on the Russian avant«*gai»cle th at 

aado the &kabrisb ■ up risin g  and Csarlsra became yom anantly estranged» 

desp ite  such Moves as the 1861 lib e r a t io n  o f  the s e r f s ,  from th© 

forward th inkers o f Russiaj the revolu tionary d estru ction  o f  Czariam 

In 191'V was tiio end result®

"Ghat about the period o f  revolu tionary outburst * 4 eoiBparlsom

between Prone© and R u s s ia  h ig h lig h ts  I t s  n a tu re ®  At th e  o n s e t  of
% ■ :

o u tb u r s t»  th e  o ld  a u t h o r i t y  w i th e r s  rap id ly  e n d  makes room b e s id e  i t

fo r  a soto mederate, but s t i l l  p a t r io t ic ,  conser v a t iv e a u th o r ity :__

th e  £B tates*»(3eneral i n  F r a n c e ,  th e  K erensky  re g im e  I n  Russia®  b u t  . • ■ 

th e r e  comoa a n  e l e c t r i c  a c t#  s i g n a l l i n g  tfcn t no  com prom ise b e tw een
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c h a ra c te r?  o t i c ' o u t  > th e ' - p r a c t i c a l  pu rp o se*

B efore  him were burr inn dreams f w ith him a re  b it in g  fac ts®  The f i r s t  

F rench re v o lu tio n a r ie s  f o re a w w " l ib e r ty ,  © quality anti f r a t e r n i t y ” a s  , .
\ y y & < ^ h e < A / r

a*jeering a l l  Furopo; Naooleön turned France in to  a power tha1r%*MA*d>/

for th a t  creed* The 1917 Bolsheviks expected Communist re v o lu tio n s  a l l

over ^uropej S ta lin  decreed "Socialism  in  one country" to  c re a te  a power

cen te r fo r  supportInc S o c ia l is t  ten d en c ies  anywhere* laoo leon  organized

France ra tio n a lly  in to  a nation , a l in g u is t i c - e th n ic  u n i t ;  S ta l in

organised the S oviet Union w ith c e n tr a l  p lann ing  in to  an economic

e n t i ty ,  a m u ltilin gu a l and m u ltin a tio n a l combine fo r  in d u s t r ia l  output*

Both d ic ta to r s  b led  th e ir  su b je c ts  w h ite , Napoleon p rim arily  in
^lioM iously r a d ic a l  and ƒ

... ............ « Sfo re ig n  w a rs , S ta l in  c h ie f ly  In domestic terror* me" 

brutal s train that both men put on t h e i r  peoples' was bound to cause a 

reaction.
The reaction to the Procrustean performance of Napoleon came in

the 1020*8, some years after his fall in l8l5. When the restored
' V s ' h

dourbon king Louis XVIlT)^eturned to France, he declared, "Nothing has 
happened excep t that th e re  i s  one more good Frenchman in'Prance"-4sBa*.

p ro v is io n a lly  accepted the remakin of France* But l a t e r  on Louis 

XVIII and h is  successo r C harles X t r i e d  to  n u l l i f y  th e  re v o lu tio n a ry  

n  ghto that Frenchmen thought they had particularly earned by t h e i r  

s a c r i f ic e s  under Napoleon* C harles X t r i e d  to  go back to  the e ra  

before  the revolution®

■ » ^ c h f i f t ^ l ? ^ 6*** no Waterloo, which again  shows that history does 

notVJrepeat itself* Safe He h im s e lf ,  under pragmatic d u re ss , behaved 

l ik e  Louis XVIII inxnsHHMSX when -'tiring World War- I I  he t r i e d  to  

rule as sim ply a good R ussian , letting.the church' s reopen^and putting
old-fashionod p a tr io tis m  over Gommujilsm* Mla^ n  was won*
'a f te r  the  S oviet peoples had made enormous s a c r i f i c e s  for t h e i r

r ig h t s ,  S ta l in  suddenly a ttem pted  to  turn the c lock  back* In his
\  \
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©Id and sew will d o t  th e  storming ©f the %still&# th© u p rfttln  ©f 

mutinous Russian so ld io rs  and s a i lo r s #  Hie re v o lu tio n a r ie s  seise
p©.j6r# where they  ©Ion© sow t e w  the r e a l  will t o  p©%j©r# -and murder 

tlioso who l o s t  i t s  arie-\ntoinefcte and th© **«aanoffs# m e revolutionary
'lead e r j  a re  fa n a tic  in te l l e c t u a l s  * Kirabeau and Robeapieiw©#. i m & n  and 

Tbotal^r# ri&iey estab lish - th e ir  regime -in blood# be i t  th© T e r r o r •i n ­

surance o r the- c iv i l .w a r  in  Russia« The Ifronoh d evolu tion  devours many 

o f i t s  p rotagon ists alm ost a t th e  o u tse t«  In Russia# th e  re v o lu tio n  

e a t s ■i t s  makers la te r #  " ‘
m en the rampant re v o lu tio n a ry  regime i s  confirmed* ’-.'hen i t s  i n i t i a l

a rd o r



of E ikita 'Chraohchev him self sa p is ta m  has em&ained* 
comparative

Ihis/Uferonology in  3?raiiee and Hues I €4 so ts  the scene for  Khrushchev

uecliftlaB  S t a l in  reverted  to  utterm ost C sarifsi -  as t 5 •© testiia©)hy

a T “'1 ~ C ! >*' 'lillip p e , he outburst p rlod In both great revolutions. Ms.

ocra c irc le*  wf th attempts a t react'*«! ana reversion  to  tlio pi*©**. 

revolutionary order c o llid in g  with tlx© revolutionary mceestuia* fiverybody 

i s  t i r e d  o f the purely revolu tionary fe r v o r ' and pain* I t s ' c o s t  ham  been
. a i t

too much* Reaction to the o ld  o rd e r has re a red  i t s  head*/ i t  i s  not

going to be allowed to win* She revo lu tion  has c o st  too -much for that*

■ &Bfc A progressiv e  recon c l l la t io n  between th e n^w and the Old. i s  going to  
' tfc !Bg H m w g m w iS W iw

be reached* tfeEFEr'wftitxfeer<iiTriwmliagiix»i-tti?ipMgEEiyi:c

Both Touite h ilip p o  and Khrushchov h ive co n c ilia to ry  personal

backgr* ‘tinds* .Touis *hilippe was a French a r is to cr a t -of the ariolen

rogisao, not a Corsican adventurer l ik e  Uaooleon* Khrushchev cones f row
Georgian

tra d itio n a l Rural anj* peasant s to ck  and i s  ro t an uprooted tmnsnmnlftkB  

townomn lik e  Ctaljn* Louir Philippe o r ig in a lly  sided'w ith , the French 

Revolution* d e sp ite  h is  baekgro ;nd© but deserted i t  in  1793 for  

extended e x i le  in "teglaiy' and in the TJ*S* Khrushchov' gave h ie  adult 

l i f e  to  -.he Soviet Hovolution* bat he had the- shnfifefti in s ig h t to  re— 

pudiato and depart. from i t s  s t a l in i s t  excesses*  In th v ir  personal
j g O M g j f t C -

h is to r ie s ,  thes>- vsen r pelTTV^caaprea^se*

Be do they in  th e ir  p e rso n a l behavior*  Touis -P h ilippe  was knovn

i s  the "bourgeoi s k in g ”® He disdained the august trap p in g s  o f ro y a l 
^ —  ----- -— «'*=’-• and. h is  presence

power and made h.*s p a la c e /a s  a c c e s s ib le ,  in  h is  tise.* as the  -Hilt©
—̂ I ** \tJ^S 4f fr,fT* *»> J

-jouse and Andrew Jaoksoip— Karuslienev in  -;j1 p time*

c o lla re d  to  S ta lin *  has c er ta in ly  been Mr* lo c e s s ib il i ty *  whether i t  

be to  foreign  v is ito r s*  newsraen an«' diplom ats or to', whole foreign  • 

peoples in  h i#  wanderings abroad* tod Khrushchev has not been n bad 

barnstormer in  the Soviet Union e i th e r*



As the  two men are  comparable* so are  th e i r  regim es * Oiie. c h ie f  

fe a tu re  o f both t h e i r  regimes is  t h a t  the  re v o lu tio n a ry  class*  the 

French b o u rgeo isie  on the one hand* the  Soviet: Communist e l i te - o n  • 

the-o ther* -have  abandoned th e i r  id e o lo g ic a l preoccupations®  ' They now 

w ant a r e s p i te  from r e v o lu t io n a r y  s t r u g g l e .  They want to  l iv e  i t  up®

Louis H ii l ip p e  ch ee rfu lly  to ld  the  bourgeo isie*  !5.Gnrichi»aeB-vousn 

(Get r ic h  I ) **hrushchev i s  prom ising the  R ussians more Too 1% If0 i s

easing  up on p o lic e  t e r r o r *  He l*  l e t t i n g  them think* t a l k  and t r a v e l
l i t t l e  B ora. &«+" ^  M <?*pe C (» %  f u l o f i n j  flur+v o / i T ^

Living i t  up b rin g s  c o rru p tio n  w ith it®  B a lz a c  h a s _ lo f t  sca th in g

l i t e r a r y  accounts o f  th e ’ c o r r u p t io n  of the  rampant F re n ch  b o u rgeo isie

in  the l83Q ss and l8)<0fs .  The c r i t ic is m s  o f S ov ie t w r i t e r s  o f  .th e

Soviet e l i t e  have ju s t  begun* w ith  nove ls  l ik e  O u d in ta e v 'a  l o t  By Bread

41 one and P a s te rn ak 1 a -Or. Zhivago® Beyond th a t*  th e  " g o ld e n  y o u th "
i s

o f the USSR* th e  s p o i le f l  c h ild re n  o f Communist 1*uno11 o n a r i e s * soes a lread y

a
-f-he

an e s ta b lish e d  s o c ia l  phenomenon® And the  m a te r ia l  a c q u is it iv e n e ss  o f  

the  Common! ?t  e l i te *  i t s  p r e o c c u p a t io n  w ith  conspicuous consumption* 

i s  becom ing in c re a s in g ly  ev iden t®

he p eriod  o f  l i v i n g  i t  up i s  a lso  a p e rio d  o f  n a t io n a l  pride® •

'lone o f the th in g s  t h a t  the re v o lu tio n  s e t  o u t to  do a re  a c tu a lly *  ■

v is ib ly  b e in g  ac h ie v e d *  The F r e n c h s e t  o u t  to  dazzle  the  world w ith
-J^ d lc h e ir  le ad in g  l i g h t e d

i n t e l l e c t  an-' l i t e r a r y  genius# « 3 » ® § p a » s ia ta 8 f e ------ i n  th e  pnxludx

tim e o f Louis P h ilip p e  w ere sch o la rs  and .th in k e rs  lik e . T h iers and 

Guizot* who fig u red  p o w e rfu lly ,in  p o l i t ie s *  and w r i t e r s  lik e . B alzac  

and the  then  up-and-coming F lau b ert#  The S ov ie ts  s e t  ou t i n  1917 

to  c r e a te  a  f i r s t - c l a s s  t e c h n o lo g ic a l  so cie ty#  Under Khrushchev®

they amazed th e  world w ith  t h e i r  Sputn iks®  J3tdT]bo a  f a i t h f u l  s tu d e n t  

of h is to ry *  th e  launch ing  o f th e  Sputniks® or. o f some comparable 

te ch n o lo g ica l ach iev em en t*  should n o t have  b e e n  a su rp r ise ®



Like Mis©. Westerns experts should not have been su rp rise d  by the 

downfall o f M arshal mukov®' In  thij/post-outburst phae©, th e  thinking 
political, c i v i l  ©lit© Satft o f  th© re v o lu tio n  means to taste th© f r u i t s  

of triumph® They are  no t about t© l e t  the/military tak e  over® Louis 

P h ilip p e , Thiers and G uizo t, th e  th in k in g  le a d e rs  o f the bourgeoisie, 
were as l i t t l e  disposed to bow to  t&e s o ld ie rs  as Khrushchev, the  chief 
of the Communist P a r ty , was to  yield to  M arshal Zhukov® How can the 
p o li t ic /a n a  awing it, when the s o ld ie r s  seem ingly have the physical  ̂

power in  the country ? The politicians can swing i t  because they have
th© power of id e a s  within th e  army, which has been infiltrated from top

c _ r e m a i n i n g ^
to bottom with revolutionary ideology® As Zhukov fell, th^SovTet
marshals publicly swore their^ subservience f*o the Communist Party.

-In the time of Louis” P h il ip p e , the ‘M arshal Soult played a ro le
■ ^ S o u l t y

curiously like that of Zhukov® JfarHad been a brilliant campaigner under
Napoleon® He was also a political o p p o rtu n ity , which Zhukov too must
have been to gain the high position that he held un ’or Stalin. Soult
was in  exile after Napoleon’s fall? Zhukov slipped' to an obscure command
in  Stalin’s Czagiflt period. Soult"was restored.to  grace earlier than 

\  b u t xiie power he held as Louis Philippe *o Minister of War r 
Zhukov, ---- —-----

from 1830 to I83I4. wasSŝ o^^^^^g$B ator--/ / Soviet, m a rsh a l’s® Soult came

back into prominence six' years later, again with nominal powers® Is
there another ’’up*’ ahead in B u k o v ’s up-and-down c a re e r  ? And the
o p p o rtu n is tic  Soult allied h im se lf  w ith  the enemies of Louis Philippe
in  1'/||.6® Would it be s u rp r is in g  if Shukov, _ if  he is s t i l l  alive then,
would side witn th e  r i s i n g  a g a i n s t . the .Khrushchev regime that may be
expected around 19?0 t  '■.",

"" iftiough has been said to dem onstrate the rather striking corres­
pondence between two p e rio d s  In modem-history® The differences remains 
the  French an« the Russian revolutions take place in different nations.
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.the? a r e  made fey d i f f e r e n t  ty p e s  o f  menu- th e y  hav e  d i f f e r e n t  o b j e c t i v e s ,

th e y  a f f e c t  th e  b a la n c e  o f  g lobal- pother d i f f e r e n t l y .  But th© R u s s ia n

r e v o lu t io n ,  aeon  i n  t i l l s  ' l i g h t , -  became© a  hum anly  co m p reh en sib le*

u n iv e r s a l ly  d i g e s t i b l e  a f f a i r ,  n o t  a  w ild  and  d a rk  m y s te ry  p la y e d  o u t  • 
u o  . r t r w i f v ^ ' '
>J<Mflr'1»ie b a t t le m e n ts  o f  th e  K reirilln#  ̂ ■■ - r

, 1 1  " ' 

i f  th is  in terp reta tio n  I s  accepted, a s e r ie s  o f consequences

flow from It,« ‘

I t  stiould provide, a measure of. calm comfort ox» the prospects o f  

peace * _ There wap, no major war ’from I830 to 18I|*8, nor for th at natter 
for « o th e r  66' years beyond, that« Granted th at h is to r ic a l  evidence  

cannot .totirpn tn.i b© u tte r ly  co n c lu s iv e , lit 1 1 1 ,  I t  can b® a le g it im a te  

source o f hop©« She statesm en and th© .e lt is e n s  of today need only  

show the sens© and wisdcittg o f  .there. a century and a quarter ago. The 

g rea t,g o in g • fe a r , ©f co u rse ,.'is  th a t Khrtxshohev w il.l not manage, to  do 

so . But i f  French le a d e rs , emerging - trow a revo lu tion  as gh astly  in  

i t s  way as the Russian one, st&oeeeded in  simmering down, there i s  ,%ggF& 

ground to th in k -th a t Khrushchev may bo iter© s e t t le d  than some o f h is  

bibulous and trucu lent utterances Indicate# . • ,

period I 830- I 8I1.8 should bo  thoroughly studied  anew,

with a  s e a rc h in g  sch olarly  eye out for th fo r c e s , p r in c ip les  and

events that seem relevan t t o  th e  present# %io detached, te le sc o p ic

view  o f  e v e n ts  i n  Bib s ia  to d a y  m ig h t p ro v id e  u s e f u l  supplements and

corrections to  th© l i t t l e  th a t can be ' soon in  the Soviet Union with

til© m ked | newspaper-rsa^ in g  ©yo# H isto r ica l study would provide

a  fram e o f  reference fo r  In terp retin g  i n  depth the surface currents 
V preso»t>dsy ^

th at ove;rNttaag&K&$ ^ S oviet CcsmBisiim# And in  the career o f

a  s ta te  «man i i 2§v?ata&ers ton , who conduetod fo re ig n  p o licy  fo r  .’̂ sgland 

against Louis P h ilip p e, present American diplomats might fin d  many 

clues fo r  th e ir  own p o lic y  planning#



For the US appears as the successor to B r ita in  n o t only  in  term s

of power or in term s o f le a d e rs h ip  of a f r e e  world c o a li tio n *  Britain
f u l f i l l e d  a specific co n se rv a tiv e  m ission  a g a in s t the  French devolutions

contained the, re v o lu tio n a ry  fo rces#  so to aneaka upheld the
validity of the p re -re v o lu tio n a ry  t r a d i t io n s  and p r in c ip le s  ag a in s t.

radical# a ll-sw eep in g  im o v a t im g T ji  put .the e x te rn a l check on the
excesses of the French R evolu tion  u n t i l  France*© unique contribution

to Western c iv i l i z a t io n  could, become u se fu l to everyone« This# It
seems# is the n a tu re  of the U*3* rol© toward Russia®

In  the footsteps of .inland from H 30 to 18I-J.8# the U*S* today
appears to face three broad missions! limited struggle# expanding
peace and deepening Interpenetration between i t  and th e  USSR®

The. .o u tlin e s  of the US-U3SR s tru g g le  are plain enough to need

little e lab o ra tio n *  ■The technological battfb© i s  Joined# the 'c o n te s t

fo r  th e  Middle East smolders* A S o v ie t- In sp ire d  Communist bid for 
V*power in Indoneft&ft. waits in the wings* India looms as a major f i e ld

... ■— ■ - "pegyw w  v "

of East-West s tru g g le  as its economy flounders and th e  Communist's 
tighten their grip on the  Indian state of Kerala® In  .Africa as it
arises. & fig u r e s  school && in  *-

.. .................. <.• ■ . . - i  , - -
T -

1 be bidding

for the  allegiance of th® @x«c©l®nial peoples*

The French under Louis Philippe were «»pansionist too* But they iw-sued th e ir  

in a asor® conventional power “p o l i t ie s  fashion* not in  the revolutionary  inaras^" *

There is  reason to  th ink  that th e  Soviets nay f a l l  into th is pattern* let only ha®

Soviet ideological fervor ebbed; the foreign Oowstinist. parties have been badly ■ hurt 

by f ir s t  de«Stalinization and then ittmgasy* Also# the Soviets seek the respectability 

that -eones with ^Lploaaey aM hope to  shuck o ff sop® of the oditsa th a t  attaches tp 

conspiracy* low they tay  to win* ch ie fs  of s ta te  without sxactions of oaths of 

allegiance) they use a id  as much as a power levs«? as the creation of chaos* It i s  Soviet



.‘diplomacy# . rough; and tough# rather than Communist fanaticism # reck less  

and incendiary# that the 13*3#. faces today» She TJ»S* ought to  be able' 

to  cope b e t te r  w ith  the more "respectable0 USSR#

Amid struggles*. areas o f peace are l ik e ly  to  expand» I t^ ls  now 

p o ssib le  to tra v e l in  Bus'sla® I t  I s  even p o ss ib le  to  ta lk  to  Khrushchev 

such Conversations rap id ly  turn Into monologues on M s.part.« 

Russian- .s c ie n t is ts  turn up a t  foreign  conventions and Rir Man bigwigs 

turn ou t In foreign  ca p ita ls«  Cultural and educational exchanges arc 

growing« Unquestionably# these developments a rc  part off n new 

S ov ie t p u b lic  r e la t io n s  campaign* a lso  appear to  r e f le c t  a

S ovie t d esire  to  put cer ta in  f ie ld s  o f  a c t iv i t y  and behavior " off H iatts  

f o r  p o l i t i c a l  struggle« *a»is <ie~poll t lc a llss in g  deserves cautious« 

ju d icious TJ«S*. cooperation# • >.■•■•

, Vigorous com petition  w ith d u ssia  and ca refu l p a c if ic a t io n  o f  

whatever f i e ld s  can be p a c if ie d  are' e s s e n t ia l  to  the main need o f

th e  n ex t decade and a  h alf?  the’ In terpenetration  o f kucsla and America#
p f th© ■ ■ • . ' • .  ■ - ' . .

- Waat t h a t  America ho lds "»in tr u s t  **• v a lu es ;-lifee. ' - .

the Ö e» « tt**wc» freedom o f conscience# the %lti®h**wda freedom of- d 

property» ■ tfes l^©nch*won freedom o f  i&ought 5 must more and acre  work ’ 

.their -way Into  thé UtSR* BtowMir* must ‘a l s o ^ .  ’expècted - th a t scsb

o f the values proclaimed by the Russia^ revolution» -even i f  they have 

to  date been grievou sly  d isto rted  in  Russia Cat revolutioaaa^y jTanc© - 

dlatovtéd freedom of thought.}» w i l l  permanently work ifeelr way Into  

tsüe W éstem way o f l i f e #  „ ■ " • ' ■’ ■■

In fa ct»  Gcmssainlsm has probably already won as much o f  an 

Id eo lo g ica l v ic to ry  as i t  I s  ever going to# I t  purports to  stand  

for.-fee r ig h ts  o f  the, working, class® I t  a lso  claim s th a t those r ig h ts  . 

panpot be fu l ly  a tta in ed  u n less the s ta te  vuns the economy« I« I t  

not very l ik e ly  th a t .American labor owes something o f  I t s  prodigious 

progress to  the S ov iet Union# which by Its, emergence’ declared that



to  doyday of old^asliiewd w  mmw ? And is Umm rot
st esroooticm fe&troro tb® V.zm o a l# y&mm' tbo'TfcS* gc^w®&e*it took error 

a » « mot?® o f  » sfM m sitd lity  fo r  t o  ?$*% mmxmv# m<i Soviet s ta t s  

plstm icg o f mmxm£m$ m&tUmn to  may# 1&1© &»s aotbing to . doxtdth 
t o  m lnsr a s iw tf« »  t o t  lalmr "uni««® m&M&im  o f
biteiWKis <i*e ’Slade** I t  i s  « e ly  a roaeSsidar tlm t xx> m tior* 1© tem ro  . - 

to  t o  te»«mfloits forooe o f  m woPltaJlde rotfoltttltt» Mtasg im$x&y 

oorotod is ©aotor nation» . , •. ■ - ■■ 1 ■ ■:.
%« tt*s* in © till iri t o  proceas o f mooting «m otor 

pvdblm . lsropcuraible ft»« to Qamm & at ld*oiogi-*tt chaUcsog® t iStm 

profeS**! 'Si® n o is ily  tsnwpetoa t o
oqaal p ilo ts  of th© p^X etarim t» • -Jisd ffcSte $®gppo®s# in  t«?»® o f adoial 

met «oonon'd s t a t o r  hove, t o n  t o  x to U s ta la t o f t o  tM s. Again* I t  

i s  tMNlXy a eolnoldtano* t o t  t o r i * »  SO©»®« ahoaid b® »tridtag t o i *  
g roeto fc  s tr id e s  ft*wB?d during tb s  period  o f t o  Scarlet p w o la tl« » ;

Soviet v©g£n© did a n tin g  cti®*#«ftiy f t»  tbo Jt»pi«wia 
^og^os Jpr.tbfip* Conuaniaai lias »Sly 'fetod, to  aoqpldit tbe gpieronoaa o f . 
M10 Itegp©?*' Bat tti© Tl*sv as, a i& olfi-^spaicfeil to  tho Id ea l 

to o d

I « 1 :!■ " « t o  to fore in
to Ud at precisely this time® fhe ^ritish in 1832 passed t o  ®e£©n® lo t»  the most 

decisive extension ©f t o  franchise in British history* Parliamentary reform* t o  
elimination of .to  rotten boroughs* m m  first® Elimination of the rotten boroughs 
in t o  c itie s  filmed® In the US» t o  Bixpreim  Court f ir s t  ruled nati®ially on 

integration. How the states are painfully* piecemeal implementing the court order® 
It w@aM seem that there is an intimate connection between liberalization in the 
anti®rOT@luticasary nations and -to LouiB-PMlippe-^l'inMhchev- Mai ©£ let up in the . 
revolutionary nations« -----



* -f V ' e v o i u ' f i r < J  v/J u“f  / ok  G ibci t  <? ^
■^g^aaae^4-4>y re s re l« tlon«4 ' -. ■ ■ ■ . - '\  ,

SI© US had kept the  deR&stlo -peace ..by b rin g in g  re v o lu tio n a ry

p rin e ip le a  Into harmony w ith  I t s  own trad itio n s®  For R ussia’s domestic

peaee# eh© m ust In te g ra te  Westerns -tra d itio n s  in to  hep revolutionary

her-ttfige® th is#  r a n ' more than  foreign  adventure, Is. the  essence of . •

Khrushchev’s problem® kxke His .l ib e r a lis a t io n  program suggests that .he

e ith er  know# I t  - or l a  um ciiseionsly . attending to  I t#  I*he. Soviet Union#

In  5t s surge to  world pother# has t r a in e d  up an in f l u e n t i a l  i n t e l l i g e n t s i a

and a strong managerial# fu n c tio n a ry  -c la s s ». . Oaat c la s s  now wants

some t r a d i t io n a l  Western r ig h ts#  and the  r ig h t s  must be granted because

th© regime depends on the p u lin g  class® S ig n if ic a n tly #  seme S ov ie t 
r j  ■ a -  " — --------- — --------- m t s m & t —

s c ie n t i s t s  have a lre ad y  gained »jBnt freedom o f conscionco th a t  they  

could refuse to  work on th© hudrogen bomb# w ith o u t'b e in g  punished fo r  

i t#  Soviet s tu d en ts  and w r ite r s  a re  c a u tio u s ly  p re s s in g  f o r  ---the 

r ig h t  to  think# 111 o f them a re  p re s s in g  fdr more m a te r ia l_ b e n e fits#  

p ro p erty  rights®  The W este rn isa tio n  of Russia* in  those...sensep# I s  

tinder way* \ny th ing  th© U3 can do to  a s s i s t  I t  w i l l  c o n tr ib u te  to  

R ussia’s t r a n q u i l l i t y  a t  home* and jEteessky to  her re d in te g ra t io n  Into  

U ostcm  c iv ilis a t io n ®

. How f a r  w i l l  Khrushchev g e t w ith  W esternisation ? ■ The evidence

fr o -1 Louis P h il ip p e ’s day "indicates th a t  Khrushchev w i l l  b© ab le  to  

take care o f the wants o f  th© R ussian e lite®  Louis P h ilip p e  d id  manage, 

to  p leas® 'th e  bourgeoisie®  But Khrushchev or auraecsn® l i k e  him w il l  

probably not s a t i s f y  the Russian people  as a whole® They a re  l ik e ly  

to  r i s e  a g a in s t  h i s  ru le#  as suggested* about 1 9 7 b* \ .

(hat p erio d  m y  w ell be store danger one th an  the one today® ' The 

Russian masses then  may fa s te n  t h e i r  hopes on a t in -p o t S ta lin #  the  

way the French a f t e r  X8I4.8 chose Hapoleon IIX® But. I f  the U®3® w ise ly  

and ‘ten aciou sly  fo llow s I t s  h i s t o r i c  mandate fo r  th e  n ext If? years#



* -f r<*v/olu“f /o n .  e* ii> < rt& s

W© ITS had kept the domes t i e  pea©©; by h r  Inging re v o lu tio n a ry  

princip led in to  harmony w ith  i t s  own trad itions® -' For Russla*s dom estic 

peace , she-m ost Integrate .Western tr a d it io n s ' in to  h e r  re v o lu tio n a ry  

heritage® This, f a r  more than  fo re ig n ' adventure® Is  the  essence of • 

Khrushchev's problem®»»»» His. l i b e r a l i s a t i o n  program suggests th a t .h e  

e ith er  knowjs i t  o r  i s  unconsciously attending to  it® The- Sov iet Union, 

l a  5t s surge .to  world power, lifts t r a in e d  up an in f l u e n t i a l  in t e l l ig e n t s ia  

and a strong managerial, functionary class® That c la s s  now wants 

some tr a d it io n a l Western r ig h ts , and the r ig h t s  must he granted because 

the regime' depends on the ru l in g  class® S ig n if ic a n t ly ,  nano S ovie t 

s c ie n t i s t s  have already gained-.isksi freedom of conscience that' they  

coulr refuse to  work on the hudrogen bomb, w ithou t being; punished fo r  

it® Soviet s tu d en ts  and w r ite r s  are c a u tio u s ly  p re s s in g  f o r  the  

r ig h t  to  think® 111 of them are p re s s in g  for  more m ateria l b e n e f i ts ,  

property r i g h t s .  The W esternization of R ussia, in  those sense?, I s  

under way* Inything the US can do to a s s i s t  i t  w i l l  contribute to

Russia *a tr a n q u illity  a t  home, and Mammk# to  h e r  red in tegration  in to  

Western c iv ilisa tio n ®

How far  w i l l  Khrushchev g e t with W estern ization . ? The evidence - 

frow Louis P h ilip p e  *s day "indieat© a th a t  Khrushchev w il l  be ab le  to  

take care o f the  wants o f the Russian e lite®  Louis Philippe did manage , 

to  please the b o u rgeo isie . But Khrushchev or someone 1 ike h i»  w il l  

probably not s a t is fy  Hi© R ussian people as a whole* Siey a re  l ik e ly  . 

to r i s e  a g a in s t h i s  r u l e ,  as  suggested , about 1970* ' ,

’■hat p e rio d  say  w ell be more dangerous th an  Hie one today® The 

Russian masses then  may f a s te n  t h e i r  hopes on a t in -p o t S ta lin , the' 

way the French a fte r  l8if.8 ©hose H&poleen 111* But i f  Hi© U®3* w ise ly  

and ten aciou sly  fo llow s I t s  h i s t o r i c  mandate f o r  Hie next if? y ea rs .



it should also bfe- able to fond off tfeo fjpooh porll’ of too 1970*0»
iiid fiipolec® XIT% IXX*«fat@d bow» %n the son» gemis»
peace *£thln tfee tfootsrr. wcK&d-noy be looked, foa? w .® «3 SQ85»

If; n i l l  be iiigh  time» to©» as®»* Very l l t e l j p  tbo  tJ»$» and

itesia.vdH need to eotibSs*» araaiwt tibo gswfag peril of Bod (Mm* 
^roC <~hi *#- ***? b e # e  *r<s\foht(cvia*y (Zossf* «-£ t-Ae xis~t c$%toc\/0 lot that hl&towj gaaa?anteoa the» thing©» But it points to
.th®% and Its hints shoald  sot be' ignovod* ~' , . / .


