176,

latter. They are seen as too self-confident, deprived of any self-criticism,
not sociable and with closed personalities. I am far from undersizning such
such prejudice. As far as I can say, the Japanese are intensely rich in
emotions, truly sociable, at times in the best Polish tradition, and they
have a sense of humor. They are in love with classical music and the fact
that Chopin is one of their favorites is dear to the heart of every Pole.
The Japanese are a people who is argumentative and tolerant of somebody el-
se's views and, my impression is, they are much gentler than other nationals
in defending their standpoint.

Having said this, I cannot help revealing my other opinions of the Japanese.

The firgt thing I would like to emphasize is the fact that, whether Japan
Japan wants it or not, she presently has many responsibilities because of
her status in the world. Never before has she held a similar position.

True that, in the past, Japan already had a high-ranking status. At one
time, she was militarily perhaps the third largest power in the world. Eco-
nomically, however, and this in spite of her territories which were larger
that the present ones, she was not among the first five most powerful count-
ries. On the per capita basis, she was almost a developing country or, in
today's calssification, a ®'‘'newly industrialized couwtry'' /NIC/. Japan en-
tered the industrialization era with delay. The same concerns her search
for colonies in which search she followed the world fashion of the time -
using arms instead of wits and toils. However, she expanded in a fashion
hardly matched by anybody.

Paradoxically, when Japan lost the last World War and became '‘'expansionist'’
by the said wits and toils, she grew to a status of might and dignity never
known before. She has been firmly placed among the most developed countries
and one can hardly visualize what, short of war, could deprive her of it.
There are even chances that this present status of Japan may furthermore im=-
prove, Being only second to the US in the non-Communist world, and having
an economiﬂ?otential nearly twice as big as that of the Federal Republic
of Germany, Japan, willy nilly, has become '‘somebedy'' in this world. Hard-
ly nothing, in today's world, is thinkable without Japan's voice. And if, to-
day, that voice may be sounding not too strongly, tomorrow, it can be thun-
derous.

However, one must also say, that that highly renowned postwar status of
Japan has been gained in less than one generation. And almost everybody
has been caught by surprise because of that, Japan included. The hard-wor-
king and well-organized Japanese, wishing to forget the bitter past, turned
their efforts to peaceful work. This was their blessing. The American occu-

pation, dictated not by vengeance, but by the ideals of Democracy and Chris-
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tian forgiveness, have only released new forces which had been earlier cur-
bed by eXcessive state control and militarism, Moreover, thanks to par-
ticularly advantageous external conditions, at least until the early 1970's,
Japan has dwarfed anything registered by the annals of world economic de-
velopment.

But successes also pose new dilemmas. The undisputed achievements of
Japan have created some serious disproportions in th distribution.

wome people in the world, as well as many Japanese, say that Japan has
become an economic giant but, at the same time, is a political and even the
more so, military '‘'dwarf''. That particular word is naturally too pejora-
tive and much exaggerated but, nevertheless, widely repeated.

The political status of Japan in the world is n o t commensurate to her
economic status. Although member of the United Nations Organization, Japan
has no permanent membership in the Security Council. This, in itself, ex-
cludes her from the ''RBig Five'' who have veto power.

Japan's voice in the world's political affairs is thus not to her size.
Being, economicaﬁ%yit§ggli§ird most important nation in the world, she is
not among the fiveVmost important nations. The same is true of some other po-
litical matters, especially those resulting from alliances. Not being member
of any politico-military alliance, such as NATO, and having bilateral tea-
ties quite neutral in nature, she is automatically excluded from the '‘'great
powers' ‘game'' which takes place in the world. At best, she is only occasio-
nally consulted and this, not by the main powers.

Military matters look even much worse.

As already mentioned above, Japan became dangerously dependent on her ex-
ternal "'life-lines''. Even because of this very fact, she is obliged to
pay more attention to securing her existence. Economic strangling of Japan
is easier than that of any other developed country.

Although Japan is the third economic power in the world, she is not even
among the first ten military powers, Her defense spending, approximately 1
per cent of her GNP, is almost without precedence in the world because of
its insignificance. 2y all standards, it is too low, but there is a strong
internal opposition to revise that share upward, although a movement in
this direction exists.

In this field, I am far from not understanding the Japanese. The last war
has left deep scars in the Nation's attitudes and one must realize this.
Moreover, the victorious Americans were only too eager to make sure that
Japan will never again be a military power. Fven the new Japanese Constitu-
tion was tailored accordingly. Resides, the American defense umbrella has

not only worked effectively but, at first, brough even some windfall benefits.
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Furthermore, any return, by Japan, to her military might, may still not
be too well envisioned by the Americans and the Japanese themselves. It
would outrage not only the Soviets but also the Chinese, the North Koreans
and even the South Koreans, the Phillippinos, the Indonesians and the Thais,
the Taiwanese and surely the Vietnamese. The issue is thus not an easy one.

But, at the same time, it is true that even the most becessary and rela-
tively modest improvements in Japanese defense, more than once carefully
screened and thoroughly discussed domestically and with the Americans, face
serious political and economic constraints. And they are dangerously delayed.
This comes at a time when Soviet Far Fast forces, the $5-20's including,
are rapidly expanding and tension in the Korean Peninsula is growing. More-
over, with American attention diverted to Central America and the Middle
Fast, not saying about growing tensions in the already heavily armed Euro-
pean region, the situation is egpecially disturbing, if viewed in the broa-
der context.

Yet, many Japanese continue to be almost devout in their attachment to a
sometimes ill-conceived peace., Any call of an American warship on a Japanese
port, almost always invites angry uproar. Any other defense steps, even le-
gal changes in the country's defenses, meet with road blocks. Many young
people consider military service as contemptous. And many lofty leftists
ideas on ‘‘'peace’' matters have indeed taken deep roots.

Although it is true that Japan is much less leftists than than many deve-
loped Western European, as well as some developing, countries, it is equally
true that '‘anti-war'’leftism is stronger in Japan than elsewhere. Japane-
se Socialists are far more ''anti-war'' and anti-American tham French Socia-
lists, Eritish laborists nad West German Socio-Democrats. The same is true
of Japanese Communists whose attitude on the said matters is in no way com-
parable to the Italian and even French Communists. ''Doves'' are even far
more numerous among the Japanese conservatisis than elsewhere in the world.

What more, Japanese businegs circles feel very strongly about separating
trade from politics. This feeling is stronger than in Western Europe, not
saying about the US.

Japanese mass media and the intellectual community are far more timid in
criticizing Communism and the USSR, than is the case with their traditional-
ly liberal counterparts in Western Europe and North America.

Why is it so? Are the Japanese less aware of the dangers posed by Communism
and the USSR? Are they less experienced here?

I must admit that I sough the answer to this question more than once,
since this very issue is very decisive not only for Japan's future, but also

for Freedom and Democracy. I avail myself to deal with it for a while.
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Being an impartial odsider, I think I understand some of the JApanese
rationales behind the said attitudes,

Japan, many of her countrymen believe, although without saying it openly,
can make ''better tusiness on peace than on war''.

That is definitely true., Fut if only peace or war were to depend on sole-
ly Japan! By not arming herself too much and not offending Communism and the
USSR, Japan believes that she may be somehow ''left outside'' in any futu-
re conflict., Yet, any future conflict would be most certainly global, nuclear
perhaps,., With US presence in Japan, the country is automatically exposed to
Soviet blows. Without that preence, howevey Japan's freedom and democracy
would disappear in a matter of days.

Japan's alternatives are thus limited nowadays. She must chose. There sim-
ply exists no thrd way out. And it would be highly dangerous to attempt its
search,

But there is another tacit ratbnale, too.

The Japanese feel embittered that the treatwment they received, during the
last world war was too humiliathg. The atomic bombs are an important factor
here. To a large extent this is also my feeling. There was something of a
racial elemant in this war. On both sides, to be precise. The US had treated
even its own Japanese citizens in a way which ggs satisfaction only now.

US Germans did not get the same treatment, although it was Germany who, like
Japan declared war on the US and not vie versa.

Us behavior, however, was nothing compared to the Soviet one. The latter,
without any pretext at all, and without having transmitted to the US, the
Japanese peace suggestions, attacked Japan ferociously. Had the USSR been
in the possession of atomic bombs, it would have surely dropped them on
Japan. The treatment the Soviets gave to the Japanese POW's has no scale of
comparison to the treatment given them by the US. Tens of thousands of Ja-
panese POW'ﬂéerished in Soviet camps. Those who remined spent years in sla-
ve labor and many lost their health.

Unfortunately, in Japan, not enough publicity is given to this, If the US
was perhaps provocative by giving Japan the ultimatum which led to war and,
if later, it dwelled on the unconditional surrender, then it is also true
that there were some reasons btehind.

There was nothing of this sort on the Soviet side. Tesides this being sheer
revenge for the war lost in 1904, it was dictated by purely imperialistic
designs. Japan lost the possessed territories not to the US but to the USSR,
Hopefully, they are not lost forever, but, for the time being they are in
Soviet hands.

The US gave no harsh treatment to the Japanese with the exception of Pre-
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mier Tojo and others whom it put on trial. On the contrary, Japan was helped
both economically and pditkally. The latter was an effort to bring her demo-
cracy. Japanese twditions were honored , the Fmperor's throne was preserved
although its prerogatives limited. But then, they have never been too great
beforehand. I am more than certain that had the Red Army occupied Japan,

the country would be still bleeding for all true and invented acts of the
past. Economically, Japan woilld be living in dire poverty and culturally,

she would simply cease to be herself.

Yet, somehow, the Japanese seem to be more emotional about the Americans
than about the Russians., Not that they treat the former with more hostili-
ty than the latter but they have some sort of a ''complex'' before the Ameri-
cans. This has surely nothing to do with inferiority. It has to do with
some kind of pretense that od the Americans one should demand more than of
the Soviets and that, what they have done, requires a different yardstick.

But if I understand all that, I still cannot understand where such ratio-
nale, shaped on the past, may lead. Where and when does it end? Especially
that the Americans themselves have objectively examined their past attitu-
des towards Japan and have found that they have not always been wise. What
else should they say or do? Should they pack up nad leave Japan? Perhaps
before the last American GI would leave Japan, the Red Army would be already
pouring in.

However, I also try to understand the Japanese and to see their problems.
Former Prime Minister Fukuda had asked the Americans whether they wanted
Japan to be a superpower. They did not answer in the affirmative.

To be a superpower without taking into account certain aspects, would ta-
ke years, even for such an economic and technological giant as Japan. Nu-
clear weapons, which Japan could most certainly do by herself, could be a
problem for her. Where to make the underground and atmospheric tests? How
to test the delivery systems? Japan's tests could trigger off more tests
elsewhere and could lead to a preemptive blow blow from somewhere.

Thus, there should be a ''middle road’'': not too much and not too little,
just as much as is presently necessary. This is perhaps quite a frustrating
proposition to many Japanese who cannot see the sense of being ''neither
fish nor fowl'' in their military status. And one cannot deny logic to
this attitude.

But, at the same time, they should rather opt for less, when faced by the
''more or less'' alternative. Gone are the years when the US could have both
butter and guns. It cannot have both.Not easily at least. When seeing others

who are not too preoccupied with their own defenses or even taking advanta-

ge of the strained US economy, the US may become frustrated. Fither it will
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start pulling out from certain areas and shortening the defense perimeters,
or it will react otherwise. Protectionism is one possibility. In both ca-
ses, others have more to lose than to gain.

Japan is basically right when she says that she deisres to promote peace
throughout the world and, first of all, the ban on nuclear weapons. No other
country is more authorized to seek this. That is true. At the same time, how-
ever, we all live in a real world, whose image is unfortunately far from
ideal. What worse, it becomes ever more frightening. Only that many people
pretend not to see this.

Therefore, mere appeals for peace, if not supported by other actions, may
fall on deaf ears, One of such supporting actions is deterrence.

Japan is simply too great and too strong economically to be primarily ''do-
vish'' in her policies. She should not, necessarily be ''hawkish'', but
a one string violin is no instrument for her to play on. ¢he is too sophis-
ticated for that., And her responsibilities are far too great. I know that
Japan understands this perfectly, although somehow, at least until very re-
cently, she refrained from saying this openly.

I fully sympathize with all Japanese official pledges that Japan's con-
tribvution to the fight against totalitarianism is her contribution to the
assistance for the developing coutries. That is a very timely and noble ac-
tion and should be pursued as energetically as possible. The contests bet-
ween Freedom and Democracy on the one hand and Totalitarianism on the other,
is not only confined to military affairs. The contemporary world is far
more complicated than that.

Eut I would be dishonest if I would not say that this alone is not the most
effective way of fighting Totalitarianism. The latter has become simply too
aggressive., Moreover, it has practically got away with impunity. Whether this
concerns its conquests in Touth-Fast Asia, Africa, Afghanistan and Central
America or an unprecedented “oviet military build-up, the military crack-
down in Poland and the unrelented fight against dissidence in the USTR, the
signs are clear and ominous. Totalitarianism is on the offensive and acce-
lerates its tempo. For this simple reason, Freedom and Democracy must, un-
fortunately, make choices between long-run and short-run objectives. It
seems that the latter should be preferred. There are certain emergencies
nowadays and they should be dealt with countervailing emergencies,

These are painful choices. That's true. Eut, unfortunately, one does not
always do what one pleases but what one must do.

I should =till like to say more.

The moral side of the problem is far more important than all the cold cal-

culations based on certain qualitative factors.
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The world, despite all ite religious and humanitarian attitudes, has ne-
ver been too strong in its moral posture. There have always been many °''ra-
tionales'' compromising the truly moral codes. And Mankind has never been
free of all sorts of man-made horrors. With the progress of civilization,
paradoxically enough, those horrors have become even more frightening. And,
for the first time, in Man's history the very existence of Mankind is threa-
tened by Man himself., This very fact calls for a basic revision of all human
behaviors. Cne cannot simply tolerate any ®'‘rationales'' which are
based only on sheer violence and lies. Any complacence about their existence
cannot be tolerated either. If the world is really to survive, then
it must reject violence and lies and abide only by tolerance and compromi-
se, Nothing less than that. If, in the past, certain acts could be somehow
tolerated, or even explained, they canno t be so any longer.

Mankind has accumulated too much experience and all truly moral principles
are so universally known that one acnnot claim ignorance as to the meaning
of words and acts. Fverything is known and everybody knows it. Even in the
least developed countries. And what to say about those with old civiliza-
tions? What about those who are sophisticated? Can they claim ignorance?

Yet, it is true_that Totalitarianism, mostly Communist and mostly Soviet-
style, does not only exist but claims to be the ''future of Mankind'' and
"'‘scientific''., It is definitely on the march threatening even to use force
to further its cause. Like in Afghanistan, Cambodia, Poland or El Salvador.
It does not shy away from nuclear blackmail. And all this takes place already
after another brand of totalitarianism had already been judged and put on
trial at Nuremberg.

I myself broke with Totalitarianism because of my moral revulsion. There
simply exists limits of tolerance to violence and lies. These limits are
especially demanded of those whose intellectual level and simple human integ-=
rity are expected to exist. Such people are o b1 1 g e d to understand
certain words and deeds, if Mankind is to survive. If crime and cheating
are to be endlessly tolerated, whether because of sheer cynicism, egoism
or even fear, then the days of Mankind are counted. Or, at least Ttefore the
turn of this century, we may be living in an Orwellian world, not worthy
of Man. OUr load of knowledge and experience is far too big for this to
happen, The contemporary world is not ruled by small children or hopeless
ignorants.

However, with such an obvious state of affairs, it is quite disturbting
that many people throughout the world, Japan included, continue to belittle
the dangers posed hy Totalitarianism. They naively believe that, in fact,

it is not as bad as that or that it may gradually mature and turn into a
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truly humane civilization. Only that it shall devour anything lying on its
way.

May I say that I have always wanted to believe precisely in such an evo-
lution, although not through devouring of others. And, finally, my belief
was frustrated all the way down. Nobody can say that I was impatient. For
36 years, 3 months and 3 dayg, i.e. as long as I stayved in the Communist
movement, not only did I try to believe in "'positive changes'', but I myself
tried to make them. All this only to realize, in the end, that these ''posi-
tive changes'' which had definitely taken place, were one day rolled back.
And there is no perspective of returning to the already existing situation.

Communism and the USSR have not changed for better. They have degenera-
ted even more. What could have once been considered as folly, utopia or
sheer ignorance, cannot any longer be considered as such.

Communism, a ''scientific'’' ideology, has had a lot of occasions in the
last 66 years to prove, in practice, hos good it can make its promises, Ins-
taed, it proved, beyond any doubt, that its truths are myths.

Strange is this '‘'scientificity'' of Communism, when its last ''scien-
tist'', Lenin, died almost 60 years ago and his ''scientific discoveries''
never went beyond sheer terror used for the creation of a totalitarian state
ruled by a monoparty system,

That is practically the only truth which remains valid in '‘'scientific
Socialism'', All the rest is composed of mythe. Communist society is nei-
ther classless nor egalitarian, neither does the proletariat rule, nor
are the people rewarded according to their work nor will they soon be re-
warded according to their needs. ''Communism does not beat Capitalism with
higher productivity'' and it is not free of crises, as Poland's example
vividly demonstrated.

Moreover, nothing has been left of other '‘'higher values''. Chauvinism
and nationalism continue. o does aggression, recently even against other
Communiet countries.

Material life in Communist countries remains in no relation to labor inputs
and the standard of living is diproportionately low compared to the level
of industrialization and natural resources' endowment. The highly adver-
tised spiritual life is even more miserable. People living under Communism
do not know their won history or that of others. They read,see and listen
what is to be read, ceen and listened to. Crime is rampant although it was
supposed to disappear. What worse new kinds of crimes have been established,
especially those of the Party and State againgst the individuals,

Massive evidence has been gathered to support the above. N o bt o d y

can say that he or she does not know what real Communism is in fact. Uot be-
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lieveing revelations concerning it is by no means an excuse. That is even
not naiveté, but simply b ad w il 1l or, crime by association. And those
who participate in the Communist movement, especially if the circumstances
do not force them to do this, cannot even claim that they do not know what
they are doing.

I myself knew what I was doing. Had I lived in free and democratic Poland,
I would have probably never joined the Communist movement. Put I did and I
do not try to belittle my own responsibility for that. Although, in my un-
derstanding, at least, I did more good than bad to Poland. And yet, it is
true that many people could have thoughﬂbtherwise.

Thus, each human being with some intellect, or even simple integrity, can-
not claim that he or she does not know what Communism is atout and this,
in spite of all the attractiveness of its slogans and promisesg. Moreover,
Communism, nowadays, is not merely an ideology alone. This would be by far
a legser evil. what Mankind actually witnesses is state Communism, mainly
in the form of the USSR, And, because of that, the matter is far more se-
rious. Aggressive and simplistic ideology, combined with traditional Rus-
gian imperialism and the USSR's vast and various resources, supplemented
by those of the countries under Soviet domination, pose a formidabe threat
to Freedom and Democracy. And Japan is thus endangered.

Ae I have said, this is a very serious matter. I know not only Communism
but also the Soviets. From my very childhood. I heard about the Soviets even
from the accounts of my father who fought them in 1920. In July 1644, I saw
Soviet paratroopers, still later, in January 1945, I could observe the Red
Army. And ever since, I saw the Soviets almost incessantly. I travelled
several times to the USSR and had very close official and persona}lgalations
with many Soviets. In the years 1¢77-1979, I was even in the SovietV''think
tank'', composed also of Fast Furopeans, with the exception of Rumanians,
Cubans and Mongols. During the meetings, the discussions concerned the
means of advancing Communist and “oviet interests throughout the world.

Having thus both experiences behind me, I can speak with some authority
on the issue of Communism and Soviet imperialism, And I think I will not
offend the Japanese, when I will ovvasionally make some references to them,
in this context.

Communism, without its Soviet fortress, would have most probably disinteg-
rated long ago, or would have been preached by some lunatics only and so,
dismissed as an innoccent human folly.

Unfortunately, the matters did not go this way. The Communist revolution

in Russia has devoured tens of millions of lives. It scared the Germans

who, being afraid of Communism, fell into the Nazi trap. The Nazis, toge-
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ther with the Soviets, pushed the world towards World War II. There is

much evidence supporting the view that had Stalin not played the fool with
France and England and not signed the pact with Hitler, the latter might
have not attacked Poland and conflagrated World War II, something for

which Stalin himself had paid in new millions of Soviet lives /though this
was probably far from bothering him/. The "econd World War alerted the UT
and hence her ultimatum to Japan and Japan's response in Pearl Harbour. Yet,
Stalin's mockery paid off.

The victorious UTSR took half of Furope, half of Xorea, destroyed, en
route, the Japanese armies in Manchuria strengthening thus the Chinese Com-
munists, who later took over China. This was done, to be sure, at the cost
of tens of millions of lives.

After entering Furope and conguering new lands, some of them being Japa-
nese, the USSR rose to the status of a superpower. Thanks to that, it has
challenged Freedom and Democracy throughout the world., It was the UT“R who
was behind the Korean war. It provided equip_ment and other assistance which
led to the war's stalemate. In fact, it is also the U"R who was behind the
US defeat in Indochina and behind the millions of lives lost in result. The
USSR, together with ite Cuban satellite, is behind the seizures of power
by Communist puppets in Angola, Mozambique and Ethiopia., The Soviets also
back BWAPO, Gadhafi and various turbulences in Africa., Further, the crisis
in the Middle East and that tn Central America are also fomented by the USSR,
The blackmail of Western Furope with nuclear and conventional-chemical assault
forces comes from the Soviet Union. Because of this,Western Furope is vir-
tually indefensible without strong American nuclear deterrence. The same
tlackmail is now being applied towards Japan.,

And finally, it is the Soviet Union who, in December 1979, swept into Af-
ghanistan. For the first time, it committed an aggression beyond its immedia-
te zone of domination. The Vietnamese were pushed, by the USTR, to attack
Cambodia and, perhaps, one day, it will also push them to attack some other
countries. And, last but not least, it is the USR which, by refusing to
negociate responsibly on any armg reduction and control, has oushed Mankind
towards the waste of resources. In the whole postwar period, this waste has
already attained trillions of dollars which are so necessary elsewhere. In
a world where most of Mankind lives below decent human standards such a drain
on economy is simply a criminal act.

Thus, one cannot be indifferent to what the Soviets say or do. With one
hand, they sign the Helsinki Accords and, with the other, theyv put hehind

bars all those who want to monitor these very accords in the U R, What

duplicity!
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The Foviets, whose behavior has been that much convincingly unmasked by
a nmultitude of witnesses many of whom are from the USSR itself, like A.Sol-
zhenitsyn, V.PFukovski and others, must be closely watched. They are armed
with most lethal weapons and have, by no means, produced any sort of evi-
dence which would prove that they will not use them one day. All 14 arms
agreements signed by them until this day, have been summarily violated.

How then, can one believe them?

Therefore, all responsible people, throughout the world, have the d ut vy
to be vigilant. And this means that they have to be vigilant today, for
tomorrow may bte too late. One can only regret that this vigilance was hard-
ly existent yesterday and that even today, it is dubious. “ome people still
try to defy hard facts and naively believe in something which does not
exist!

The Japanese living in the world's second biggest and viable demorracy in
the world have special responsibilities to this end. I do not think that
I offend them when I say this frankly. I would never say this if I were not
somewhat concerned about the state of affairs in Japan.

Let me return again to Japan's defenses which are such a touchy problem
for most of the Japanese. I have earlier sald that I understood all the un-
easiness of Japan on this issue, Yet, it is true that Japan's contribution
to the defense of Freedom and Democracy is somewhat too modest.

I know only too well that Japan's budget is highly deficitary and any in-
creased defense spendings could further upset it. At the same time, I also
know that the issue is virtually negligea®le in money terms. RBetween what
Japan does and what she could do, according to Javanese defense experts,
the gap ig of only several hundred millions of dollars annually. This means
that only a minuscule fraction of the GNP is involved here.

Without offending any body, I simply cannot understand how it is that
Japan's economy cannot carry such a minuscule extra burden. From my own
observations, I can tell that those disputed funds are razher easily obtai-
nable. Once I say this, I should be more specific. In this respect, I see
at least two sources where only some economics could close the matter.,

Cne concerns the lavish receptions so much frequent in Japan. The hosting
business community dwarfs anything I have ever seen elsewhere in the world.
As far as I know, the funds spent on such occasions, naturally tax deduc-
tible, surpass those spent for defense., These receptions, whose commereial
effectiveness seems a bit questionable, to me, and which seem to contrast
with overall life styles in Japan, have always made me gasp. Their splen-

dor would suffer no way, if only their costs were cut by 10 per cent. I

think that over 1 billion dollars could be saved in this way.
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The same is true of subsidies on agriculture. The fact that Japan must
have her own agriculture is beyond anv doubt. That this agriculture nust
be subsidized is also true. But, it is also true that surpluses of rice be-
come chronic and cost too much, Moreover, with the present way of subsidi-
zing them, no perspectives of settling the issue seem to be valid. A cut
of 10 per cent in subsidies would, in fact, not change the present state
of affaire, but would yield a significant amount of money, Added to other
cuts in agricultural subsidies, this would mean another 1 tillion dollars
in savings,

The two above reductions in spendings, could more than settle the most
urgent needs of Japan's defense., Fspecially that the latter seem most rea-
sonable. More interceptors, better equipment and ammunition depots for ground
forces as well as effective patrolling of cea-lanes in North-Western Paci-
fic, are not exaggerated defense demands. In fact, they only raige the
''nuclear threshold'', making it possible to beat off the Soviet conven-
tional attack by conventional means and, without recourse, by the S, to
nuclear weapons at the initial stage of the conflict. This is also in the
best interest of Japan. Not saying that, once Japan has self-defense for-
ces, they should be credible. This makes sense in purely economic terms even.

I am sorry to have gone into some details, but this was only because I felt
that I was obliged to be more specific once I had expressed my general views,
As far as I know the Japanese, they do not like idle talk and demand that
the views presented to them be concrete. In a very limited way, I had to
comply to this demand. Ctherwise, generalizations could only invite ambigui-
ties., Still, there is another delicate matter on which I rather hesitate to
speak openly,.

It concerns counterintelligence services in Japan,

In the past, Japan was a superpower btoth in intelligence and in counter-
intelligence. When it comes to the latter, the ''Sorge case'' is much to
the point here. However, in the postwar period, because of a rather small
emphasis on the country's defense and a weakly developed production of com-
bat equipment, Japan played down the importance of her counterintelligence.
And then, for years, Japan's science and technology, in general, were rather
a repetition of discoveries made elsewhere and thus, did not demand any
special protection.

Nowadays, the situation does not ressemble the past. Japan became the se-
cond largest economic and scientific-technological power in the non-Com-
munist world. And, although it is true that Japan's war industry is rather
marginal and that the country does not produce nuclear weapons, it is etill

true that many genuinely Japanese technologies are leading in the world.
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And the border between ’'peaceful'' and ''war'' technology is very flexi-
btle to say the least,

When it comes to electronics, which are virtually the backbone of modern
weaponry, Japan is the world leader in many electronic items and even in
whole branches of this field. The US itself is seeking Japan's assistance
in this domain.

The same is true of certain new composite materials, optics, biochemis-
try and many other things known as ''high technologies''. Even in purely
traditional products, the Japanese have made many improvements which have
clear significance in war materiel,

Eecause of that, Japan turned into a spot of intense interest for Soviet
and Soviet satellite intelligence services, Although I myself was not in-
volved in any operations of this kind in Japan, almost all my Embassy staff
members were, And four of my diplomats were professionals in this domain.
That amounted to almost half of my staff,

As far as I know, Japan was considered to be a ''heaven'' for intelligence
activities. Thelr main interest lay in Japan's high technologies with elec-
tronics on the first position.

Intelligence of all kinds is widely practiced throughout the world and
there is nothing special about this profession which seems to be one of
the oldest. Yet, the intelligence services of totalitarian countries, es-
pecially of Communist ones, with the Soviet and Soviet~-controlled intel-
ligence services first of all, are something special in this respect.

Firstly, no democratic country can match those services whether it comes
to thelr numerous strength, resources or ruthlessness in methods of opera-
tion.tThose services, over which no public control exists, are virtually
''a sate inside thestate'' and, because of that, they are sinister in na-
ture.

~econdly, they wage a total war on Freedom and Democracy. Their very oh-
jective 1s to weaken and destroy both in all possible ways., A1l walks of
life of free and democratic countries are of interest to those services,
And, this in itself, has something extremely evil to it.

~When it comes to the USCR, its intelligence services are the world's lar-
gest and most effective. A lot of evidence exists to support the above and
I do not intend to repeat known facts.

However, what I should like to repeat is the well-known fact that the “o-
viet and Soviet-controlled intelligence services widely use official foreign
service for that purpose, whether it is a diplomatic staff, foreign based

correspondents or trade, maritime and airline representatives, All such of-

ficial services play the role of a cover for intelligence operations,
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When 1t comes to Japan, during my stay there, the Soviet diplomatic staff,
in the Tokyo Embassy only, counted 5% neople, not saying abtout the non-dip-
lomatic staff. It was the fourth largest diplomatic staff in Japan, after
the US, Korea and China. Very likely, it could have been the largest, had the
Japanese authorities not resisted its enlargment. Tut still, it is very im-
pressive, only slightly behind the Chinese and not far behind the Koreans,
Only the American staff was almost twice as big as the Soviet one, but then,
US-Japan relations are by far more developed and universal that the Soviet-
Japanese ones.

It is well known though, that the Soviet intelligence services, i.e. the
KCE and the GRU /military intelligence/, control also the respective servi-
ces of the satellite countries. And the number of diplomatic staff members
in the Soviet satellite embassies in Tokyo, i.e. of Poland, the GDR, Czecho-
slovakia, Bulgaria, Rumania, Hungary, Cuba, longolia, South Yemen, Nicara-
gua, Vietnam, Laos and Ethiopia /even of Afghanistan although officially
not listed/, was 106 at the time of my assignment. Together with the Soviet
diplomatic staff this was the largest diplomatic entity, tightly-knit and
manipulated by one totalitarian superpower,wgggt is, the USSR,

Naturally, not all of these gtaff members intelligence officers, but
I would say that their majority was. As I have already mentioned, four of
my diplomatic staff members, were professional intelligence officers. They
were :l'r.Janusz Omietanski, officially Second ~ecretary, in fact Resident
of the lSW /inistry of Internal Affairs, equivalent of the Soviet KGEB/4
Mr.Wiestaw Matera, officially First Secretary dealing with ‘‘scientific
and technological cooperation'' tut, in fact, full-time MW operational; the
same was true of IMr.Leszek Kotelski, officially Assistant Commercial Attaché;
Fr.Zygfryd Drozd, officially First Secretary, in fact, Military Attaché.
Almost all other members of my staff were associated with either of the above
intelligence services.

I can guess, relying on.the Polish experience, that the same was true in
the Soviet and Soviet satellite embasgsies,

After I had left Japan, the staff membters in my former mbaegy, have also
changed. Put these change%&ould be rather taxed as strange. The new Com-
mercial Counsellor is, at the time of this writing /May 3, 1983/, MNr.Andrzej
Fabi jariski, once a professional at the "W, later its part time operational
who, in my times, was in Tokyo as Commercial Attacké. Fe now returned to
resume his former '‘'duties''. So did ¥Mr.Piotr Karsz, presently Commercial
Attaché, collaborating, in my times, with the MSW as etaff member of the
Commercial Counsellor.

There 1s little trade now, between Poland and Japan, still, some people
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keep coming to the Polish Fmbassy as its staff members. lost certainly, they
are not there to promote trade.

I cannot say very much on how effective the Japanese couterintelligence
measures are but, my limited experience with police organs, just prior to
my defection, during it and even later, leads me to the conclusion that
they are ''far behind the requirements''. I would prefer to avoid some de-
tails, but I can only say that some of my conclusions would be somewhat dis-
turbing to the said organs.,

At any rate, the counter-intelligence service needs 20-30 full-time agents
to watch effectively only one foreign intelligence officer. Sometimes, it
can be less or more, but a forelgn country with some secrets to guard,
nust spend a lot of money and employ very dedicated and highly skilled coun-
ter-intelligence officers to combat effectively foreign intelligence opera-
tions,

As I already said, thecge operations are a common thing nowadays. Poland
was once a power in this resoect. Eut, at that time, Poland was a free country
and was defending her independence. lany Polish intelligence officers were
thus dedicated to the cause. Zut this is not true any longer. Poland, as
other Soviet satellite countries, wages intelligence operations not inher
own interest tut in that of the Soviet Union. And, since the Soviet inete-
rests are imperialistic and anti-democratic, then 21l the countries in the
shpere of Soviet intelligence interests should defend themselves as much as
they can. They must remember that, here, the UTPR does not act alone,

¥nowing the extreme efficiency of Toviet and “oviet-controlled intelligence
zservices, I can only say that Japan m u s t undertake certain energetic
actions, if ghe does not want to be the main '‘supplier'' of various tech-
nological secrets to the USFR. One day, she and other democratic countries,
may pay dearly for certain negligencies.

There are no Jokes in this resoect.

And, once again, I am sorry for saying this point-blank.

Japan's responsibilities before Mankind are simply too great and, although,
che realizes this, in general, she should perhaps recognize this in parti-
cular also. EZut, my observations do not end here.

I have many more of them and I shall not hesitate to share them with my
Japanese Rezders.

Hﬁﬁmpression of Japan's world role has always been that, quite simply, that
she has been ''too timid and gentle''. This is understandable in the light
of certaln known historical facts and experiences but, nowadays, the world

has become more dichotonic than ever and the nations and their representa-

tivee, are almost otliged to take sides and speak out their views very frank-
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I observed Japan's activities on international forums from very close, mos-
tly in the United Nations., I have always been stricked by the fact that
the Japanese delegations were perhaps the strongest in number. rFut Janan's
voice was in no proportion to Japan'es world posture and the strensth of her
delegation,

Naturally, ikould understand many rationales behind this. Japan is inclu-
ded into the '"'rich club'' and, as such, she is Vestern in her categoriza-
tion. Automaticallv, this poses some problems when it comes to the dealings
with developing countries, whose importance in Janan's trade is obvious.

The same is true concerning the Communist countries. Not risking to antagoni-
ze any of them, Japan avoids more heated disputes, Fepecially, that che is
not without problems with her partners of the ''rich club''.

Eut all that makes Japan hardly heard on the international forum where,
all rhetoric apart, the conflict between Freedom and Democracy on the one hand
and Totalitarianism on the other, rages in full gear. Unfortunately, the
former do not always have the upper hand., In part, this is also Japan's fault.
I think Japan could do more in this respect. “he has all the prerequisites
for that. Her voice is weighty. If only it were bolder.

One musr remember that, as of now, Japan is the on 1l v +trulv democratic
country with fantastic economic and scientific achievements, that is not of
the ''Furo-American stock''. In a world which, itself, is predominantly non-
Euro-American, this is particularly important. Japan's experiences, values
and even rel might, may serve as a solid basis for her various recommendations
to others. Japan has no reason to be too modest about her achievements. HMany
auld genuinely learn from her and, and in a world which is so often victim
to various false promises and loftly solutione, Japan's authoritative voice
can be of a tremendous countervailing force and value. In this connection,

I have to make another observation,

As 1t is known, Japan does not grant political asvlum. “he has many good
reasons for that. Also, many people, mainly from outside of Asia, would pers=
haps even not seek political asylum in Japan for many reasons. Yet, the very
fact that such a big and powerful democracy does not grant political asvlum
is, in itself, disturbing. Tspecially, if it is dictated by political consi-
derations. I think the Tapanese should think about that, And what, if one day,
they themselves should fall to Communism? "ould many .Japanese not ceek poli-
tical asylum elsewhere, in democratic countries? 2nd what then, should those
countries say?

Human misery, especially if caused by political opnression is something

not to be taken lightly in the contemporary world. ¥Yan's fortunes are not
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granted. They change and, sometimes, most irrationallyv. Nobody is too wise
or too stunid here. One is only more or lescs fortunate. RPut, when ftouching
¥an's fortunes we, the Poles, have great experience in this very field.

I think it is my duty to explain to manv Japanese certain basic facts
at least, because,otherwise,manv of my above views could be considered as
tiased or even exaggerated, especially when it comes to the views on the
USSR and even Russia.

To be honest, I meet many veople who think Poles are specially embittered
with the USSR and, for that reason, not otjective in their criticism of
that country. I also met such people in Japan, Some were indifferent because
they hardly knew anything on the sutject. Or, and this was wosre, they knew
but wrongly. Although this ig still not clearly perceived by many, Commu-
nist and Coviet propaganda, sometimes unintetionally aided by many ignorants
in the Free World, have done a lot of harm not only to the Poles, but to
the Free “orld itself. This distorted picture of Poland is also one of the
reasons for which T am presently living in the United “tates and not in
Poland.

Put then, let me sayv a few words about Russia herself, “ince many people
think the Polec are obsessed with Rusgia and that thelr feelings are strong-
ly anti-Russian. I should like to develop on this,

The truth is that, the Poles being ethnically classified as Slavs, just
as are the Russians, they nevertheless have a true difficulty in finding a
common language with the latter. Tven the similarity between the two lan-
guages is of no help, here., The differences are enormous. Russia is basically
what one could call The Christisnized Tartar Fmpire, an ''Fastern culture'',
as such., Recause of strong authoritarianism, Russia has never had any out-
standing intellectual culture.

Russian history i4s very complex and has no equivalent among other Furopean
nations to whom Russia claims to belong,.

Russian mentality or the *'‘'Russian nature'' iz perhaps the mozt complex.
Its exietence is undeniable nad it distinguishes the Fussians from practi-
cally evervbody else in this world. It is the mold of various intersecting
civilizations, of the Orthodox Church and the boundless Russian plains.

Some knowledgeable people =gav that the Russiang fell victim to the immen-
gity of their territory. Theyv add that Ruscsian despotism was a direct result
of this. The organization of vast territories and their absorbtion alleged-
1y encouraged despotism,

“heteher this is the onlv explanation is debatable but, the fact is that,
the Russian state has always been something sacrosanct and hardly had an

equivalent anywhere else. Fven some Russian historians of the pre-Tolshevik
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era would say that the more the Russian “tate grew in power, the more sickly
the ''Russian nature'' became. At any rate, the Russians have developed cer-
tain characteristics such as dogmatism, ascetism, the ability to endure

and make gacrifices which, with time, led even to the emergence of an apoca-
lyptic world vision and to nihilism. ©%ill later, it led to '‘'revolutionism''
where Communism or rather Zolshevism took the strongest roots. The Russians
believe in their ''lMarxist mission'' as they had once telieved in their
'*Third Rome mission''.

Therefore, understanding the Russians, or the Soviet Rugsiansg, now, is
not an easy task for anybody. Their perceptions and reactions are different.
They are highly suspicious of all others, very sensitive when it comes to
their ''intersts*' which, for many, are difficult to understand and are,
otherwise, quite uncommunicative despite occasional outbuh;sts of frankness
and sincerity.

Thus, many do not know the Russiang and, on certain occasions, are easily
cheated by them., Moreover, the Russiang, especially the Soviet Russians,
are almsot sicklish when they try to whitten themselves and blacken every-
body else. Unfortunately, they have mastered the wavs of cheating the others
to such an extent that they ghould te even admired for this. Just as the
others should be blamed for their naivet?é.

Returning now to my living in the United States, I must only blame that
naiveté on the others. Why? Well, it was simply believed that Poland had to
be given to the U3SR to serve as its ''bulwark''., Toth the U® and the CK
capitutzled to the pressure of “talin in PTehran and later VYalta, and they
presented Poland and Tastern Turove to the UTTR,

President Foosevelt, upon his return from Yalta, when speaking tefore the
joint session of the Congress on Varch 1, 1245, =said :''...Poland was
a corridor through whecih Russia was invaded throughout the centuries''. Pre-
sident Roosevelt ''bought'' Stalin's ''historical'' justification to devour
Poland. Tut he could not know Ppland's or Russia's history, although hics
advicers chould have, How, that is four decades after thie, I often hear
the repetition of this ''argument''. In the United Ttates it is even advan-
ced by historians and political scientists.

President Roosevelt might have had some political interest in saying the
above but, why should others? Where is their =scientific objectivity and
sheer human integrity?

I.Rakowski, Vice-Premier in Jaruzelski's regime, when interviewed last year,
in Febtruary, bty Oriana Falacci, the renown Italian journalist, also repeated

Stalin's argument and she did not react. She simply did not know Polish

history!
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And since my country and I mvself, have dearly paid for this lie of “talin
which still escapes its unmasking, I think I am obliged to warn everybody
of similar lies., Because come other countries may be falling victim, as Po-
land did, to Soviet imperiazlism.

""oreover, what prompted me to speak of thie subject was the lecture of an
article in The Washington Post /  April - 24, 1983/. The article concerned
the interview Andropov gave to the West German magazine, Der Spiegel.

Acked pbout the Soviet presence in Afghanistan, he explained :'' f&¢ soon
as there are guarantees that outside political interference will not occur
agzin, we will immediately withdraw our troops.'' This is more than shocking.
Once, Stalin claimed that Poland had to ke his, because she was the *'eorri-
dor'' of invasions against Russia., Mow, Andropov is raising other demands.
Soviet troops jumped on Afzhanistan and will not leave this country tefore
suarantees againet ''outside political interference'' are not obtained by
the USSR! Pe even did not bother to explain what he meant under the term
"'political interference'' and who should give these guarantees! Tut, it
ceems that, before he gets them, he hae the right to proceed with the car-
nage of the valiant Afghan people!

He even went further, adding that, since the USSR maintains a ''big mu-
tual frontier'' it is not indifferent to '‘'what kind of Afghanistan it
will Te."’

Thie is still more shocking, Tor, anvbody who has ''mutual frontiers''
with the USSR, must reckon with Toviet interference! And all the frontiers
of the Soviet empire added, plus sea and perhaps air space, are the longest
in the world! Japan is by no means an exception. After all, the Soviet fron-
tier runs only a couple of miles from the Japanese coast. And the USSR may,
one day, be ''not indifferent about what kind of Japan there is.'' Tut what
ig the most disturbing is the fact that the whole world does not ralse its
voice and throw back into Andropov's face such appaling ''arguments'’', liore
than 3 million Afghans were driven out of their own country, tens of thou-
sands were ¥illed, some of whom died of poisonous gas, and all this because
the USOR cannot be ''indifferent'' to the kind of neighbour it has!

#or this reason, I think I am obliged to present briefly, to the Japanese,
the Polish case, In 2 general sense, it is not only Polish. Poland is not
isolated although, as of now, she isg the main victim of Soviet Imperialism.

Historicallv epeaking, the situation is the following.

In 945 poland, cituated at that time on nearly the same territories as
today, adopted Christianity. From that moment the Polish “tate began its of-

ficial existence. Rusesia, as such, did not exist at that time with the ex-

ception of the so-called Kievian Rus” , with which Poland was ocecasionally
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at wars., It was nevertheless Lithuania, not Poland, who acquired ceveral Kie-
vian lands. In 1384 Polich Queen Jadwirez was married to the Crest Duke of
Lithuania who adopted Christisnity and, becoming King of Poland took the

name of MMtadystaw Jagiello. Gradu=2lly, a2 Polmno-Lithuanian Cormmonwezlth

was created and it even stretched to the Tlack “ea. Such a territory had
never telonged to the Wievian Rus’,

In 143% that Commonwealth had some 10 million pneople. Rugsia as such, who,
in the mesntime, had come into existence, had also some 10 million people.
The areas were accordingly around 1 millio- square kilimeters and 1,5 mil-
liorn kilometeras, although, bv the end of the 15th century a Russian expedition
showed up at the Pacific coast.

As 1t wan normal ir those times, Poland was at war with Russia, just as she
was with Turkey, Swedern, the German States, the Teutonic Order a=d others.

The firet Russian complaint that Polanrd was a ''corridor'' for inva-
sloms of Russia which came from the West corcerrs the Polish occupatior of
Mogcow i 1410.

The truth is that Russia was, in the vears 1400-1619, ir the so-called
''Time of Troubles'' when dyrastc disputes were tearing her apart. It hap-
pered that, at that time, Poland was trying to regain Smolensk, lost earlier
to Ruseia. "'hen the siege of “molersk was laid by hetman S.763kiewski, NMos-
cow's boyars asked 7d6}kiewski to rush to jloscow and’but an end to the anarchy?
76 kiews¥ki reluctantly did what they asked. Poland had rno plars at all of
congquering Russia. At the head of 2 gmall contingent, 7délkiewski entered Mos-
cow unopposed on August 27, 1610, He was most cordailly welcomed and the Mog-
covites wanted the Polish king's son, iadvelaw IV, as their king. Put, the
Polish king, Zygmunt III aza, did not approve this idea. 74}kiewski retur-
ned from lNoscow, leaving, in the Kremlin, only a small garrison. The timesg
changed, the garrison capitulated on Cctober 22, 1412 and nearly half of
it was =slaughtered.

The second complaint concerns the “wedish king Charles XII who, allegedly,
thank= to thglPolish corridor'', invaded Russia in 1709. The fact was that
Poland, Sweden and Rusesia contested, for vyears on end, for the lands of Li-
vonia, which were later known as Fetonia nad latvia. Tecause of that, it
was Poland who was invaded hty Charles XIT in 1702 /the Northern War 1702~
1715/, “ogged down for 7 years in Poland and harassed ty the RPugsians who,
at that time were excentionally siding with the “ples, he decided to turn
on them. "ut, constantly attacked in the rears by the Poles, he was beaten
by Peter the Great, the Russian Tsar, at Poltava in 1706, And Pussia pushed
to the Taltic. Poland continued the was with the “wedeg and became so exhaus-

ted by it that, from 1717 she began f21ling under Russian "'protection'’
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which ended with the 3 partitions of Poland and the loss of independence
in 1725, This etate of things lacsted for 123 vears,

Whether Russia should complain abtout the ''Polish corridor’' is more than
debatable, She gained a lot on it.

The third complazint goes to Mapoleon's march on Moscow in 1812, through
the ''Polish corridor''. At that time, Napole on was at wars with all the
kines of Zurope. In 1805 he took Viennas. TheRussians, who occupied most of .
Poland 2t that time / the rest was occupied by the Prussians and the Austrians/
rushed to the help of Austria through occupied Poland. “o, the ''corridor'’
was used but by the Russians. However, on December ¢, 1807, they were all
beaten by Napoleon in Austerlitez.

The next vear, Nanoleon beat Prussia at Yenaz and took Terlin, His armies
moved into occupied Poland, It must be added that, in those years, although
Poland was not on the map, Polich legions fought under Nanoleon evervwhere
and he praised their valiance. Fut, Nanoleon did not want to restore Poland's
independence. Instead, he proposed a deal to Alexander I, the Russian Tsar,
by which, the latter would not only retain the already held territories,
tut would be given even those held by the Prussians. Pecause of his loyalty
to Prissia, the Tsar declined the offer. Later, Napoleon changed his mind
and, in September 1812, together with the Poles, he moved against Russia,

Tv December 1212, the campaign was over. Napoleon lost. Four fifth of the
100 thousand strong Polish army was lost when guarding the rear of Napoleon's
retrezt,

The campaisn too% place because of Ruseia's rejection of lMapoleon's offer.
“Thy should the Poles be held for zullty because of that? This .will remain
a mystery,

The next complaint concerns "orld “ar I. As known Poland did not officially
exict 2t that time.- Rugsia, because of the Auctrian ultimatum to “erbia de-
clarzsd war on Austria and Germany. And Cermany declared war on Russia on
Aucust 1, 1914, The German feneral Staff believed that Russia may launch
the war by 1217 and crush Germany. Therefore, the Germans rushed with a
preemptive tlow, using as pretext Russia's war on Ausiria, Zut, in reality,
it wag Rueeiz who launched the offencives Testward. liowever, the Germans
and thes Augtrians beat them off consecutively and German armies penetrated

deep into Ukrazine, which was part of Russia,

Why chould the Polez be guilty for that remains a mystery. Ruseia had more
troops, with some ACC thoudand Poles taken from the occupnied territories
/my grandfather wae among them/, than Austria and Germany combined. And that,
in gnite of this, theyv were beaten is hardly the fault of the Poles.

Another complaint was about Pilsudski's march on Klev in 1020, I already
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mentioned this in the previocus Chapter and I would not want to repeat myself,
And then, there iz Torld War II. fctually, it was the USSR who encouraged
fitler to attack Poland. Together with him, it partitioned the country.
The UTSR ftook also the Raltic “tates, part of T"umunia and attacked Finland.
And that later, it had 2z deaf ear to the warnings from all sides and
wag surprised by Hitler's attack, is none of Poland's guilt, The Soviets
chould be gimply ashamed of raising such ''complaints'',
Fut thece were exactly the '’arguments’'' behind Stalin’'s demand to do
away with the ''Polish corrider''. And, unfortunztely, these ''arguments''
were bought. I wonder whether the ‘lestern powers really believed that they
themeelves could ever attzck the USSR through this very ''Polish corridor''.
I doubt it. “hatever the rase, “talin's cheat is grave in consequences.
The Red Army is now on the Tlte River, Western Turone, especially after France
had left MATO, lzcks operational denth to heat off the Warsaw Pact assault.
Fa grimmer than that is the fact that, now, the '’'Polish corridor'' and
the Polich troops may be actu=lly uséd against the Free orld. The Polish ar-
med forces, integrated with the Red “rmy, are the thiréd larsest in Furope,

after the “oviet and ‘lest Terman ones.

They are offensive~oriented, In case of Soviet conventional-chemical as-
cault over the Cerman Yorth Plzin, their combat mission will be to conguer
i.orthern Germany, Denmark, the I'etherlands and nerhaps part of Telgium.

The ''Polish corridor'' is to be used by 34 “oviet divislons to march throush
it from behind the Bug River and =o, add to the thrust of the said offen-
cive, They may be bonbarded even »v nuclear warheads. Doth Poland and the
Policsh divisions may thus pnerich in a2 matter of days and all this, for

Soviet imperialistic designs.

Such is the result of yielding %o Soviet '‘historical arguments'',

And, how many more similar cheatings will the Toviets do? Yow long will
they he tolerated? Vamn't the world learned anything from the experiences
cf Poland and othera?

‘ndropov'e ''arguments'' on Afghanistan are most ominous. Theyv cannot be
eacily bypacsed, The Japanese should also think twice on what he gaid. Poland's
and Afghanietan’s mementos cannot go into oblivion. Tecause, goon,
new ones nay take place, perhaps sven more ginigter in nature.

The ''mutual frontisrs'' of the Soviet Union, as defined by Andropov,
are very long indeed and all those who are cloze to them should hardly =le-
ep pezcefully. They may awaken one morning only to see the Red Army ouring in.

As 2 Pole, T have something el=se to add. “Tanyv Poles pneriched of Toviet

hands, as I have alrzady mentioned in previous Chanters., The Poles do not

seek any revenge because of that. Those “oviets who were respongihle for
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that, not only does the US™R not admit any guilt in this resoect, but it
even tries to accuse the others of nerpetrating certain crimes,

This i= 8 very bad omen. People who do not admit their crimes can reneat
them at any moment. Let me return to ¥atyrh where some 4.3 thousand Poligh
officers were murdered by the Soviets in Apnril-May 1040, Another 7-11 thou-
gand are &till to be found,

The “oviete claim the crime had been committed by the Germans in July 1044,
That 1= totally untrue., “ven the Soviets themselves dronned thie charge
during the rurembers Trial. The Poligh regime doeg not mention Katwn at all,
The two encyclopedias edited in Wareaw omit =imply the entry ''Katyi''.
the regime knows very well who had committed the crime, but being a “oviet
punpet, it cannot sav this onenly. Neither can it accuse the Jermans in or-
der not to outrage the peonle,

lleverthelese, the Poli=zh regime used to send the Polish Military Attaché
stationed in loscow, to ¥atyd to lay a wreath hefore the Soviet-bullt monu-
ment which accuses the Zermans of the crime.

And the Soviets didn't even like that. Although the cemetery is in the
'*Tyvalorussian Soviet Reouhlic'', it has heen, as an enclave, incorvorated

o the ''Russian Republie''! “ince even Cormmunist diplomats cannot travel
freely throughout the USSR without “oviet permisesion, the Polish Military
c

hé cannot even go %o YatvA now. The Russians sayv that they cannot give

zizne, in Minsk, say that they cannot give permission to go to Xatyn becau-
20 1t is Russian territory!

Thus, nobody can go to Katyn anvmore!

owever, <oviet duplicity goes further than that. To confuse world oninion,
the “oviets lead tourists to 2 village in Eyelorussia, whose inhabitants,
mostly Poles, by the way, had heen murdered by the Zermans. The true name of
the village is Hatyn, as epelled in Pussian., Tut for the Yesterners they
changed it for Xhatyn. And those Yesterners confuse now “atyr with “hatyn
and =o visit the place, Fven President Nixon was led by his Soviet guests
to Khatyn and somehow he went without commenting the obvious hoax.

Fut the most disturbting fact here is that the “oviets seem to telieve
themselves that hv such gshallow cheatings they may make people forget the
truth about ¥Watyr.

They mav be sure that at least over 50 million Poles, in Poland proper
and in diaspora, will never forget ¥atyn!

7ith the above explanations, I hone notody can renroach to me any anti-
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Sovietism or anti-Russian feelings., I only explain certain eventes which
should be known for the good of the “oviets mnd the Russians themeelves,

‘/hen it comes to myself, I cannot sav that I did not like many Soviats
nad Russiangs, despite the fact that I knew veryv well how much harm they
did to us withou®t any obvious reson. “ut personal contacts are nuite a dif-
ferent thing.

There are some 145 million Russians and this constitutes more than a half
of the USFR's population. They are higser than any other nation in Turone,
the third largest in Asia nad the fifth in the whole world. Tut bigness and
even undisputed contritutions to the ''hank of knowledge'' lead also to
obligations, They leed to responsitility towards one's own nation and the
whole of llankind, In this context, crimes a2re less excusahle, especially
if going into oblivion or distorted. Such a nation can be dangerous to
othere,

Molotov told Adenauer during the latter's vieit to Moscow, in 10%5,that
the whole German nation was guilty of war crimes. And Adenauer did not re-
ply to this accuzation. He wanted his prisoners back. RPut, if Molotov was
right, =o what about the guilt of the Russian nation? This is the question,
After 211, '"'collective responsibility'' is a Soviet invention. One should
not be rlind and not =zee the most orvious dangers, posed bv the “oviets and
mostly the Russians, to the whole of "ankind. I do not go as far as to accu-
e whole nations. Toth I and Jaruzelcki are Poles. Jaruzeleki declared war
on his own Nation tut I declared war on him and those 1like him. The majori-
ty of Poles did the same. Dr.%akharov and his like are noble Sussians and
1t is with them that the Poles could live in peace and friendship. Accusing
the entire nation would te equally inexcusahle as accusing 2ll the “oviete
and Russiangs for the c¢rimes of the UTCR,

The USER, if democratic, could perhaps peserve the present composition of
nations and nationalities, if free choice would te left to them. Tut, if
the Russiang decode to join the forces of Freedom and Dmocracy, have to re-
turn everything which is not theirs. Naturally, no democratic Russia should
legitimately demand the territories of the XKurile Iclands.

This is not a question of dismemtering the Sovist-Russian empire. It is de-
mocratizing it and halting the soread of its imperialistic designs. ‘hether
later, its nations and nationalities decide to stay in =ome kind of federa-
tion or confederation with the Russians, is another matter. Tut, as of now,
the USSR ¢ annot be otherwise treated than as an imperialistic and
colonial power, as the Chinese had rishtly called it -''Socizl-imperialist''.

The USSR is the laet colonial power in the world and it is still expanding.

Communiem is the vehicle of this expansion and, until now, it has Teen the
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most effective of all, Cynically, it is Treine used for the ends of traditional
Rugsian imperialiem. In this connection, I have to make another otcervation.

As I have mentioned, I participated, for 3 vears, in the work of the “oviet-
ed ''think tank'', called ''Zvezda II''/ “tar II/ and ''Moment II''. That
we had discussed were the new conquests tv Communism, or rather, more pre-
cisely, by the USSR. The main area of interest were develoning countries,
called ''the tiggest reservoir of revolution''. I am not surprised,now, that
Central America is in turmoil. Already at that time, it was considered as
"‘ripe'' for that,

I also mentioned that, as long a: injustice, insufficiency and insecurity
exist, people will be buving cheap and simplistic slogans., In this connection,
the USSR and Communism sponsored Tty it, fish gquite simply in troutled waters
and, sometimes, they troulble them themselves beforehand. '

EZxploiting ignorance, poverty and other i1lls is somethine equal to the use
of poor children for prostitution, theft and other crimes. If adulte do that,
especially if they re intelligent, then there cannot te any excuse for such
exploitation of somehody's ignorance and immaturity. That should he puni-
shakle, And thie is precisely what the Soviets do. "ut they escape punish-
ment! Privately, they are cynical or even unhappy about their own deeds. Tut,
at the same time, they orediently follow any orders from the top. Yorse even,
they feed the top with various insane ideas, btecause they simply seek promo-
tion and some other rewards. And they are not hothered that this is immoral.

And thus, the cirele cloges. The self-moticn mechanism works in a most si-
nister way, for it is the mechanism of d2 s truction and not of
creation.

wWhen participating in the =sz2id ''think tank'', I was amazed a2t how the So-
viets viewed the world's future, especially that of the poor nations. They
were well aware that, in realitv, thev cannot help them to zlleviate their
noverty and destitution. They would cav that they lacked material resources
for that. Yet, this was not deterring them from exporting ''revolutionary
ideag'' as well as arms. “ithout offending the developing nations, this is
like giving matches to children who play in 2 havstack. I= all thie,Revolu-
tionary zeal, imperialism or quite simply inecanitv? hich one?

These are difficult questions. I"ankind has simply no me an s and ti-
me to tolerate any such phenomenon, It has %too many i1lls tefore it and no
eagy solution to them at hand,

“ut certainly, hatred and violence are n o t , nowadave, the means to
settle the ills of llankind. This 1s even more than ohvious in the light of

the rich experience ankind has fortunately gained by experimenting empiri-

cally and not only debating theoretically.
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It is etill not t o o 1late, tut time is running out. There is really no
explanation to Soviet tehavior., No rationality is discernible here, if one
excludes the methodical poiging for a2 final ascault. The “oviets must he simply
stopned in their insane preparations., They have been caught red-handed more
than once and no doutt should persist as to their true intentions. The world
has been receiving these “oviet-sponsored lescons for too long now and it is
time it chould learn something from them. However, it is disturting that the
most obvious facts are not always perceived as such., And Janan is no exception,

lloet people, and the Japanese as well, do not want to see certain thinge,
or they see them through their own prism. They believe they can avoid the
wret in this way, When, in ''Mein Kampf'', Hitler wrote what he would do,
nobody relieved, Yhat Tarx, Lenin, Stalin and others wrote, said or even did,
may =till not he helieved, .

“an, contrary to his knowledge and exverience, still does not know what ig
the intsrnal logic of certain events and cannot read the future. Sometimes,
he has difficulties in grasning the present and properly concludine on past
events. Tut thig does not absolve him from judgements he should have and
acts he should refrain from doing, Certain moral standards are too well eg-
tablished. Yere again, I have to refer to the Japanese.

The fact that the Japanese are among the oldest nations and civilizations
in the world, not saving ahout their material achjievements, make them additio-
nally responsitle tefore "ankind,

The new scientific and techrnological rreakthroughs which take nlace in Ja-
pan, may open new horizons hefore ankind. They mayv aleo, in fact, contrirute
to the defeat of Totelitarianism. Fere, however, science and technolosgy are
not enough. The spiritu=zl =side of the challenge is not less important. In fact,
it i= even more important, It happened more than once, in history, that more
advanced civilizations would yield to barbariang, who lacked many material
things but were motivated in what they werce doing. &nd the rationazlity of
their motivation was not an issue here, Un to this dav, we do not know ehat
war Ginghls “han's or Heluga's motivstion, Tut most certainly, they defezted
mae advanced civilizations lving in the way of their ferocious conquests.

There 1s, beyond doubt, some sort of ''enfeebtlement'' of mature civilizations.
The Chinese, by today's standarde, were once ''pacifists'' and vielded to the
I'onroles, because they thought that takine up arms was disgusting in itself.
iowadays, ''tetter Red than dezd'', the eaving so popular in the %est, corres-
'onde very clogely to the arove patt-rn,

It is a disturbing fact, to ecay the least, that although ¥rance's and "GR's

combined GNP, or that of Japan alene, is higher or equal to that of the USTR,

thev are militarily dwerfs compared to the latter, The democratic Ueest, of
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which Japan is 2 part, is, economiczllv =neaking, almost four timees etronger
than the Yarsaw Pact. Its popul=ztion ig almost two times tigger, “nd =till,

*t ie afraid of the USTR and is virtually at its merecy when it comeg to war

or peace,

The Americans rotated almost ¢ rmillion troors in Indochina, spent some 200
Pillion dollarg and, when they had virtually wo%&he war, they withdrew, 1 re-
mamher how one high-ranking Vorth Vistnamese to0ld me later that when the liorth
went on its final assault of South Vietnam they did not believe that they
would win, Snirituzl treakdown, as denicted in this event, io disturhing.

Only the other day, I =aw, on the television, a Swedigh Journalist who was
outraged about his findings in iczrasuz 2ccording to which, he had concluded
that, perhaps, the U%A was helning the rehels. Conclusive evidence lacked how-
ever, .ut, at the same time, no Swedish journalist was to he =zeen or hezrd
when the “oviet submarine, with nuclear weapons on board, was caught in Swe-
dish territorizl waters, or when, later, another one, or even two, were 2llo-
wcd to ecczpe. Thelr outrazge was not heard then!

And the fate of Rsul Yallenberf, Swadish citizen, who saved thousands of
Fungarian Jews and disappeared arrestad by ;ggdgggiets when thex entered Tuda-

pest in 16452 “pmehow, 1t doss not arouse the jJournslists' indignation. “nd

+
Iy

is, in =zpite of some evidence that “"allenterg may he =till alive
“hat then is happening to people living in freedom and democracy? To those
who are wealthy and educated? “h=re are their moral cstandarde and what are
they, in fact?

I acked myself this guestion more than once when observing the Japanese and
tzlkinz to them,

The Japanese who plav such a prominent = and ever more imporatnt role in
the world, have always teen a puzzle to me. I had the occasion of geeing the
three greatest nations of the region, i.e. the Japanese, the Chinese and the
¥oreans, not only abroad btut 2lso in their homelands., Together, they form a
very =0l1id part of world civilization and, in the future, their role may even
creace, 1f not tecome dominant.
The Chinece, those on the mainland, at least, fell rather eacily to Totali-
tariaznism., “o did half of Yorea, not because of its own choice, =2lthoucsh later,
without the phvesical presence of the “oviets, the North Yoreans launched their

attack against the “outh and almost won. They wouléd have certainly heen vic-
torious had thev not heen stopped and volled tack mostly by the Americang.

ind what atout the Japanese? 7ill they not, one day, becoms Communist or
otherwise totalitarian? What will etop them from taking this road? ilow strong
are they in their epirit of resistance to the onslaught in guestion? Other

neonles in the resion did not resiet, will they? The type of Totalitarianiem
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which may eventually threaten Japan is rather onlyv the Ieftist one., The
It cann

philosophies or slogans which could attract the peovle, esnecially the younc,

Right is weak, divided and not apnealing, not find any convincing
Past slories and conguseste do not 2pnpeal £nd seem impracticzl, Certain chan-
gzg in the world are irrevercsitle,

Relizions alco seem to be wearing awav., "hether Puddhism or “hintoiem, one
has the imnrecsion that they are rather a way of life, that they nreserve
thelr importance 2t certain specizl occaecions like birth, marrizge, funeral,
In Japan, I did not currently see devout faithfuls, although I saw many re-
ligious coremoniecs and numerous ohjects of cult. Perhans, I was unable to
understand the deep internal 1ife of the Jananese, They were alwavs rather
evesive in their anewers concerning this asneect of their lives. I had the fe-
eling that their apnroach to life wae rather philosonhical and rational, ac
orposed to one based on unqusstioned creed. Some went even that far as to cay
that Christianity was not convinecing to the Japanese rational way of thin-
¥ing., & God who let himself be crucified was perhaps not that Allmightv af-
ter 2ll...

Could then the Japanese bt=come Communist ans day? I asked myself,

I eought for that anewer when talkins to the Left, whether Communiest or
Socialiet.

The Communists imorerced me very much, This is the =zccond larzmest Communist

Party in the non-Communist world, after the Italisn one., Tt ie a2t odds, toth
with the “oviet and Chiness Zommunist Parties. In fact, it i= not close to
any Comrunist Party in the world and its dagree of independence is great. It
iz highly dicciplined and it is finanecially the strongest among 211 nolitiezl
parties in Janan, Its topn a2ctivistes are intellisent peonle, “hether I tzlked
with “dyvamoto, Fuva, Mirhizava or Tachiki, thev have alwazve tzl%ed verv sen-
1y

T
ious of “oviet intentione.
m

12

,._.J

21T jovoﬁ very much their position on Poland which was hicghly cuspi-

<

he oviets were verv unessy about the Japanese Tommunists and =o was the
Poligh Communist Party. Mot only are there no official relations between them
and the Japanese Cormmunist Party, hut there were even onen hostilities, I
mentionad, in the First Chapter, the problems I had with issuinz 2 viea to
Haketa's correspondent, O0taka.

Tuty, at the same time, I acked myself what furute hte Japanese Communists
could have in Japan., True that, on the question of the orthern Territories
thelr intrasingence goeg oven further than that of thce Japsncse Covernment.
“nd, on many other ieceues, thelr position differs radiecally from that of the
Soviets,

Tut, 2t the came time, it i=s true that should the circumstances change,
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the diceivnlined Japanece Cormunist Party could inestantly change course, T=-
pecially in conditions of Toviet domination of Janan., I watched the festive
mood of the throng gathered at iiakata's nienic nesr Tokvo. This made 3 big
impression on me, It was not only very Jananesge in style, with many =2ttrac-

tions and s vicitle demonstration of affluence, hut there was also something
more than th=2t. I had the imprescion that there wzs 2 sort of strong ''com-

munal bond'' which alwave gives the senze of security and belonging., Perhans,

I exaggerate, tut I senged thet thore Jananess who are Communist are lecs

D
atomized than the rest of the society. It can he hoth a strength and a weak-
.t

it existe nevertheless, It tone is

3

nese of the Japanece Communist Parity, hu
not soleslyv anti-Sovizt., It is, by far more, anti-fnerican. It was almost sym-
holical that the waid picnie was held on grounds once used by the American
forces in Janan.

i1l the Cormuniasts be nouring in where the Americzns will be leaving Japan?

layte. Fut, in the end, who knowg?

Another force of the Ieft, numerically stronger than the Jommunistes, is the
Jananese SGocialist Party.

fimilarly to the Communicte, it has long traditions and its influence is
strons among the Jananege,It is intecrnally more divided than the Communists,
Yowever, 1t is ovenly bpro-“oviet. I have never seesn *ivamoto or Fuve talk
to the Joviet ‘mbassador Polanski, "ut I =z2w ~csukata do it. I was also rather
nuzzled that when payving a viecit to “sukata, he did not 2ck me a single quect-

A

ion akout “oviet interferencs in the dermocratization process in Polzand. “nd

this vory prorlem wac so dicturbhing to Fuva nad Mivamoto., Jananese Toclaliste
are not lese anti-American than the Communiets. Tt would even ceem that they
are more anti-American, “ome of thelir factions certainly are, at leacst.

Thus, the Japanese Left, deespite a1l its divieione, 1= stroneg. In times of
nroasperity, the Teft prescerved ite strencth and, in timees of =ocio-economic
troubles, that strength may increage. Fepecially that social benefits and other
aspects of life lag =omewhat behind the overall unsurge of Janan. And, per-
haps, the "'communal inetinct'' in Janan is stroncer than in any other deve-
loped country.

lioreover, the Japanese Center, the Literls Temocratic Partv, first of =211,
is not veryv cohesive, True, that it dominates the country's nolitical scene,
tut it ie vieibly internally divided. The numerous factions and perconal hicke-
rirgs, not saving abtout fregquent carinet reshuffles, were quite strange to
me. Perhang, this ig what democracy is about and perhaps my own totalitarian
cackeround makes it difficult for me to understand certsin issues otvious to
the other=s, but, nevertheless, I foud 21l this disturbins.

I will egy frankly that it was bizarre for me that the largest faction wi-

thin the IDP is that of ¥akuei Tanaku who, hireelf, i= not “ember of Parlia-
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ment and does not =it in LDP's leadershin. 7ill euch things not hackfire one
day? Jill Janan remain governable? 111 che not follow Italy's examnle? Cr
*hat of France btefore Ne 7aulle?

I do not know. Tanan remains z mveterv for me. The oldest dyna=tv in the
world has, in fact, never had real power and, maybe hercauce of that, has cur-
vived fifteen hundred vears, Perhans, the fate of the TP or any other demo-
cratic forece will Yo the same. It could te that Tanan's rolitics are reslly
not the most important issue in the countrv. ""hat really counte here are the
uniquec qualities of the entrenreneurs and of the ''tureancrats'' who, tosether
with the toiling and disecinlined maseeg, have elevated Japan to her prominence,
Politicians, dezpite 2ll their divisions, have only contrihuted to the creation
of the framework thanke to which the talents of the Jananese mayv te fully
revealed, For the time heing, at least,.

Zut, what next? Will thies "'nolitical culture'' suffice in the ever more
dangerous and otherwise challenging future?

Naturally, I do not know the answer to this. Tut, what I know is that
nothineg in the world may count on immuability and that no t hine
is impossitrle,

Thus, 2t a given point, Japan, just as many others, will face certain hard
~uestions. Perhaps, she will have more of them than others. If onlv because
of her world status and certain visitle disprovortions, swinegine between ex-
tremes, i.e. between ''giagantism'' and ''dwarfism'",

fnswering those cuestions, will very much depend on how s tron ol v
the Jananere themselves will feel abtout certain dilemmas, what moral vardsticks
they will use and how they will te committed epiritually to their goale. Will
they be equally ''tired’' =25 =ome develoned nations are who once had infini-
te energies and unshaken spirit? 0r, will the Japanese find, as they have al-
ready done, wayvs of bhypassing the ''fatisue'' ctacge and discovering new dyna-
mism?

Perhaps, the new future will answer those questions. In the lacst hundred
vears, Japan pas-ed through many shocks. Cnce, when she was confronted with
a totally different life =tyle and the industrial revolution. “econdlv, when
che heat Russia. Thirdly, when che took on the United "tates and others end,
fin2lly ended defeated and reduced in size. Torthly, when she had all the odds
Azainst her and, in spite of thi~, produced the ''economic miracle'' which
surnrised evervbody, protatly herself included.

'hat will the fifth stage be? Te Ferman “uhn rightly predicting that the
~1let century will belong to Janan? Or will che he ruduced to non-importance
and even to forelen domination because of internal =strains and a hostile external

environment?
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Pereonslly, I am rather optirmistiec abtout Jaman's future, tut I would te
dichonest if I would not admit to havinz some disgquieting thoughts, The
cshocke I have mentioned 2bove do not pzs= without leavines some =cars in the
coule and minds of the Japsnece. !"avbe, thev themgelves do not rezalize thie,
The falling from one extreme to another, as well as chock-treatments, are
not without profound effects on human ment2lity and the vz2havior of natione.
There are many irratbnal events in this world. We nercisve them as =uch at
least,

In free and democratic “nain, traditionally so Catholic, more and more
voune peopble shyv awayv from priesthood., In Communist and Toviet-dominated
Ypland priests have never been as numerous 2< now and even =ome ''surplu-
ceg'' are heing ''exported'' to Janan.

Sueh a phenomenon was hardly predictabie once. Many more similar events

[

-

m=2v also be hardlv predictable, if only ''logically''anproached. Ae I have
already mentioned, I had met Polish nriests 2nd monks in Japan. “ome of thenm
arrived there more than 5C years 2go. Then I asked ther what they thousht
ahout Japan's future, they were embarassed,

*'~Japan is Japan and will rermain Japan'' w2e thelr standard answer.

Thus, I did not learn very much, {r, mavhe it was too much. After all,
Pusesia bhecame Communist and remained Rusesia, “o did Thina.

Janan can he Janan, even if Zommunist., Fut, should this be the case, then
the others must not take this lirhtlv., Preecdom and Democracy without Janan
will mnmot s urvive., I donot eary thie to flatter the Japanese, I
only ascertain 2 true fact.

The forcee of the Free orld, reasemble a triad- the U, Janan and “Western
Turone, ‘nything amputated from that triad will make the edifice of the
"ree "orld crumbtle. o other democracies will he 2ble to fill the gap. India
ie too shaky, %o ig Iatin America. The rect is even less nromising., I do not
say that Japan playvs a nivotal role in that triad for all three nparts are
nivotal. Fowever, the Jananese vivot, chould be, I think, even m o r e
nivetal than it mresently ie,

And thie iz the main quection I was trying to tzlk about.

The veryv fact that Janan is part of the Free "orld and a very prominent
ring the last war. Those forces failed to restore Tiemocracy to the whole of
TJermany, slthoush they did rectore it to ite past. They 2lco restored it to
the whole of Italy. At the same time, they eirensthened, by their naiveté,
Toviet Totzlitarianism and lost China.

The victories of Democracy were unfortunately offset by ite defeate if one

takes into account the final bzlance, It is difficult to =ay whether Demo-
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cracy won. A new battlefield retween Democrscy and Totalitarianism hae been
in the making throushout the whole nost war period and the nrospnects of the
oncoming ''final contest'', not necersarily thoee of a =shootings war, are

not yet clear. In part, this %s due to the fact that not azll Temocracies feal
equally strongly about the verv nature and scope of this contest,.

ith 211 mv admiration and reenect for Japan, I must admit that, it is
precicely Janan who has the most dilemmas, obiective and suhjective, in
this= fieldqd,

In mv hool, I tried to nresent many aspecte of 2 broader iasue, Tome are
personal, others general or, on the contrary, particular. “till others, mav
be divorced from the main toniec.™anv enicodes T nresented, I did =o quite
=imply to illustrate the main tovic, A big nvmber of them eneak for themsel-
ves. The Reader will know for himself what conclusions to draw,

I feel somewhat unezsv that, in the last Chanter, I sounded mentor-li%eae.
This was not at all my intention. T =imply tried to =smphasize some of mv views
and therefore, spoke too frankly maybte, Yere I gtill ~“mba=cador to Japan,

P

especially representing a3 totslitarian and foreisn-dominated country, I would
ke more diplomatic and perhans, I would avoid talking 2t all. I have never
liked «illy talks and, frankness, for me was imposcible a3t times, particu-~
larly in nublic.
It is almost 2 naradox thet it is only now that I epoke frankly to the Ja-
nzge, Now, that I had left their country and that I have no official tit-
le to =mpeak to them,

ut 1= ie porsible that this very fact sives me the risht to spesk to the
anese, ind then, I =imoly feel that I must do thi=e,

Fad the development=s in Poland sone differentlv, T would have not sought
political asylum in the United States, not left my nost in Janan, not left
the Communiest Party and not hlamed the USSR for all of Poland’'« tragedieg.

I would be trving to work for my country hyv changine Communism and Polnno-
“oviet relatione., I ¥new onlyv too well that no abrunt changes in this field
were possitle, Fowever, as long as there was some faint hove for 2 change
for batter, I pstiently waited, without passivity, for something to take
place,

Once thes2 hopes collapsed, not only could I not wait any longer, but I

to Tight for the change by fishting ar2inst the verv rasic of Poland's
and, in fact, Mankind'e, trazedies, that is, Communiem snd ite main fort-
mSH. Zoth are non-reformable., 0n the contrary, they are becoming
more and more desenerate, repressive and aggressive, Tt is myv duty to try
to alert world opinion arout this. I thin¥ I know hroth Communism and the
SER only too well,

Mnally, T also ha@ a moral protlem. It mav he that the following digrescsion



will illugtrate thie,

Once, proratly in 1%4%, while in Yashington N.C.,, I =aw the movie entitled
"*The lurenhers Trial'', It was not about the trial of the main Mazis, but
atout that of come minor judees cevrving under Hitlerism, Spencer Tracy pla-
ved the role of the ‘meriecan judge, one of the defendants was plaved Ty
zurt Lancaster, laximillisn “hell was the Attorney. any other =tars appesared
in the film. The judses were zccuced that, under Fitler, they had nasced
Fersh verdicts., Yowever, they did not adnit to their zuilt. They helieved
that theoir verdicte had been dictated »v the laws of that neriod.
that he was do
hzve Theen or than others would have teen, lic collesuse were outraged. After

Tinzlly, only Jurt Lancaster told the jury that he wag awavre of the fact
:i

ng wrong, tut that he tried to te more lenient than he should

hi= stotement, thev totally rejected him. In the final count theyr all recei-
ved the =are vordict - life impriconment. The firet reaction of hurt lLancas-
ter who had adrmitted his zuilt, was that of puzzlement., “ut he understood
why he was oqually treated with the others., Tor he Xnaw that he was doing
wrone but, nevertheles=, he went on doinz it. That was his orimary suilt.

-

T thoucht a2rout this movie 2nd it= moral more than once. I knew that Com-
muniem was tad, but T wae ite activist, thinkine that I would chenee it
3r at lrast make it more human, T knew that the 7% was bad, hut I secrved
it bv proxy, helieveing that, in this way, I will change 1t, or at least,
loocen its =rin on Poland. And, becaure of that, I was in a constant atrses,
Tre onlv thins which kant me on the tr=ck for the hones for a change, Zut
whan all the hopes collepeed on that fatal day of December 13, 1981, I felt
thzt I could no longer live under thirs streas, I opted nerhaps for a =till
Yigrer stress on the personal Pasie, but morally, it is much emaller. At
lezest,
of how I had carlier served it. “ome peopnle could think I dic this well...

T

H

¥now that I do not serve the wrong cause any longer independently

can myeelf wayn the others n o t  to follow my experience.

is better *o impardonablv fight the wrong cause than to try to change 1t.
ontion has more chances of succees, even if, in the long run, one

cannot compromice on certein hasic princinles, Thies is the leszon of

~y life.

“v defecting I was unfortunstely not leaving a cinking ship, It is not

ve*t going to the hottom. In fact, that chin =aile towarde i4g co2l, althgough

it must Trave otorms 2nd rough watere. {"any think it may =in% hefore reach-

ine its zoal. Counting on this occurence may e 2n ¢ r r o r . That chip

should ke fired upon, whether o warn it or to =in% it, depending on th%kaee.

predicted, call on its destination, If this were ro, !lankind would not be
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worthy of ite name. The future of the world cznnot he dictated hy the
"'*teachinss'' of Lenin
think I gave some evidence as to the wronsnees of this #ip's voyage.
I ecould say even more on that, hut one cannot say evervthing at once.
any may not relieve me, I ecannot sav that '‘'=seeing is htelieveing'', ITF
evervhody would have reen vhat I saw, then notodyv would have ever written
what I wrote, "hy? “imnlv hecause, in such a c3sse, we would all te living,
or rather, existing, under Totalitsrianiem, In =uch 2 cace, not much could
te 2z2id, not the truth at least, Thie is the uniqnese of human experience,
n s mz2yv not or,do not want teo, telieve those living

aniem., This etzte of things chould change z2nd the former
r
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ir of the latter,
2e of thie sailing =ship will depend very much on the Jananese 2al-
co. If come of them will read my hoo%, then thev will not have the right
to azy that they did not ¥now certain things. And, i1f they draw nropoer con-
clu=ions, then thiz would zive cence to the hig step I took in Japan on
December 23, 1CE1., Poland was not the only cause tehind my decicion. TFor
Poland's fate ic not isolatad from the fate of llankind., The Polish memento
of todayv could be the Japanese memento tomorrow,

Let us hope 1t will never come to thias, The Jananece may truly contribtute

to stopning the march of the Toviet Golem and to defeating him.



