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I t  is  easi ly forgotten what B May 1945 was about.  I t

was the end of  by far  the worst  regime the world has ever seen.

I t  was not only author i taf len in the sense of  being a dictatorship

r,v i th no free press,  no f ree t rade unionsr oo democrat ic process

aswe know i t ,  no rule of  1aw, tor ture and persecut ion of  the

pol i t ical  opponents of  the regime. I t  was not only total i tar ian

;  
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at the centre of  the State,  eventual ly enacted as "Fi ihrer-Befehl" .

I t  was a genocdal  regime: out to k i l l ,  to exterminate l I  mi l l ion

Jews because of  a s ickening phi losophy of  h istory and society,

and out to exterminate IOO mi l l ion s lavs,  part icular ly Russians,

in order to provide space for the Aryan race, part icular ly to

Gerrnans. The regirne managed to k i l l  6 rni l l ion Jews and 20 mi l l ion

Russians, fu l f i lment rat ios of  55? and 2OZ respect ively.  Not

very high for teutonic "Gri indl ichkei t" .  I  am convinced that the

Fuhrer,  when he f inal ly commit led suic ide,  30 Apr i l  L945, died

with the feel ing of  beinE one of  the worfd 's major fa i lures,  not

because his country was in ruins,  but  because of  these low per-

centages.

As the brunt of  the nazL at tack was directed eastwards,

i t  was in the East that  the suffer ing was highest.  Of the f3.5

mi l l ion German soldiers that  were k i l led dur ing the War,  10 mi l l ion

fel l  on Soviet  soi l - .  Up t i l l  D-day in Europe, 6 June L944, 90 to

952 of  the bel l igerent act iv i ty of  the German army took place in

the Soviet  Union. This is where the Gerrnan war machine received

i ts most shatter ing blow, in Stal ingrad, th is is where there were

most v ict ims of  the naz:-  onslaughts,  and most sacr i f ice to br ing

nazLsm to an end.

Of course the story of  Soviet  involvement is ambiguous

l iko orrarr ; fh inn a ' l  qo in hrrm:n hiqJ-nrrz ei : ' l in had nrodinfad inuew rrr

f931, that  the at tack would come within ten years -  a rather accurate

predict ion.  The Soviet  Union entered the Molotov-Ribentropp

Pact,  not  only a Fact of  non-aggression but also of  sorf le l imi ted

cooperat ion.  And i t  should also be added that before that  there

were very many Soviet  ef for ts to str ike an af l iance v,r i th the Western

powers,  re jected from the West,  not  f rom the Soviet  Union ( in

spi te of ,  interest ingly enough, Churchi I I 's  support  of  such schemes,

but then he was not real ly in power )  .  The Soviet  Union certainly had



their  own schemes, unacceptable to the West on the basis of

sef f -determinat i -on.  And the Soviet  Union had a def in i te

interest  in putt ing more terr i tory between their  heart land

and Nazi  Germany before the expected war came.

I  th ink the f inal  judgement of  h ist-ory on this matter

wi l I  be exact lv th is:  ambiqui  tv. But what seems very c lear

today is that  Nazi  Germany's war actual ly was div ided over

t i rne in two parts:  before Staf ingrad and af ter  Staf ingrad.

Before Stal ingracr the purpose was to establ ish a "Neuordnuf lg" r

a new order,  in Europe. Even detai led plans for colonisat ion

of the Soviet  Union had been drawn up, giv ing terr i tor ies for

such "aryans" as l t lorwegians and Dutch, even for the Br i t ish

the lat ter  as a measure of  the amount of  real- ism in nazL thinking.

After Stal ingrad, these plans were quiet ly shefved, and in

nazl-  propaganda the war took on another character,  the f ight  for

"western c iv i l izat ion",  against  the 'n Bolchevj-st  asiat ic hordes".

Up t i11 the very fast  moment before the capi tu lat ion,  th is f ight

was carr ied on, def in ing Germany as an outpost for  the West,  the

last  barr ier  stemming the trde.

Reagan's v is i t  to Bi tburc; ,  4 May 1985, has to be seen

in th is perspect ive.  Marketed as a v is i t  of  reconci l iat ion,

" forgi-ve but not forget" ,  the hidden message was of  course a

di f ferent one. I  see two aspects to that  message: the Uni ted

States in general  and i ts President,  the Great Corrrrnunicator,  in

part icular,  as the r-r l t lmate arbi ter  in the worId,  the one in whose

power i t  is  g iven, poSsibly because ordained by God hinrsel f  to

;orqjrze,  to draw the f inal  l ine,  to add up the balance. And

then there is a more sini -ster message, in addi t ion to th is f i t

of  megalgmania:  of  course the methods of  the Wehrmacht,  not  to

ment ion those of  the SS may have been a t i t t le rough, but essent iat ly

f  heV Were f  iC.ht  i  nCr i -  he C.|r : , .^^+ l - -+!  l  ^  .harz rrTaFO 
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As Reaganhjmself  has expressed i t ,  referr ing to the U.S.

part ic ipants in the internat ional  br igade dur ing the Civ i l  War
' i  n Snain- 1_he Abraharn LinCOln Rricradc: hernic hrr f  \ t .r r r  rpqrrr ,  Lrrs ArJr dl lc l t i t  LI I IU(J^^^ . lcr  (J_LU t  Dl)  L yOU Wef e

f ight ing on the wrong sidel  No doubt,  th is should also be seen

in the perspect ive of  the increased U.S. interest  in nazi  Germany's

Bl i tzkr ieg,  br inging the war wi th extreme rapidi ty on to enemy

terr i tory by combining land forces and air  at tacks,  in other



r^Tnrr lq rha nrecursors of  what today is known as Air land Batt le.

Tfr is is what Reagan was celelcrat ing in Bi tburg:  the
€. i^! .+ ^^- . i -^+r f  gr l r  aga]nsr Bolc hevism. Reagan sees the wor ld that  wdy, being

in no doubt whatsoever as to where the centre of  the evi f  is

located. But the problem to which both he and his German assoc-
. i  

- f  ^^ -^, ,^-  
lrdLe5 revedr such an enormous i -nsensi t iv i ty is that  whatever he

*;^ l . f  rA. i -1-  ^ lr l r lyrrL Lr l ! r r^ obout the Soviet  Union consi i tutes no basis whatsoever

for condoni-ng, even forgiv ing Lhe horrendous cr imes of  ant i -

Soviet  Nazi  Germany. Even the most elementary knowledge of

what happened in Eastern Europe, f rom the at ta-ck on poland t i l l

the German army was routed, should have opened the eyes, the brains

and the hearts to what an insul t  th is const i tutes to the hundreds

of mi l l ions of  inhabi tants in that  part  of  the v.ror ld,  including

theirdescendants.  The cr imes commit ted. by SS in lVestern Europe,

such as Ouradoru+sur-Glane, become tr iv ia l ,  total ly insrgni f icant

in comparison. The major facts are as s impte as th is:  Hi t fer 's

war was with the Cast,  hoping that the l ,Vest woul_d also see i t
!L^!  - ,^ /as the East that  suf  f  ered not only most,  but  tookLl lcrL vr 'dy.  I  L \

almost al l  the suf fer ing on themselves and their  soi l  Jt  was

the East that  responded and f inal ly brought Nazism to an end.

They were certainly aided by the al-1ies,  f inancial ly,  mif i tar i ly ,

^^]  i  + i  ^^ ' r  ' r  . -  'a l i th human sacr i f  ice.  But i f  there had been no waryv!a LrvqftJ ,  I

in t -ha Fr:cr-  i f  the Soviet  Union had remained passivelv on the

sidel ines,  nei ther helping nor f  ight ing l r lazi  Germany, wouf d the

aI l ies have mustered the resources not only to l j -berate occupied

terr i tory in the i {est ,  but  a lso to k i l l  nazrsm at i ts very core,

in the centre of  Germany i tsel f? Bombinq would not have been

enough. Nazism was not only the ideology of  a smaf l  c l ique
L. '  - -^r  I  ^roa q, t tnncrr tod l^rru - l -ho Gorm:n naanlo r ln hr innvr 'o> uy aI Iu fct l .9E Jupyur Lcu vj  Lrru vE!rrrql t  IJI t - t fg

to an end might have meant f ight ing f rom house to house, one

street af ter  the other,  conquer ing hamlets,  v i l lages, rowns,

ci t ies.  in the end the al l ies did th is,  but  only against  a

Gerlnany total ly exhausted and weakened through i ts losses in the
F- ^+lqJL.

Reagan's v is i t  to Bi tburg and everything that happened

in th is connect ion,  bears test imony to the t r iumph of  the Hi t ler-

Goekbels approach. The f ight  against  Bofchevism is not necessar i ly

what NATO was al f  about,  NATO shoul-d probably more be seen as

i+
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a defensive organisat ion.  But i t  is  certainly what Reaganism

is al l  about,  wi th so many elements point ing in the di-rect i -on

of a f i rst  str i lce stralegy to get r id of  communism once and for

al l - .  Had Hit ler  revis i ted Gerrnany f  or ty years l -ater,  he would

have had al I  reasons to remain content:  f inal ly,  they understood!

And then the Jews protest ing in Bergen-BeIsen concentrat ion camp n '

v, /ere pushed out of  the carnp by Gerrnan pol ice who were only act ing

- r . : - -  !^  r rdarq_ and those orr jers_. i  n -rr . . :  ! . i^-  ^-*? f rom theAUUULUff fY LU UIuErJ,  qI Iu urrvJu v!v! ! r ,  r I l  quqIUrVlt  Uql t lE

Americans, Hi t ler  might have added, not wi thout a certain

admirat ion:  'Not bad I  am happy to say that unquest ioning

obedience is st i l l  a v i r tue among the Germans'  .

So, v ' rhat  should have happened these days? Without j -n

an\7 qanqa cnnrf  nn i  nr ' r  Rol  r -hotz i  l -  
- \ r  
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that  st i l l  remain in the Soviet  Union, i t  is  s imply so brainless

and heart less not to be able to ut1-:r  . r

word of  recogni t ion of  the t remendous Soviet  sacr i f ice in the

common struggle.  I  remernber v iv id ly an exper ience I  had one ear ly

Sunday rnorning in JuIy 1982, outside Novgorod, in the Soviet  Union

- I  was on a camping tr ip wi lh my fami ly.  There was a war

memorial ,  dedicated to one of  the turning points of  the war in

that area. A smal l  detachment f rom the Soviet  arrny was standing

aL at tent ion,  a prepared speech was del ivered by the Sergeant to

the Captain,  by the Captain to the Col-onel ,  and by the Colonel

to the General ,  who then opened i t  and read i t .  Af ter  the

ceremony was over and the soldiers relaxed, looking with

undisguised cur iosi ty at  the Volkswagen l (ombi bus and the I ' {orv,regian

Japanese couple wi th their  chi ldren who had been the only

spectators,  f  went up to the General  and said in rny poor i?ussian

that " l /hatever di f f icul t ies we have now, I  just  want you to know

that we are very nany in my country f i l led wi th grat i tude for

what the Soviet  arrny did dur ing the war".  Bel ieve i t  or  not ,

the man started cry ing. Fi l led wi th emot ion, he embraced me,

and I  d id not qui te know what to do -  only said "Thank you,

goodbye",  and went back to the car.

Count less people have had simi lar  exper iences. The

fort ieth anniversary of  the end to the Second World l r /ar  of fered

a grandiose opportuni ty that  went unut i l ised by people bl inded
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conf l ic t  that  may annihi fate us af l ,  just  in order to play

their  smal l  ideological  games and sat isfy their  own egos.

Down to the smal lest  detai l ;  not  even the cornmunist ,  social ist ,

social  democrat ic resistance against  nazrsm was worthy of

some expresslons of  grat i tude. Their  resistance had to be "r ight"

in both meanings of  that  word,  celebrat ing 20 July L944 over and

over again,  a resistance that also had i ts ambigui t ies,  I ike

everything else.

And yet al l  these events pale in s igni f icance relat ive

to the bigger issues on the pol i t icaf  agenda of  today: the

strategic def ense in i t iat j -ve (  SDI )  . There are at  least  three

wavs of  anal  vq' i  no SnT -  a ' l  ' l  
Of them f  eadino f  n rzorrz npcaf i  r rovuL, rrLYqurvu

conclusions. Some people also invoke a fourth analyt ical  approach:

that SD I  is  technical ly impossible,  and for that  reason not to

be taken ser iously.  I  th ink that  is a very dangerous mistake:

this is exact ly the type of  argument-  that  serves more than anything

else as a chal lenge for the SDi researchers to show that they

can master the problems. l {ovr,  let  us rather engage in rnore

ser ious analysis.

First ,  let  us assume that SDI is a purely defensive
a' l r^ra* ^^1.-  a i rned at  destroying incoming missi les.  In thatJy J LsrLLr Vrrry (

case there are two possibi f i t ies:  the syster is,  say,  9OZ

effssi iys,  or  i t  is ,  so far  unl ikety,  lOO9" ef fsslrvs.  The

consequences are obvious: in the f i rst  case, the Soviet  Union

wiI I  need ten t imes as many missi les as before in ord-er to have

a penetrat ion rat io that  is  accepiabl-e to them according Lo their

cfrrranin n1=1y9. And in the second case, i t  woufd be rather

stupid to at tack wi th missi les,  meaning that other ways of

r -arr tz inct  fhe i  ^  +^ r l "o nr^r in1-q.  nf  imnar-1_ r^rnrr l r l  l - ra nroforraA/vEqPUrrJ LU LI ]L . ' . . . tJqu u wuuf u ue y!  s!  E!  !  Eu,

for  instance in sui tcases. I f  mi l l ions of  Mexican landworkers
l .  ^ . ,^  1-^^- ^ l - - r  ,r rdve ueerr  d. l ' l le to cross the Mexico-U.S. border dur ing the l -ast

; !  ' i^  J- i f f icul t  to imagine that a couple of  Soviet  agents,yEqrJ,  rL rJ \

for  instance, camouf laged as Mexican landworl(ers,  could not br ing

in some bornbs in a sui tcase or two. In fact ,  i t  is  even more

di f f icul t  to i rnagine that they have not already done so for

precisely the same reasons as the U.S. probably has already

planted bombs on Soviet  terr i tory (  in both cases to be igni ted

l - r r r  ramn+a ^^ntrol) .  Other methOdS are tOO COSIly and tOO



unref iable. Conclusion: ten more turns on the armaments spiral ,
and/or int-roduct ion of  qual i tat ively new del ivery systems.
That th is rs a real ist ic concrusion can most readi ly be seen
l - r r r  f ,a 'L- i  h^ + ' .^  a^^^^. i  +^Fty asKrng rne opposrre quest ion:  rvhat would the u.s.  / \ tesL do
i f  the Soviet  union had launched an s,r ' r  in such a grandiose way
as the U. S. does at  present?

The second anaryt ical  approach wourd be located in the
grey zone between defensive and of fensive,  but not in the sense
of something in-between, but in the sense of  both-and. rn another
connectron, r  have pointed out that  nothing is more d.angerous
than a country that  possesses great of fensive capabi l i ty  and yet
has been abre to make i tsel f  invufnerable.  r f  the sDr is to
be considered as a defensive system, then the object lve 1s
sinply invul-nerabi l i ty ,  not  only for  counter- force at tacks,  but
also for  countervalue at tacks (c i t iesr populat ions),  by making
U. S. airspace impenetrabl_e. Since there is no at tempt whatsoever
at  the same t ime to reduce the of fensive capabi l i ty ,  something
that should have been done i f  the approach v, /ere ent i re ly defensive,
the net resul t  is  a cor, ib inat ion that is ideal  for  a counrry
^l-*- . . i -^-  -  r lplannl-ng a rrrst  str ike at tack.  But even i f  the Uni ted States
does not harbour such intent ions,  the Soviet  Union wi l l  be even
more convinced than ever that  they do, and do everything possible
in order to obtain the same strategic prof i le,  a combinat ion of
of fenslve str ik ing force, of  annihi lat ing capaci ty,  and invufnera-
bi l i ty .  The naive answer vrould be that " th is they cannot af ford":
the Soviet  Union certainly has problems, but not that  of  mobi l is ing
a sacr i f ic ia l  spir i t  against  devastat ing threats f rom the outside.
I f  for  no other reason than that these threats wi l l  by necessi ty
not only af fect  unpopular leaders in the soviet  union, but the
populat ion as a whoIe.  Conclusion: something more important than
an arms race 

'  
a strategic race where new and even more dangerous

doctr ines come into play,  more expl ic i t ly  and v,r i th more deadly
real ism than ever before.

Third,  there are i r , rportant arguments against  the assumption
that sDr real ly is a defensive systern at  a l - l .  r t  is  so vulnerable
to such a s imple meteorol-ogi-cat  phenomenon as c louds at  the same
as i t  may soon becorne possible to have a devastat ing impact on
^-n"-n 

t  rv-a! .grourru rargers,  s imply burning them into obl iv ion,  usi-nq laser



rays and part ic l -e beams when the sky is not overcast.  (Day or
night does not matter,  the locat ionof targets are wel l  known, in
addi t ron there are ways of  coping with the darkness at  n ight )  .
T\h,, i  ^ , ,  ^  1 . ,  v^ -\JUVrousry,  ne who at tacks wi th rnissi les wi l l  choose a c loudy
per iod, making the missi les . invulnerable r ight  af ter  start  and
close to impact;  he who wants to at tack wi th sor (strategrc

offense in i t iat ive) wi l l  choose a c l -oud free atmosphere. Since
this is wel l -known, i t  looks as i f  the systern f rom i ts very
' i  n^^^+. i  ^-  i  ^l i lceprron rs biased in favour of  at tack.  To this i t  may be
objected that dur ing rnost of  the t ra jectory,  the rnissires f  rom
an at tacker v.r i l l  be way above any croud protect ion,  which is
true- The counter-object ion v,roufd be that the rays and bearns
of an at tacker would not be impeded by anything except destruct ion
of the sources of  the rays and bearns ther,rsefves. Conclusior l i
in al l  l ikel ihood, there are of fensive intent ions behind the
srr ,  not  necessarr ly saying that these are the only intent ions,
but that  the system is suf f ic ient ly ambiguous to make the
hypothesis that  they are al-so intended for at tack a very l iJ<elyone.

Obviously,  those on both s ides of  the Atfant ic favour ing
the SD T have now obtained one rna j  or  ob j  ect ive,  the 57 2 Eurornissi les
are by and large forgotten. The cr iminal-  vrho stears your purse
is r ikely to be forgotten i f  somebody else,  maybe even the same
cr iminal ,  burns down your house or starts k i l l ing members of  your
fami ly.  The worst  dr ives out the worse. of  course, they
would be wrong in assuming that for  that  reason they have got
r id of  the Peace iv iovement i -n Europe .  Just  on the contrary,
that  Peace l4overnent wi l l  in al l  l ikel ihood come back agaj_n,
quant i tat ively stronger and qual l tat ively better than ever v,zhen
t - l - '^  i -^r  - i^- ! lr r re rmprrcar l -ons of  the sDr become ful1y known. Right now we
are in the per iod of  confused European "statesmerl /btateswomen"

contemplat ing some minor issues, such as vrhether research on SDI
wiI I  in fact  increase the chances that SDI wi l l  be implemented
(of  course i t  vr i f l ) ;  whether the u.s.  of fer  to have the , ,best

brains in Europe" part ic ipate in sDr research, in f  act  F: ieans
ch:nnar l ' in^ +hese brains in the mir i tary direct ion and for u.s.
purposes, dgdinst  a vague promise of  "c iv i l ian spin-of f  ef fects, ' .
(of  course i t  wi l l - ,  in addi t ion,  rvhy not go direct ly for  these



"spin-of f  ef fects",  I ike the Japanese do?);  whether SDI wi l l  not

make Western Europe even more vulnerable,  i f  i t  makes the U.S.

less vulnerable (of  course i t  wi l l ,  the cost  ef f ic i_ency of

Soviet  missi fes wi l f  be higher when used on European sot1,  whatever

defense potent ia l  is  present in sDr wi l l  be less for  t iestern

Europe because of  geographic proximity and also more d.estruct i -ve,

there being no At lant ic ocear,o\rcrwhich the destruct ion could take

place )  .

In addi t ion to being horr i fy ing and bizarre,  th is

developnent afso seems so ut ter ly unnecessary,  I  have here in

mv hand f  he nr 'w defonse nlanS fOr Austr ia-  r r r r l ' r l  ished t . ! . j^r l rJ rrqrru Lr ls rrsw us!urrJs LJrqrrJ !v!  nuJu!f  qt  
PuvrI>rrELt LIr IJ yEar.

The plan is vcry detai led,  and the basic points are s imply these :

to make the country as indigest ib le as possible by mobit is ing

na)n-nr.) \ rnr-aJ- i rza miI i l_:rrr  dcfanqe r- i r l i  I i=^ ' laf^--^ ^.,  _L "  ^ '_d. I I  ( ]erense'  economlc

defense, psychological  defense- in t i rnes of  peace, when war

threatens, and in t imes of  war.  As is wel l -known, th is is

cornbined with Austr ian neutral i ty,  and a promise to make this

neutral i ty credible by defending Lhe country against  the most

I ikely war scenar ios:  a Soviet- led incursion from Austr ia 's two

neighbours and/or a U.S. insprred ef for t  to establ ish a corr idor

between two major NATO countr ies,  Western Germany and l ta ly,
+L--^, .^L n, ,^t--Lrrr  vuvrr  ^*o . -  ia.  (From the last  two of  Austr iat  s neighbours ,

neutral  Switzer land and non-al igned Yugoslavia,  r to real ist ic

war scenar ios are envisaged;.

One may discuss detai l -s of  th is plan, and from a completely

paci f is t /ant i -mi l i tary perspect ive i t  is  of  course unsat isfactory

to have even a non-provocat ive mi l i tary defense component.

My own at t i tude to that  woul-d be to support  the Austr ian Peace

Movement in their  struggle for  non-mi l i tary defense, yet  at  the

sane t i rne see Austr ia as an example,  in the sarne way as suf fer ing

from the common cold is preferable to suf fer ing f rom cancer.

VJhat should be noted in th is connect ion,  is  that  a l though Austr ia

is much smal ler  than Germany, her history is not that  d i f ferent,

n:r# i  n,r l  r r ' l  r r  hef  SeCOnd tr{Of ld l r iaf  h iStOfr ;  . l .hara r^z:g naZiSm inr r rJUv!f  .  r r rs!s wq_

Austr ia too,  many many Austr ians bel ieved in the struggle against

Bolchevisrn,  the pol i t ical  prof i les are about the same, the mi l i tary

people cannot be that di f ferent in ideological  incl inat ion and

intel- fectuaf paradigms. And yet,  the resuft  is  total ly di f fercnt ,



through histor ical  events,  the nature of  which we knovr relat ively

v ' re l l .  V ' lhat  is  possible for  Austr ia could have been possible

for Germany, and could once agai-n becorne possible for  Germdny,

provided the r ight  synergy between the Gerrnan Peace Movement,

real ist ic al ternat ive secur i ty pol ic ies for  the Federal  Republ ic

of  Germany, and the pol i t ical  carr iers in a par l iamentary

, { rmnnr^^\z l - } ro no' l  i i i r -a ' l  nart ieq -  r ' i  ohf  nnr,r  ma:ninn +-he Gfeen

and the Red part ies -  can develop further.

I  wi I I  not  go into detai ls wi th these kinds of  a l ternat ives,

having commit ted whatever thoughts I  mysel f  might have in that

connect ion to the book "There are al ternat ives!" ,  present ly in

Engl ish,  German, Dutch, Spanish and Norwegian edi t j -ons,  wi th

Swedish, I ta l ian and Japanese (and a couple of  others) on the wa1z.

Many others have done simi lar ,  and no doubt,  bet ter  jobs.  But

for those of  us who wri te al ternat ive scenar ios,  pIans, programmes,

i t  is  rather inportant not to lose sight of  the obvious fact  that

wi thor-r t  strong mass movements,  our ef  for t  is  only academic,  and

qui te of ten not even that. And rnzi  J_ hnrr l -  nnl ' i  f  i  cal  nart  i  ^^ . .1 '^^
nlru vvrLl luuL } ,vrrLruqr t /qr  Lf  E5 Wtl \_/

can carry the in i t iacivcs,  wi thout too many comproni-ses through the

Inaze of  the pol i t icaf  process, f  orvrard Lo some l<ind of  implernentat ion,

even a happy marr iage between these movements and the peace prog-

rammes wi l l  come to naught.

So, that  is  our predicament.  The si tuat ion is cr i t ical ,

but  not hopefess.  There is more opposi t ion than ever,  even at

the governrnental  level ,  as can be vr i tnessed from the inportant

snrrech hv f  he Br i t ish Foreion lu1 i  n i  qf  cr  qr lmo I  i  mo ann'  even in theuYv t

U.S. Congress. Sooner or Iater,  a l l  these forces wi l l  crystal l ise

into a t remendous rnomenturn in the opposi te direct ion.  Let us

only hope that i t  is  soofr€ra rather than l -ater.  More part icular ly,

i f  i t  nevertheless cornes later,  that  i t  wi l l  not  be too late.


