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The structure of  th is paper is as fo l l_ows. First ,  there

are some general  ref lect ions on the topic of  occidental  con-

struct ions of  wor l -d space, their  wor ld myths,  in ot .her words.

Then, a presentat ion of  th is authorrs image of  the US and

Soviet  imaqes of  the wor ld" And f inal1y,  the more topicaL

pol i t - ical  d iscussion of  to what extent these images are con-

tradictory or compat ib i .e.

The point  of  departure wi1 t  have to be the manichaean

dichotomy between Good and Evi I . "  Maybe one source of  or iq in

for the s iqni f icance of  th is way of  ronceiv inq of  the wor ld

is Persian, and more speci f ical ly Zotoaster lsm. Then there are

extremely important western and eastern manifestat ions of

th is way of  th inki .nq,  such as t .he Katars,  in the west and

the Bgqqjn_i1q in the east-- th inking part icufar ly of  France

and Rr".r  ssia "  God and Satan are t .he concrete expressions

as actors of  the two more qeneral  pr inciples,  and typical

of  the rrncident (as opposed to,  for  insLance, Daoism) is the

way in whinh the two actors are kept separate,  d iametr ical ly

opposed in cosmos, r lp and down, heaven and hel l .

Ihr ist iani ty embodies th is basic dinhotomy and gives i t

f lesh and blood so to speak. I t  is  found boLh in the western

and eastern churches ( t f 'e { lathol ic ancJ Protestant churches in

the west,  the 0rthodox nhurches in the east) .  The nuances are

numBrous, but the basic structure st i l1 prevai ls.  I f  there is

a di f ference maybe one expression nnuld be as fo l lows: there



is  something l iqhter,  more opt imist i r :  over the eastern,

0rthodox churches. God loves his nhi ldr :en,  there is no doubt"

There is l -ess of  Satan. In the Protestant churches in the west.  to

the contrary,  God also 1oves, but the love is more condi t ional  and

some are Chosen" some are noL*-for salvat ion" And those who

are not,  the unehosen, are obvir :us1y in for  damnat ion,  meaning

that God plays some of Satan's role i f  we assume that the pr imary

sor: t inq is done by God and Satan .receives the lef  tovers.  May-

be the Cathol ic churches in-between may be cl-oser to the hint

at  0r thodox opt imism than the rather qruel l inq,  painful ,  un-

certainty of  part i r - :uLar l  y the pur i tan branches of  Prot-est-ant ism "

These are fundamental  and col  lect ively shared bel  iefs

socj  a l  construct ion in qeneral  and a wor ld DOnstruct ion in

part icular wi l I  have to be marked by so stronq f igures of

thought."  A gradient has to be introdnced in wor ld space,

s I  opinq, even steeply,  f rom Good tn Evi l  .  And what woul  d be more

natural  than seeinq one's own count-ry as nlosest to God be-

cause i t  is  Gor:d and one's favor i te enemy as c losest to Satan

because i t  is  Evi l? What would be more natural  than to invoke

the f igure of  beinq Chosen, by the Pr ince of  L iqht and t .he

Prince of  Darkness, respent ively ? What woufd be more natural---

for  two reasons: the metaphors have been worked into the popula-

t . ion by systemat ic teaching of  re l ig ion for centur ies,  even

mi l lennia and--  ( rather important ly )  ,  they are very easy to

understand. They can be col lent ively shared, excluding nobody

precisely becaLlse of  their  extreme simpl ic i ty.
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The reader wi l l  f ind on the next page an ef for t  to present

world space as div ided into four parts and as seen by the two

super-powers,  both of  them within the Chr ist ian,  or  raLher

manichaean circ le of  metaphor product ion.  The tJS side of  the

story.  the lef t  hand column of  the tabIe,  has been spel led out else-

wnere. The worLd is div ided into f ,our parts;  on top the

L,S as God's own country,  surrounded by a center of  "al f ies"

(rr-rr  because they are not that  re l iabler meaninq concretely

that they may not necessar i1y share al l  aspects of  th is wor ld

construr- ' t ion suf  f  ic ient ly expl ic i t ly ,  and pLrbl ic ly ) ;  in turn

sr. l r rounded by a per iphery of  countr ies tha{-  may fal t  e i ther

wayr less rel iable and consequent j .y should be protected from

a fate wolse than death;  and that is the fourth and outer

most c i rc le of  purely evi l  countr ies,  chosen by satan himserf ,

beinq a manifestat ion of  h is designs, his t rue instruments on

Eart-h.

The quest ion in th is connent ion

ean be found" Searchinq the wor ld 's

geoqraphy, where do we f ind mater ia l

evi l  countr ies,  or  more general ly evi

is where evi l  countr ies

pol i t ical  h istory and

for the construct ion of

I  actors,  on t .he wor ld scene?

I th ink

the choice,

not only a

there are four rules governinq the search, l imi  t ing

but afso makinq i t  suf f ic ient ly broad to guarantee

supp"1y, but a f  resh supply of  enemies.
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First ,  there has to be an enemy to spur one on. The enemy

has to be suff ic ient ly strong to const i tute a physical  threat

and at  the same t ime suff ic ient ly al lur inq,  at t ract ive,  even

tempt ing to const i tute a sPir i tual  threat.  To be Good means

not only to reject  Evi1,  but  a lso to be abte Lo withstand, to

f iqht  tv i l .  You can only know that you are Good i f  you are

tested, al l  the t ime, and pass the test .  And a touqh test  at  that .

Second, the presence of  Evi l  in the worfd also serves the

important funct ion of  making you feel  Dood even i f  you are not

chal lenged. There is always the possibi l i ty  of  comparisons.

For that  reason the Evi l  act-or also has to be bad in the

sense of  making oneseLf look Good. The Evi l  actor provides

us with the possibi l i ty  of  sayinq "we may make some mistakes

but we are at  least  not down to that  1eve1".

Third,  there should be only one Evi l  actor aL the t ime.

I f  there are more several  problems ar ise:  a f  eel inq of  being

encir :c ledr overpowered by Evi l  forces of  d i f ferent k inds wi th

the possibi t i ty  that  st . i11 new ones may arr ive;  the feel ing

that thele may be some reasDn why so many are aqainst  USr may-

be we are bad!;  a complex wor ld v iew, mult ipolar part icular ly

i f  t .he Evi l  forces also are Evi l  to each other.  In a sense this

was the US metaphysical  problem when Hit ler  Germany at- tacked

Stal in Soviet  Union in 1947. And on too of  th is there is the



more fundamental  theological  problem: wi l l  we not have to assume

mono-Satanism as a corol lary of  monotheism?

Fourth,  the Evi l  country cannot

there must be some histor ical  basis

musL by and large sat isfy the three

quest ion.  then, is what histor ical

part  of  the occident.  And then, the

be constructed ex nihi lo:

.  And that histor ical  basis

rules just  ment ioned. The

basis there is in the western

eastern part  of  the occident

Broadly speaking I  t .h ink a

two types of  raw mater ia ls for

dist inct ion can be made between

the construct ion of  Evi l  countr ies

Thus, there are the concrete country actors,  sources of

threat through the centur ies,  maybe mi l lennia "  Russia was always

a problem to the west part ly because of  i ts  s ize and consequent ly

capabi l i ty ,  part ly because i t  had been invaded so of ten by the

west that  there miqht also be a mot ivat ion over and bevond internal

expansionist  incl inaLions: the revenge. Turkey was in the same

category,  the capabi l i ty  of  the 0t toman empire being undisputed. But-

the mot ivat ion part ly in terms of  Is lamic rel ig ious zea1, part ly

as a revenge for the Chr ist ian cruel ty they had been exposed to

dr.rr ing the crusades was al  so present "  And then there was always

the Yel low Per i l ,  probably a her i tage from the Mongol t radi t ion

coming out of  the steps of  CentraL Asia,  of  in-

vasions westwards, f rom Att i la the Hun to the Great Khans.



The second source would be qroup actors,  for  instance de-

f ined by some ethnic character isLic.  Very important in th is

connecLion wou1d, of  Dourse, be the compet i tors or chal lengers

to Chr ist iani ty,  in other words Judaism and Is lam within

0ccidental  re l ig ion,  and then al l  the others,  convenient ly

lumped toqether as "P"gans".  And that cateqory,  acLual ly mean-

ing the people who l ive in the countryside (p__"q*_L) as opposed

to "c iv iL ized" people l iv ing in the c i t ies,  comes very c l -ose to

the category of  savages, A modern version of  the saying wnuld be

the cat.eogry "atheist" .  Behind i t -  a l l  lurks ant i -nonwhite racism.

In al l  of  th is there is more than enough mat-er ia1" The

Soviet  tJnion could immediately be declared an enemy, part ly be-

cause of  the Russian nucleus, part ly because i t  was "atheist" .

The word "nommunist"  was rJest ined to be a new word for Satan.

and the Soviet  lJnion could be f i t ted into i ts role as Iv i1

actor not because of  anythinq the country does. but because

of what.  the r :ounLry is"  This in i tsel f  goes a long way towards

explaininq why the image of  the Soviet  Union is so inelast ic,  so

independenL of  what a r- :ountry does inLernat ional ly,  or  even

int-ra-nat ional ly"  The country is evi1.  Fu11 stop.

But there is certain-1 y more mater ia l  for  the construct ion

of enemies" "Tr:rkey and sr.rccessorsrr  syndrome has been f i l led

in succession by Egypt,  I raq,  Syr ia.  L ib ia and Iran, s ingly and

combined" And the "Yel low Per i1" syndrome was certainly f i l led
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by "Red China" for  a long per iod (where i t  was combined with

the pagan/savage/atheisL/communisL syndrome)r a posi t ion vacated

by China and now probably gradual ly being f i l ted by Japan.

The f i rst  enemies of  the people desLined Lo become

"Americanstr  were the pagan/sav aqes/ non-white combina-

t ion:  the " Indians",  the nat ive Americans. The same argument

can be made: i t  does not maLter so much what they do, what

matters is what they are.  They are the mater ia l  of  which

enemies oan be made. hence enemies are made out of  that  mater ia l .

And next in l ine were the Afr icans treated in a way that cer-

ta in ly made enemies out of  them, a role whj .ch they were also

predest ined to f i l l  by the logic of  t .he scheme.

But then there is more to come: the Jews and the Moslems. Ant i -

Semit ism was afso predest ined to become a part  of  the American

world myth,  taken over f , rom cent.ur ies,  even mi l lennia of  ant i -

semit ic theory and pract ice in the west.  When t .hat  chanqed

af ter  the Holocaust,  or  more precisely af ter  the TV ser ies

about the Holocaust i t  was probabiy due to three major reasons.

Nazi  atroci t ies made open ant i -Semit ism impossible;  Israel  was

a part  of  the US ant i*Soviet  strat"qy and hence not only Israel

but-  afso American Jews had to be supported; and American Jews

themse.]ves were not only becoming mainstream Americans throuqh

vert ical  mobiJ. i ty in the social-  structure and hor izontal  mobi l i ty  pol i -

t ical lv towards the r : iqht  but also increasingly in a posi t  i r :n

themselves to control  t "he wor ld myths throuqh inf luence over the

media.  0ne may perhaps venl-nre t -he hypothesis that  the balanne



between an incl inat ion towards ant i -Semit ism on the one hand

and the " the enemy of  my enemy is my fr iend" logic that  would

lead to Phi lo-semit ism is precar ior . rs.  and may be overturned any

t ime.

More rel iable is the ant i -Mosl-em sent iment.  This does not

only der ive f rom the antagonism between Israel  and the Palest in ians

l iv ing under Israe 1i  occupat ion and the Arab states having a

Jewish state in their  midst .  I t  has much o1der,  h istor ical  ru les

that date back not onfy to the Drusades" but afso to t -he funda-

mental  chal lenqe Is lam represenLed to Chr ist iani ty as a pur i fy ing

rel , ig ion.  The Crusades, l ike the many invasions of  Russia must

have given t .o the west a sense of  Russians and Moslems as very

danqerous people;  one day they may come back, t reat ing us the

way we treated them. There are of  course also count less stor ies

of how agqressively they defended themselves, wi th l i t t le or

no abi  l i ty  to dist inquish between aggressiveness brought about

by western at tack and a more permanent aggressive incl inat ion.

In short ,  more than enouqh raw mater ia l  to prnduce out of

separaLe instances of  Moslem terror ism a ma. jor  tv i l  actor,  one

of st t f l f ie ient  magnitude t"o sat isfy the f i rst  three requirements

ment i  oned above "

Let us now try to turn to the Soviet  s ide of  t .he story.

ln t -he r iqht  hand column of  Table I  t -he hypothet i r :a1 answers are

given. The basic problem is,  of  course, to give sense to the
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fundamental  d ichotomy on which the whole scheme resLs, between

Good and Evi l .  The Soviet  Union is of f ic ia l ly  an atheist  state

and cannot be expected meaningful ly to be understood in terms

of a wor ld suspended between God and satan. 0n the other hand.

against  a backdrop of  a very heavy tradi t ion of  chr ist iani ty a

manichaean dist inct ion or polar i ty,  inducing a f ie ld or a gradient

in the wor ld would not only make sense but be expected.

The thesis is that  marxism sol  ves the problem through the

History/a-History dist inct ion.  History (actual ly a very capi ta l

H) is a cateqory that  takes a posi t ion very s imiLar to God. The

organiz ing pr inciple in the wor1d, wi th less focus on the beginning

and end, on creat ion and destruct ion and more on the process in-

between. History is not only a record of  events,  that  would be

history wi th a lower case h.  I t  is  not  only those events chained

together in a process. History is the forc motr ice dr iv ing that

process, more or fess adequately recorded as history.  A nat ion

is under History l ike a western nat ion is under God; not only

in the sense that History l ike God is above. but in the sense

that the task of  the nat ion,  the best the nat ion can do to fu l f i l l

j - tsel f  is  to be obedient to that  h igher force.  Freedom is insight

in necessi ty.  To try to cast  onesel f  in a rol ,e outside History is to

defy inevi tabi l i ty ,  and that can only be done at  one's own consider-

able r isk.  1 ' ru1y an act  against  the order of  nature the nat ion

thereby relegates i tsel f  not  only to a low posi t ion in the rank-

ing of  nat- ions,  or  t -o a marqinal  posi t ion outside that rankinq.
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In f  act  the nat ion becomes some kinrJ r : f  ant i -nat ion,  nr : t ,  on1y

a-hist-or ical  DLrt .  ant i  -h ist-or ical .

My image of  the soviet .  imaqe of  the wor ld woulr j  then run as

fol  lows ;

First ,  there is the Soviet  t ln ion as the nat ion di-rent ly

chosen by Hrstoryr and for that  reason direct- ly under history.

as the f  j . rst  country in the woI- td to enter the Promised L and of

social ism. sociar ism beinq aL tne hiqher 1eve1, fur ther

ahead in t -ne progress of  peoples,  th is act  cast-s the Soviet  lJnion

I 'n t"he ro" le as the Frrst  Nat ion.  There are r iqhts and dut ies is

this connect- ion "  0ne obvious r ight  is  a leading posi t . ion amonq

social ist  nat ions:  an other r iqht  is  par i t .y relat ive to non*

social i .st  nat ions,  at  the very least .  The duty is to construct  social-

i -sm, and to pr:otect-  t .he gains in the USSR anrJ the social ist-  countr ies.

Senond, there is t -he Center surrounding the Snviet  l ln ion of

"al l ies" (rr- r r  because they may not be rel iab.re" meaning by

that nol  sr : f f ic ient ly expl ic i t .  ly .  publ icry,  shar ing the soviet

wor ld myths,)  .  But they are l ike-minded count-r ies,  and once they

have benome social ist  which means that they have enterer j  t -he hrgher

level  they are supposed not to s l ide back t-o t -he levef they lef t

behind" History is i r reversible,  i t  cannot be unwi l led once done.

lh i rd,  the level  they lef t  behino; the per iphery whicn in

the Soviet  myth wot. t ld be a mix of  t radj  t - ional  and rnoder:n societ ies
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with feudal ,  pre-capi ta l is t  and capi ta l is t  pat terns.  They are

in the wait ing room of history,  the feudal  countr ies wai t ing to

become capiLal ist  and the capi ta l is t  countr ies wai t inq t .o become

social ist .  0f  course these processes are complex.  But such is,

more or less,  the inexorable progress of  History.

Fourth,  there are the Evi l  countr ies,  meaning ahistor ical

countr ies.  These are countr ies that  have placeo themselves

outside the histor ical  Stufengang, A cr ime against  h istory is

a cr ime against  nature.  Histor ical  lawsof th is maqnitude are

parts of  the order of  naLure" The process, or rather progress of

history can be held upr delayed for a whi le 'but  can never be

stopped, and certainly not reversed. Consequent ly Evi l  actor

Number 1 wor:1d be the major imperial ist  countr ies.  Imperial ism

worr ld t .hen be def ined as the last  stage of  capiLal ism where for

some leason tnere is no evolut ionary t ransi t ion process Laking

place" History is held up through act ive and aqqressive

ef1'orts to reverse the f low of  the histor i r :a l  t idal  waves. Lesser

capi ta l is t  oount-r ies cannot af ford to do this:  the bigger ones

can. 0ne of  t -hem was Enqland, and one reason why Lhe Soviet

Union under Stal  in supported the emerqence of  a modern Jewish

st-ate,  Isr :ael ,  was that i t  was interpret-ed as ant i - imper ia l isL

being located on the sea route between Enqland and her Asian

"possess, ions " .  The Ar:abs were seen as more f  r iendly to Br i t ish

imperial ism t .han the Jews with their  socralrst  incl inat ions.
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Then there are the two Evi l  actors in the East that  the

sovieL union would share wi tn West in the sense of  tne uni ted

States:  Turkey and successors,  ano the Ye l low Per i f  and successors

They are considerably more real  as enemies for Russia than

for the west.  I t  was Russia that  was raided by rhe Mongols,

not the West;  i t  was Russia and Lastern furope that was at tacked

and part ly conquered by r .he 0t toman empire,  not  western Europe.

And yet i t  is  not  necessar i ly  the case that these enemy construc-

t ions are more deeply rooted, more successful ly,  in the East t .han

j .n Lire i t 'est .  The reason For th is would probably be that more

imporLant than empir inal  real i ty is how i t  f i ts  into the total

structure of  nat ionaf or regionaf myths;  the proLestant west

perhaps being more accommodat ing to enemy construct ions th"n thg

0rthodox fast  (or  the Cathol ic South) because of  excessive

manichaeanism"

However th is may be the soviet  Union would cert .a in ly also

have their  share of  ant i -Mosrem sent iment.  some of  i t .  woulc

be based nn the Turkish exper ience, on the icJea that Moslems.

l ike Jews, set  thensel ,ves apart  f rom history as def ined by the

core peoples in 0ccidental  c iv i l izat ions (accordinq to themsefves):

the Ihr ist ians.  Jews may agree witrr  the histor ical  construct ions of

Chr ist iani ty,  l iberal ism and marxism (afLer al l  they are al l_ made by Jews!) ,

but  be less incl ined to accept any nat ional ist ic interpretat i r :n of

i t  having been forced, unt i l  recent ly,  into some type of  t rans-

nat ional  existence, wi th qreat capaci ty for  universal ist  thought

(expressing i tsel f  in science and art ,  and certainl-y not the least

in the sociaf  sciences )  .  But Moslems wr:uld have their  own sense
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of history.  There is an ideaf society run by thc mul lahs and the

ba4aar i ,  in other words by church and capi ta l  in western terms.

The state would just  be a part  of  Lhis,  as somethinq inseparable f rom the

mul lah-bazaar i  a l l iance. And the Good society has an economy that

would be agr icul tural ly based wit .h a commerciaf  sLrr :ctrrre on top

of that ,  wi th str ict  ru les as to what const- i tut-es honest business.

In other words an idear ized version of  society as i t_ was at  the

t ime of  the Prophet.  "Development" or "modernizat ion" added to

this,  or  opposed to th is,  would not necessar i ly  be against  the

Quran, but not necessary ei ther.  pur i f  icat ion rather than

social  change would be the rule.  And this rule is c lear ly

contrary both t"o l iberal ism and to marxism. the of f -spr i r rqs of

chr ist ian thought on progress,  under the eyes of  God.

And equal ly ahistor ical  would be penple whrr  coulr j  even be

said to be ant i . .h istor ical ,  such as the Greens, A capi ta l is t

who bel ieves in capi ta l ism, and pref  ers to f  iqht_ f  or  i t  and

against  social ism, is performing his role wi th in the StLrf 'enqang.

A Green who bel ieves in nei t .her,  denying t-he whr:1e loqic of  t -he

stufenqang is commit- inq a cr ime against  h istory.  Anr l  thus i t

is  that  dur inq the German federal  e lect ions March I  9t : l l  both

t-he social  democrats and the conservat- ives had ac{ress wi th t -heir

elect ion convoys through the [ ierman Democrat ic Republ ic to

Ber l in,  but  the Greens noL. An ant i -h istor. ical  phenomenon should

not be seen rolJ inq on the (actr . ra l ly  somewhat ant i_hj ,stor icat)

highways of  social ist  Germany, a qreen bus--die GrlJne Raupe

(auf Suche nach Koh1.. .") .
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And Lhat leads us to t -he f inal  quest ion;  are these images

compat ib le or contradictory? 0l  course they are contradicLory

to the extent that  the US has the Soviet  lJnion as Enemy Number

1 and the Soviet  Union has the US as ( imperial ist - )  Enemy Number

1 "  Much of  the enerqy of  Lhe east, /west conf l ic t  der ives

exact. ly f rom this phenomenon.

But the myths are not thaL st .at ic.  0n1y the strunture of

the myths are rather stable.  The idea of  an enemy, and the

basic contours of  an enemyrfrAy not change; the precise ident. i ty

of  the enemy coulc j  change. The US had the Soviet"  Union as

enemy number one up t-o Nazi  Germany replacedthe Soviet  t .Jnion.

But that  lasted only to the end of  t -he Second I{or l rJ War,  in May

1945. Short ly thelreafter the Soviet  Union was reconst-ruct-ed

as Enemy Number I  "  And that,  in turn,  lasted only unt i l

somet ime in the l96Os when the di tente made the Soviet  Union

recede into the background and "Red f lh ina"took i ts i : iqht fu l

p 1 ace as Enemy Numbe r  1 " The country was populated not by

human beinqs but by hordes who were not walk ing but swarminq;

their  communism was noL only red buL ye11ow. And yet t jh ina

was able to get out of  that  posi t ion and become somet-hing close

to a center countr :y wi th the predictable consequence that the

Soviet  Union had to take i ts plar:e again as Enemy Number I ,

a plaee i t  has ocouppied unt i l  recent ly where i t  is  crral lengerd by

Is lam and terror ism, or more parLicular ly Mosl_em terror ism, as a

worthy suncessor.  This process is st i l l  qoing on"
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Are there cor lesponding career patterns on the Soviet  s ide?

The uni ted States wes replaced bv Nezi  Germany which, in turn,

was replaced by the United States unt i l  China took Lhat posi t ion

dur ing the ddtente per iod which to some extent coincided "r i th

the per iod of  the cul tural  revolut ion in china. The basie

quest ion to be asked would be to what extenL the United States,

which quickJ y cccuppied the posi t ion lef  t  r racant v, ,hen china was

less of  a threat because the cul tural  revolut ion was not only over:

but dead and bur ied,  coul  d be chal lenqeci  by something corresponding

to Is lam and terror ismr and more part iculAr ly

in the Soviet  imaqery of  the wor ld?

Moslem terror ism,

I t  is  d i f f iculL to say.  The soviet  union has much of  Isram

inside i ts borderq in the f ive Central  Asian republ ics.  However,

i t "  remains to be seen whet.her that  wi l l  develop in the direct ion of

the Moslem fundamental ism known in West Asia and North Afr ica.

The dernographic nhal lenge is wel l  known anr- l  has been poinred out

very of ten.  The terror ist  threat in t .hat  connect ion seems to be

negl ig ib le,  at  least  so far ,

But the connlusion f  rom Table -1 is obvious r  t -he Uni ted States

(and the Soviet  tJnion cr:u1d make peace oreservinq their  worf  d myths,

and that is absolutely essent ia l  s ince such myths chanqe but

s1owly) i f  thev promoted each nther f rom the posi t ion as most fv i t

country to somethinq less t .hreatening at  t "he same t  ime, and agreed

on a common enemy. The candidates are obvior. ts;  Lhe Moslem t .hreat,
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the Yel low Per i l  and the Greens. 0f  course, both China and Japan

can be cast in the roles as Ye1low Per i l .  Mongol ia cannot possibly

f i l l  th is hietor ical  ro le,  having been wel l  emasculated by Lhe

Soviet  Union as a c l ient  country.  There are also strong reasons

why both the tJni ted States and the Soviet  Union might t ike to

preserve both China and Japan as f r iends, or aL least  as non-

enemies, but these reasons are not.  so strong in connect ion wi th

Is lamic countr ies (prov- ided oi  I  can be srnnl  i  ed f  rnm somewhere else)

So the concl-usion is as f  o11ows, as

between t-he t-wo suDer-Dowers.

recipe for peace-making

First ,  the Soviet-  Union rnakes peace with the Unit -ed States

saying that-  the lJni ted States i .s leading country in the wor ld,

asking fnr more services l rom the IJS in al1 k inds of  f ieIds,  for

i .nstanne modernizat- ion nf  aqr icr . l1ture,  where the US due to the depres-

sed natrrre of  the IJS -gr icul ture, ,  would have a 1ot-  of  f - ree

f ' loat inq expert , ise avai lable" In addi t ion t -o that  the Soviet-

tJnion confesses i ts s ins but"  makes use of  the Chinese method of

c la iminq that hatever was bad was due to very few people ( the

Chinese formufa was four Dersons, tho gang of  l r :ur ;  the Soviet

1 'b lnrul .a seems t .o be three persons, Breshnev. Andropov, Chernenko I  and

mainly due t-o the fact-  that  they were too old when in

of f ice).  0n top of  that  the Soviet . ' .Jnion of fers to t -he tJni ted

States a jo int  f iqht  against  F1o.1em t"error ists,  perhaps with a

f  ocus more on' f4osIei l '  Lhan on " terror isnl ' .
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Sepond, the Uni ted SLates makes peace with the Soviet  Union,

nf fonn i  nn f  n remoVe the Soyi  et  Union fron t_he posi  t ion as E nemyY -"

Number -1 ,  movinq the count.ry into a more comnat ib le posi t . ion.

But Lhen the United SLates does not have t .o make so much of  a

conf,ession of  s ins,  the Soviet  leadership being - less Chr ist ian

in that  sense, only in the more fundamentaf  cosmological  sense.

Some confession miqht be useful  thouqh and i t  is  qui te obvious,

r ight  now, on whom evi l  can be blamed: the Reagan Administrat ion

And f inal ly Lhe United States would aqree with the Soviet .  Unj-on that

the danger now ' is  "Moslem terror ism",  in th is case with t -he focus

more on " terror ism" than on "Mosfem". The Greens might also come

in ccnvenient ly as disorder ly movements outside the mainst . ream of

pol i t ics;  ahisLor ical  in the East,  apol i t ical  in the West.

In shorL:  the usual  cccident-a1 formula,  peace between two of  them

at the expense of  a th i rd party.  In other words,  unacceptable.

But the rest  of  the formula,  minus the appointment of  a new

enemy! coufd be acceptable--but har:d1y wolkable unfess both part ies

start  examininq their  myths more rareful ly.  So, maybe that is our

major cul tural  task in the years to come: to examine and re-

examine our myLhs.

enouqh to do so?

And the quest ion remains:  are we couraqeous


