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NEW SOVIET ELEMENT: COMPROMISE

One of the more interesting aftermaths of the Cuban
crisis is the apparent modification of the Khrushchevian con-
-cept of peaceful coexistence to include provision for concessions
.~ from the USSR. Heretofore, in spite of Soviet withdrawal from
Austria (1955) and from the Porkkala base in Finland (1556),
and agreement to a cease-fire in Laos (1961), an underlying
qgsumption of the peaceful coexistence formula has been a gradual
. Western capitulation before steady, if generally cautious, pres-
 sure from the USSR. This assumption has been evident in Khrush-
chev's Berlin policy. The 7 November celebrations in Moscow
nave, however, produced remarkable statements both by Khrushchev
and by first Deputy Chairman Kosygin which could, if carried
‘through, give an important new definition to peaceful coexistence.

: Khrushchev reportedly told Western correspondents at the
{ November Kremlin reception that the Soviet Union 'was in favor
of compromise on the basis of mutual concessions'. The most
important gqualities today, Khrushchev is reported to have told
U.S. Ambassador Kohler, are 'reason, a sense of responsibility,
and flexibility'. Kosygin, speaking at the 6 November anni-
versary; meeting, spoke at greater length on the virtues of
compromise. Explaining the Soviet agreement to withdraw offensive
weapons from Cuba, he said:

' "Who gave in to whom in this situation? We con-

.‘ sider that it was a concession from both sides, a
concession to reason and peace...On the basis of
compromise and mutual concession, the acuteness of
the conflict has now been eliminated...Some may ask:
was 1t worthwhile making concessions? We consider
that concessions had to be made by both sides, because
they were wise concessions and a wise compromise.
The compromise was in the interest of all the people,
because the danger of world thermonuclear war was
averted on its basis.

"The Leninist policy of peaceful coexistence
means that the two antagonistic systems existing on
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War, irn other words exist. This, indeed; is & cou-
promise @nd & mwutual concession."

The compromise-mutual concession liine was picked up
shortly therafter by -Radios. Warsew, Prague and Eratisiave which
carried the verbatim text of the above Kusygin quote. Prague




P A b i i e i e e

Bl

A . ' ' et

R A pofs r.'
and Bratislava presented the meterial simultaneously in their
weekly roundup commentary on 11 November, indicating the
existence of & general guidance on the subject. The Soviet
weekly megazine Novoye Vremya (New Times) of 10 November, in
an articie titled "The BL E
out thet there had recently appeered on the international scene
"a tendency toward negotiations, .eaceful settlement and reason-
able compromise." The latest comwentary comes from Italian
communist leader Togliatti, who told a press conference in
Rome on 12 November that "the Albanian government had failed
to understand that communism had had to make compromises in
the interests of peace, while also keeping pace with modern
progress".

ockade of Cuba" by Boris Izakov, pointed

It is possivie that this modification of peaceful coexisten

to include "compromise" and "mutual concession" hes been adopted
solely as & more credible smokescreen for the Khrushchev retireat
in Cuba then exaggerated claims of victory could be. On the
other hand, taking the lcng view, the Cubun criscis mey have Y
initisted a trend toweard reiztivization of Soviet foreign policy
objectives and a reduction in the driving force toward complete
world domination. Finelly, tne compromise line may serve
Khrushchev as a further esoteric weavcn aguinst the Chinese,
particularly in relation Vo the current invesion of India,

In sny cese, however, it should be realized thet any degree of
digestion oi the compromise concept ig gocurring in a Russien

end not in & western stomach., Ii the poocess is texing place
&t all, iv has been setl ii wotion by tke feur ol aucliear de-
struction and reccsgnition, under suhoci,’ vi lue Linitavicns of
Soviet power rathei ihen by & suddsi inpulse ol nuwenism. The

foundation from which such & develovonoui Lust yprocsed nas been
succinctly describea by Froisessor suiliyp lcselys!

"One of the diificuities oi the Soviev-Russian
vecabulery is thatl vue word 'compromise' is not of

native origin and carries with it no favorable empathy.

it is hebitually used only in combination with the
adjective 'putrid’'. 'Cowpromise for the sake of Q
getting on with the job' is natural to American and
British people, but it is alien vo the Bolshevik way
of thinking and to the discipline which the Communist
Party has striven to inculcate in its members. To
give up & demand once presented, even a very minor

or formalistic point, makes & Bolshevik-trained
negotiatior feei thet he is losing control of his own
will end is becoming subject to an alien will.
Therefore any pcint which has finally to be aban-
doned must be given up only after a most terrific
struggle. The Soviet negotiator must first prove

to himself and his superiors that he is up againsti

an immoveble force. Only then is he justified in

-

'npecnniques of Negotiation", a contribution by Philip
Mosely to the book Negotieting with the Russians, Dennst and
Johnson, World Peace Foundation, Boston, 1951, p. 295.
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“abandoning a painifiﬁinh plainly cannot be gained
and in moving on the next item, which will again
be debated in an equally bitter tug-of-wills."

- PFollowing the behavior pattern laid out in the above
lotation, we may expect the "next item, which will again be
ted in an equally bitter tug-of-wills" to arise in Berlin.
eed, the development of Soviet Berlin policy in the coming
s &ﬁd weeks will be the first great test whether "compromise"

d "concession" are to play a new role in the peaceful coexistenc
rmula.,




