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Highlights o f A n t i-C o m m u n is t M e e t ing in Lo nd o n
On August 29 through September 1, 1973 in London, the British Chapter o f the World Anti-Communist 

League was host to a European Regional Conference. For four days, some o f the world s top experts on Communist 
tactics, strategy and objectives read scholarly papers at the Bloomsbury Centre Hotel. In the limited space 
available in this newsletter, we give a few  o f the highlights o f four o f the many excellent speeches presented 
at that London Conference.

Th e  Real M e a n ing o f Pe ace ful Co e xist ence

by Su z a n n e  Labin
President o f the  International C onference on Political Warfare, and author of m any books on Russia, Red China, and Com m unism  •

Among the many forms of suicide in which the West-
ern states delight, the most fashionable these days is 
suicide by vocabulary: the voluntary acceptance of 
fraudulent labels coined by the Communists to lull us 
to our deaths. The most fraudulent of these labels is 
“peaceful coexistence.” It is intended to hide the fact 
that the Communists can operate both in their area and 
in ours, while we operate only in ours. With the added 
proviso that Communism in our area is allowed to be 
as self-assertive and aggressive as it wants, while the 
dem ocracy is to le ra ted  only so long as it rem ains 
restrained. . . .

The Soviet foreign policy has been continually oscil-
lating between tension and relaxation. It would be sheer 
madness, at each period of relaxation, to forget that its 
axis immutably advances toward world domination. It 
would mean blinding ourselves voluntarily to believe 
in a new  balloon of prom ises and signatures, w hen 
everybody knows that the Soviets have deliberately vio-
lated almost all the treaties they have ever signed. . .

The appeasers of Communism remind me of a sally 
by the German poet Heinrich Heine. To a lady who 
asked him, “Who is the chief ally of the devil?” he 
answered: “It is the liberal intellectual who does not 
believe in the devil.” In the same way, the chief allies 
of Soviet imperialism are the liberal intellectuals who 
don’t believe in the danger of Soviet imperialism. . .

Not only is there no question of the Communists giv-
ing back their booty, but what they want is the West 
to agree to their legal right to that booty. The only aim 
of the European conferences of Helsinki and Vienna 
called under the aegis of “peaceful coexistence” is to 
give legal sanction to the brutal conquests made by the 
Kremlin after World War II. . . .

Let us take a closer look at commercial exchanges. 
We see that they are a highly abnormal deal. While 
one current carries our goods to them, the returning 
current carries their propaganda to us. Here we discover 
their tactical scheme: to feed Moscow with riches from

the W est, and to poison the W est w ith guiles from 
Moscow.

Don’t forget that, if political tyranny is the head side 
of the Communist coin, its tail side is economic failure. 
The Communist motto is: Prisons fu ll and plates empty.

I don’t need to belabor the perennial poverty, some-
times even to starvation, w hich these regim es have 
im posed on th e ir  peoples. T he sad p ic tu re  is w ell 
known. What is less well known is that the Communists 
have succeeded in saving their economy from total col-
lapse by constantly sucking in the products, money and 
technology of the  W estern  w orld. M ost of the  big 
industries the Communists are boasting of have been 
achieved with capitalist machines, finances and know-
how. O ver the last 50 years, the w orld Comm unist 
em pire has absorbed hundreds of billions of dollars 
worth of Western economic assistance. To which you 
have to add an equal amount from the plundering of 
Manchuria and European satellites after World War II.

Now, in the past few years, the economy of the Soviets 
has again declined. So there is a new need for Western 
goods. That is the basic reason for their present smiling 
diplomacy. They have pocketed in the last two years 
27 million tons of Western grain (while before Com-
munism, Russia was the granary of Europe), and a huge 
amount of trucks, rails, machinery and chemicals from 
Germany, France, Italy and America. The Common Mar-
ket sold Russia millions of tons of butter at one-sixth 
of its market price! The treaties with Chancellor Willy 
B randt w ill give the Soviets access, practically  for 
nothing, to the high technology of Germany. . . .

As the burden of the cost of all these gifts is finally 
carried by the Western taxpayers, they constitute, in 
the last analysis, the modem equivalent of the age-old 
system of paying tribute. As in die Pharoahs’ times, the 
W estern w orld is paying tribu te  to the Com m unist 
empire in order to get from it permission to survive 
— as long as it pleases the red Pharoahs. . . .



To w a rd a Fre e W o r l d  Stra tegy Aga inst C o m m u n is t D e spot ism

by D r . Ste fan Posso n y

Professor at the Hoover Institution on War, Revolution and Peace, and author o f  many books on Soviet strategy and history.
The Free World has no common strategy. It needs 

one, and needs it urgently, if it is to be serious in desiring 
to preserve the security of liberty against the incessant 
assaults of Communism. . . .

During the current period, Kremlin strategy is charac-
terized by the following tasks:

1. To gain dominance in the Sino-Soviet conflict by 
holding about half of the Soviet ready military forces 
at the Chinese borders.

2. To build as rapidly as possible Soviet oceanic sea- 
power and to establish global sea routes linking the 
western part of the U.S.S.R. with the far eastern U.S.S.R. 
through the “world ocean.”

3. To gain time for the overcoming of economic trou-
bles, technological backwardness, and political-ethnic 
splits and dissensions within the Communist bloc, and 
to refloat the Communist program (which is increasingly 
exhibiting its uselessness) by practicing an ostentatious 
policy of detente and peace; and for these purposes 
to obtain cooperation and help from the Free World.

4. To preserve the currently existing superiority of 
bloc ground forces, and accomplish dominion over the 
world ocean and control over air and orbital space by 
continuous armaments and technological ameliorations.

5. To strengthen worldwide subversive and psycho-
political capabilities by promoting the activities of the 
International Communist Movement and its affiliated 
organizations.

6. To keep the K rem lin’s inner and outer em pire 
together by committing the Soviet armed forces to con-
stant (i.e., instantaneous) combat-readiness, and by pur-
suing policies to avoid major clashes with the United 
States — at least for the time being.

7. To paralyze and dissolve NATO and other Free 
World alliances by waging all-out psychological offen-
sives.

8. To expand Communist power, partly through the 
entry of Communist, Socialist, and Socialist-Nationalist 
parties into governments, notably in Germany, Italy and 
France; to gain control over dominant maritime junction 
points (Horn, Good Hope, Panama, Suez, Malacca); and 
to perpetuate  ongoing conflicts in the M iddle East, 
Southeast Asia, and Africa.

9. To prom ote the transform ation of the European 
Econom ic Community into a Socialist enterprise by 
facilitating the political maneuvering of Socialist parties 
and trying to engineer the paralysis of center and conser-
vative parties.

10. To establish increasing control over the world’s 
production and distribution of oil by penetrating into 
the Persian G ulf area, creating trading positions, and 
talking the Free World into entangling gas-oil trade 
agreements.

This strategy is being effectively implemented, on 
the basis of an unhurried and steady accumulation of 
power, by a capable leadership group under the leader-
ship of Brezhnev and A.P. Kirilenko, who seems to be 
Brezhnev’s favorite heir-apparent. . . .

Broadly speaking, Kremlin strategy aims to organize, 
strengthen, unite, motivate, and utilize Communist pow-
er; and it aims simultaneously to disorganize, weaken, 
disunite, demoralize, neutralize, and paralyze the power 
of the Free World. The Kremlin’s Golden Rule reads:

Do to the opponent exactly the opposite of what you 
wish to do unto yourself.

W ithin th is strateg ic fram ew ork, the  K rem lin is 
embarked on the following major undertakings:

1. To enlarge the economic-technological ba’/e , or 
capability, of the Communist bloc.

2. To integrate the capabilities and strategies of all 
Communist states and coordinate the strategies of non-
ruling Communist Parties in the International Commun-
ist Movement.

3. To run continuous psycho-political operations 
throughout the Free World, including ideological per-
suasion, anti-religious, pseudo-democratic, anti-
militaristic, pseudo-nationalist, etc., propaganda; and to 
organize, support, and direct “mass movements”, “front 
organizations,” and “liberation” forces.

4. To conduct continous and worldwide subversion 
by infiltrating, diverting and paralyzing non-Communist 
organizations, parties, bureaucracies, military forces, 
and governments; by sabotaging anti-Communist poli-
tics and strategies; by stimulating disunity; and by pre-
venting the emergence of anti-Communist purposes and 
strategic will.

5. To build and deploy military forces of all kinds 
— nuclear, conventional, guerrilla, revolutionary, and 
terrorist — and develop the various Communist forces 
to the point of superiority or supremacy; and, in order 
to realize the Kremlin’s will, to resort to blackmail, proxy 
operations, small, limited and nuclear wars, as indicated 
by opportunities and circumstances. . . .

The question now arises on what type of strategy the 
Free World should unite. Given the enormous and sub-
s ta n tia l ly  su p e r io r  econ o m ic  and  te c h n o lo g ic a l 
resources of the Free World, it should be easy to fashion 
a strategy that promises success and also is economically 
and technologically feasible.

The free nations should unite on a number of “don’ts” , 
e.g.;

1. Don’t disarm; don’t allow the U.S.S.R. to gain milit-
ary superiority; don’t fail to recoup superiority for the 
Free World.

2. Don’t help the Soviets to improve their technology.
3. D o n ’t b a il ou t th e  C o m m u n is t d e sp o tism s  

economically. On the contrary, strengthen the exploited, 
oppressed, and captive nations so that they gain power 
to use against tyrannical coercion. In this connection, 
don’t  confuse the slaves with their masters; don’t forget 
that, while the masters are our enemies, the slaves are 
our friends.

4. Don’t abandon the peoples, groups, and individuals 
who are fighting for political liberty, personal freedom, 
justice, prosperity, and national self-determination.

5. Don’t be cynical about human rights and interna-
tional law.

6. Don’t be silent about the errors, deceptions, and 
stupidities of Communist theory, and about the criminal-
ity of Communist practice.

7. D on’t give up the principle of internal security 
against subversion, and don’t think that self-preservation 
is incompatible with free and democratic statehood.

8. Don’t tire in keeping Free World public opinion 
fully informed about the happenings within the Red 
bloc and about the aggressive moves of the Kremlin.



Th e  Ch in e s e  O p iu m  Narcotics Of f e nsive

by A . H . St a nton C a n d l in

Author of the 1973 book called Psycho-Chemical Warfare: The Chinese Communists’ Drug Offensive Against The West.
. . . The Chinese Communist regime . . . has been 

extremely diligent in suppressing the use of drugs by 
their own people while fostering the massive produc-
tion, export and foreign use of opium and the opiates 
and even cocaine. These they have been directing with 
skill and effort toward armed forces whom they regard 
as opponents and towards target populations listed as 
potential victims or adversaries . . . .

They have, today, brought that weapon to a state of 
remarkable development, and endowed it with a range 
equal to that of the ICBM and which is striking hard 
and deep  into the ranks of its opponents in North 
America, in Europe, in Africa and, of course, in Asia. 
For the most part, those opponents or victims at the 
receiving end have little more than a slight awareness 
of what is really happening and practically no under-
standing of the doctrine and the strategy involved. To 
make matters worse, the highest command in the United 
States has been adding to the effectiveness of this mur-
derous assault by denying continually that the Chinese 
Reds are involved in the production or export of narco-
tics in any way. This is being done in spite of very 
exhaustive evidence to the contrary, well exposed and 
documented in the past, and discernible at the present 
in spite of intensive efforts to cover up.

The narcotics weapon is one of unerring accuracy 
since the victims provide the terminal part of the gui-
dance system by sustaining self-inflicted wounds as well 
as further target selection. Nuclear weapons are not the 
only ones which depend on the use of the chain-reaction. 
Although it is not a nuclear-fission reaction, nor for that 
matter a chemical one, the explosive impact of heroin 
on the fabric of a society under attack and its devastating 
expansion can truly be compared with the kinetics of 
a chain reaction. . . .

Chou En-lai’s interest in this subject was evidenced 
by his revealing conversation with Nasser in 1965 which 
was reported  by H assanein Heykal, the editor of Al 
Ahram  in a book which he recently published about 
Nasser. I quote:

“W hen N asser and Chou d ined  together on June 23, (1965), 
Chou said that he d id  not w ant (President) Johnson to w ithdraw  
any American soldiers. On the contrary, he w anted the United 
States to send m ore-of its.young m en to Vietnam. . . .

“O ne rem arkable th ing that Chou said that night w hen talk-
ing about the dem oralization o f the American soldiers was 
that ‘some of them  are taking opium  and w e are help ing  them. 
We are p lanting the best kinds of opium  especially for the 
American soldiers in  Vietnam .’

“Nasser looked at him  in some d isqu iet bu t Chou w ent 
on, ‘Do you rem em ber that the W est im posed opium on us? 
T hey fought us w ith opium  and we are going to fight them  
w ith the ir weapons. We are going to use the ir ow n weapons 
against them . We w ant them  to have a big army in Vietnam 
w hich will be hostage to us and we will dem oralize them. 
T he effect w hich this dem oralization is going to have on the 
U nited States is far greater than anyone realizes.’

“N asser felt that possibly Chou was exaggerating a little. 
But Chou had his p lan  absolutely clear in his mind. T here 
was no doubt that he in tended  to do exactly as he said. .

According to a report w hich appeared in the U.S. 
forces new spaper, Stars and Stripes, in its issue of 
November, 1971, which quoted statements attributed 
to the CIA, the Communists had smuggled about one

billion dollars worth of heroin of the highest purity (No. 
4) — up to 97 per cent purity — into the Southeast Asian 
area between 1966 and 1971. . . .

It was in 1970, just after the combined U.S.-South 
Vietnamese incursion into Cambodia designed to strike 
at the guerrilla sanctuaries which straddle the border, 
that the Communist counter-offensive was mounted. 
This took the form of an all-out heroin offensive against 
the U.S. forces in Saigon and other base areas.

Large quantities of No. 4 heroin appeared, packed 
in small unlabeled plastic vials at a price of $20 an ounce. 
Equivalent materials would have cost about $4,000 an 
ounce on the street in New York. Some of the best and 
most interesting information on the subject has been 
offered as testimony by the retired U.S. Marine Corps 
General Lewis A. Walt during some hearings of the Sen-
ate Internal Security Subcommittee in September 1972. 
I quote:

‘The epidem ic h it in the m onth of June im m ediately after 
our Cam bodian incursion had devastated the enem y san-
ctuaries and caches in the ‘Parrot’s Beak’ area. Almost over-
night, heroin of rem arkable purity 94-97% becam e available 
in unlim ited  quantities at a price of $1 a vial -- later at an 
average of $2 a vial. W ithin two m onths, the epidem ic had 
spread to virtually the  entire country.

“W ithin a few m onths tim e, deaths from heroin overdoses 
among our servicem en clim bed from two a m onth to 70 a 
m onth. . . .  I t was clear that we w ere confronted with a 
situation of catastrophic dim ensions.

“ Everyone agreed that the operation appeared to be highly 
coordinated and centralized. . . .”

General Walt also mentioned that the $2 vials which 
were being sold at that point would have fetched about 
$200 apiece on the street in New York, and he emphati-
cally expressed the view that the operation was one 
which could hardly have netted a profit for these who 
promoted it, and may even have netted a loss. . . .

The standardization of the product and the uniformity 
of its packaging and the faultless synchronization of the 
distribution pattern along professionally planned net-
works have shown the operation to be a military opera-
tion and nothing else. . . .

It is emphasized that, on the Chinese Mainland where 
maximum security is possible and larges'cale legal (i.e., 
official) manufacture of narcotics is normal, this becomes 
big business, indeed. . . .

When the Chinese Communists came to power, the 
annual figure for the opium crop was about 2,000 tons. 
By 1956, the figure had increased to 5,600 tons per year. 
In 1966 it was 8,000 tons per year, and now it is supposed 
to be about 10,000 tons per year, or possibly rather more. 
This is not an exceptionally high figure for China — 
as much as 35,000 tons per year used to be grown when 
the local market demanded it. . . .

From about 1969 onwards, in Southeast Asia, the U.S. 
servicemen and officials have been primary targets and 
it has been clearly the intention that, when as many 
of these have become hooked as possible, they should 
return home taking their addiction with them. . . .

The sapping of the will and the fragmentation of the 
body-politic by the weapons of psycho-chemical warfare 
can be seen to represent what seems to have the mark-
ings of a mortal threat. . . .



Th e  Incarcera tion of Dissidents in Sovi e t Menta l Hospitals

by Le o n id  V la d im iro v

Journalist and broadcaster; form er editor o f a Russian science m agazine; author of many science books; now a British citizen.

On the 12th of June this year, the London Times 
published an article by Bernard Levin entitled “Russia’s 
Political Asylums.” The author wrote: “Of all the forms 
of persecution practiced upon dissidents in Soviet Rus-
sia (and the range of choice is wide indeed), one of 
the most sinister and repulsive is also increasing most 
rapidly; I refer to the practice of sending the state’s 
victims not to prisons or concentration camps but to 
hospitals and asylums for the insane. The theory is a 
simple one, and from the point of view of the Soviet 
authorities also attractive. F irst, trea tm en t in such 
institutions can be presented to the gullible outside as 
more humane than imprisonment; second, the amount 
of political dissent can be more easily concealed if much 
of it can be confused with mental illness and the tougher 
dissenters denied any opportunity to defend themselves 
in court.”

Thus, in a few short sentences, the Times has success-
fully summarized the current criminal practice of Com-
munism aimed at the destruction of the very human 
soul. The grave facts about the incarceration of Russian 
dissidents in so-called “special psychiatric hospitals” 
in the U.S.S.R. are documented and proven beyond any 
doubt. Out of the thousands of documents now available 
on this subject, I refer for example to the U.S. Senate 
Subcommittee hearing of September 26, 1972, which 
has been published by the U.S. Government Printing 
Office under the title “Abuse of Psychiatry for Political 
Repression in the Soviet Union.”

The main part of this document is the detailed tes-
timony given at the Senate Subcommittee hearing by 
Dr. Alexander Yesenin-Volpin who had left the Soviet 
Union shortly beforehand. In Moscow, Dr. Yesenin- 
Volpin, son of the famous Russian poet, Yesenin, was 
prom inent as a leading m athem atician, w hose main 
works concentrated around a highly sophisticated area 
of the philosophy of mathematics. Apart from his scien-
tific work, Alexander Yesenin-Volpin had expressed 
increasing concern about the suppression of hum an 
rights in the Soviet Union, and for this reason the Soviet 
authorities decided to incarcerate him in one of their 
“mental asylums.” However, this action provoked an 
unprecedented protest from almost all the best-known 
Russian scientists — among them those who had never 
before expressed any dissent — and the authorities were 
forced to release Dr. Yesenin-Volpin. Logically enough, 
they then issued him an exit visa, since a man enjoying 
such public  support and re leased  from the asylum  
against the will of the rulers was for them a most danger-
ous figure. He personified the ability of public opinion 
within the U.S.S.R. to resist decisions by the authorities 
and, what is more, to win a contest with them.

Dr. Yesenin-Volpin emigrated to the U.S.A. where 
he now occupies a chair of mathematics in one of the 
universities. The testimony he gave at the Senate Sub-
committee hearing is corroborated by many documents 
of various kinds. One of these documents, a description 
of the “special mental asylum” in Leningrad by Vladimir 
Bukovsky, is worth quoting.

Right now, Vladimir Bukovsky is serving a seven-year 
prison term for “slandering the Soviet state.” Needless 
to say, this implies his full sanity, otherwise he would 
have been confined to a “special mental asylum.” But

the same man, who is now only 31, was incarcerated 
earlier in such asylums, and his present sentence was 
passed on him merely for telling the truth about condi-
tions in them. I quote:

“There were about 1,000 men in the asylum, political 
prisoners and insane murderers. The sick raved, the 
healthy suffered. Only the crafty survived. You had to 
be nice to the guards; you had to make friends with 
them; you had to bribe them. Otherwise they can beat 
you until you’re nearly dead and tell the doctors you 
m isbehaved . Or they  cou ld  recom m end m edical 
punishment.”

Let me stop here for a minute. “Medical punishment.” 
These words were used by Bukovsky merely in passing, 
as a m atter of routine. “ M edical punishm ent.” This 
spinechilling phrase makes one recall only one historical 
parallel — the notorious “doctor” M engele’s experiments 
on prisoners in the Nazi concentration camps during 
the war. Now, what do the words “medical punishm ent” 
mean? Again, I quote Bukovsky:

“On the recommendation of a trustee or turnkey, doc-
tors would inject a drug that produced severe stomach 
cramps, fever, intense pain and a temperature of 104. 
The sickness lasted two or three days and left the inmate 
very weak.

“ A nother drug reserved  for serious m isbehavior 
induced  sleep and du lled  the brain. Inm ates w ere 
punished with ten days of daily injections. They woke 
up human vegetables. Some regained their senses after 
two months. Others did not.

“The third punishment was the canvas bandage. An 
inmate would be tightly swathed in wet canvas from 
neck totoew hile others in his ward were forced to watch. 
The canvas shrinks as it dries. It is not a pretty sight. 
They usually do it for only two or three hours. A nurse 
is always in attendance, and the bandages are loosened 
when the pulse grows weak.”

According to Vladimir Bukovsky, doctors were techni-
cally in charge of the inmates, but the real masters were 
brutal turnkeys and prisoner trustees, criminals from 
the regular part of the Leningrad prison. We have very 
recently had evidence to corroborate this provided by 
Victor Feinberg, one of the seven courageous people 
who demonstrated on Red Square in Moscow against 
the Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia on August 20, 
1968. Arrested on the spot, Feinberg was incarcerated 
in the Leningrad “ Special Psychiatric H ospital,” as 
these institutions are officially called. He still fought 
the authorities’ brutal decision, and he staged a number 
of long hunger strikes.
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