
"Detente," "disarmament," and "human rights" have all been sm�ke screens 
for superpower contention. In the fir�t �alf of 197? we .�ave see� an increase of
this contention as illustrated by Carter s Human Rights campaign. 

20. 

Human Riglhts: Screen For 
Superpower Contention 

The latest catch word to emerge from the bourgeoisie is "human rights." Soon 
after his formal inauguration, Carter and the State Department began to make a flood 
of moralistic pronouncements on the issue of human rights, particularly within the 
Soviet Union. Carter went as far as writing a letter of support to Soviet Dissident 
Andrei Sakharov. 

Throughout the Washingotn campaign around human rights little or nothing was 
said of human rights violations in the Phillipines, South Korea or other U.S. neo­
colomes. Carter never mentions the daily v1olat1ons ot human rights in the Black Belt 
South and in the notorious prison systems of this country. Carter's campaign is pure 
hypocrisy. The human rights issue is being raised as an attempt by the U.S. bour­
geoisie to gain a political advantage over their chief imperialist rivals. The most 
obvious method of gaining this advantage was to exploit one of the Soviets main lia­
bilities-the Soviet dissident intellectuals. The dissident intelligentsia reflects a move­
ment within one sector of the petty bourgeois strata of professionals who are de­
manding reforms of the most blatant practices of the fascist Soviet state. By their own 
admission they are not revolutionaries agitating the Soviet people for the overthrow 
of the revisionist clique which has usurped state power. Their interest wholly coin­
cides with the political interest of U.S. imperialism and they are willing pawns in the 
struggle between the two superpowers. They serve the interest of U.S. imperialism 
by spreading the poison of anti-communism amongst the peoples of the Western 
countries, leading people to believe that socialism is synonymous with the fascist 
Soviet Union. One of their spokesmen in the United States outlined the views of this 
sector of the intelligentsia: 

"We are not revolutionaries inciting the people to an uprising; we are not 
a political party fighting for power. We are waging a moral struggle for 
the recognition of human dignity and human rights and in the course of 
this struggle it is natural to appeal to people who have waged or are 
waging a similar struggle in their own country. This is why western pub­
lic opinion supports us." (read "U.S. imperialism", - ED. RB) 
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The views expressed by these Soviet intellectuals fully coincide with bourgeois ideology 
and thus U.S. imperialism is not threatened by them. On the other hand, U.S. im­
perialism will never come out in support of thousands of Soviet revolutionaries who 
are genuinely taking up the cause of human rights. The U.S. will not give genuine sup­
port for the Polish workers uprising of June 1976 where they raised the slogan: "all 
power to the world'ng class.'' For the U.S. bourgeoisie to do so would only expose its 
own suppression of revolutionaries, national minorities, and the working class. 

The hypocrisy of U.S. imperialism came out in bold relief when on May I st, Secre­
tary of State Cyrus Vance outlined the new policy on human rights. The statemem 
essentially said the U.S. would ignore human rights violations when that suited its 
needs. (We will examine the basis for this retreat later in the article.) 

EUROPE 

The first half of 1977 has witnessed increasing tension in the international situation, 
brought about by the contention of the two superpowers for spheres of influence and 
military superiority. The focus of this contention has been the strategic continent of 
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