
New Division Top 
Revealed in US  
Communist Party

By Harry Ring
DEC. 31 — Significant new shifts are taking place in 

the deeply divided Communist Party leadership. While 
Daily Wofker editor John Gates has not mobilized sub
stantial support among party &  
leaders to defeat a proposal to
discontinue the Daily Worker, 
a new division has taken place 
in the party’s National Executive 
Committee on the crucial issue 
of independence from Moscow.

A Dec. 20-22 meeting of the 
NEC saw a realignment on the 
independence issue of those who 
had been assumed to be part 
of a “center” group led by 
Eugene Dennis. The bulk of this 
group, including Organization 
Secretary Sid Stein, voted with

Leads O pposition

JOHN GATES

(he Gates forces against a 
return to subservience to the 
Kremiin. Dennis voted with the 
Foster group in favor of such a
course. A press release issued 
by the National Administrative 
Committee says that the NEC  
meeting also heard conflicting 
reports by Dennis and Stein on 
the CP’s organization crisis. 
(The release appeared in today’s 
Daily Worker.) Last July Den
nis and Stein jointly opened a 
short-lived drive to “recon
struct” the battered party ap
paratus.

The division on the inde
pendence issue came on the ques
tion of endorsing the declaration 
issued in Moscow last month by 
twelve “Communist and Work
ers Parties of Socialist Coun
tries.” The Gates group views 
such endorsement as repudiation 
of the independence mandate of 
last February’s national conven
tion. The 12-party declaration 
demands re-establishment in all 
Communist parties of ‘‘prole
tarian internationalism,” which 
in Stalinist parlance means un
challenged authority of the 
Kremlin. The NEC voted 11-7 
against endorsement with two 
abstentions and two absent.

The line-up in the NEC, which 
is a subcommittee of the 60- 
member national committee, is 
symptomatic of the sentiment 

(Continued on page 2)

Jobless Problem Faces 
Auto Union Convention

DETROIT — The most immediate and urgent single 
problem facing the United Auto Workers’ Special Conven
tion this month is the beginning of mass unemployment
in the automobile industry. JD-

In Detroit last week, Chrysler 
workers were talking about a 
corporation statement that ev
erything was “normal." How 
"normal” may be judged from 
the fact that for the past month 
and a half, Dodge workers here 
have been on a three to thrcc- 
and-a-balf day week. From D ec.
20 to Jan. 7 the plant will be 
completely shut down. Ordinari
ly the winter months are times 
of peak production in auto. In 
most years, relatively full em
ployment provides Detroit work
ers with their Christmas cheer. 
This year Santa is bringing lay
off slips, instead.

‘VACATION’ W ITH O U T PAY
A t the local DcSoto plant, the 

work force has been cut by 20%, 
affecting workers with as much 
as seven years of seniority in 
some cases. A total of 66,000 
workers in the Detroit area 
alone are “furloughed” for two 
weeks.

The same ¡.¡luation exists out
side the Detroit area as well. 
The two-week layoff, for the

purpose of “balancing invento
ries,” was applied to all Chrys
ler plants throughout the na-
tion. The Ford Motor Co. also 
presented 10,500 Detroit workers 
with a one-week Christmas lay- 
ofl, while 3,ICO others will have 
New Year's week tree.

\\ orse is ahead tor the auto 
workers. The “temporary cut
backs” are turning into perma
nent layoffs. The Chrysler as
sembly plant in Louisville, Ky., 
just, laid off some 100 workers 
lor an indefinite period. A fter 
the end of their "furlough" on 
Jan. 7, Dodge workers will face 
a new cut of 20%, which will 
eliminate the second shift al
most completely.

Ford recently announced that 
more than 3,000 workers would 
be laid off in Michigan and 
2,626 In other states. And it an
nounced that the giant Rouge 
plant will now e m p l o y  only 
36,595, the fewest in its forty- 
year history. Earlier in Decem
ber 3,333 Ford workers in the 
Detroit area had been laid off,

(Continued on page 3)

Opposition in Europe Grows 
To U.S. Missiles-Race Policy

Peoples oF Nato Lands Doubt 
That Washington Wants Peace

Afro-Asian 
Talks Ask 
A-Test Ban

DEC. 31 — The Political Com
mittee of the Afro - Asian 
Solidarity Conference in Cairo 
yesterday passed a resolution 
unanimously asking the United 
States and Britain to agree to 
the proposal of the Soviet Union 
for a ban on all nuclear weapons 
tests. The appeal will be 
presented to the final session 
of the Conference Jan. 1 for ap
proval by the delegations from 
over 40 countries.

The non - governmental rep
resentatives of the Conference 
have discussed many questions 
that concern the peoples of the 
economically undeveloped coun
tries, including imperialist ex
ploitation, race discrimination, 
the struggle for national inde
pendence and for world peace. 
Soviet representatives at the 
Conference have offered liberal 
economic and military aid to 
the Afro-Asian nations “without, 
strings attached.”

According to the Christian 
Science Monitor, Dec. 30, it  is 
reported in Moscow that “the 
Soviets are going to offer v ir
tually unlimited long-term credit 
at interest rates not exceeding 
2V¿ percent.” An additional cause 
for worry to imperialist govern
ments was the advice offered 
by Soviet representatives in 
Cairo to the members of the 
conference to nationalize foreign 
Capital in their countries as a 
step toward economic inde
pendence and development.

This advice provoked an out
raged cry in the imperialist 
press. Capital investment in the 
undeveloped countries has al
ways provided lush profits to be 
siphoned off for the greater 
enrichment of the imperialist 
powers. Many a war has been 
fought for the “right” to such 
profits.

The majority of delegates 
took the position that the 
Baghdad Fact and the Eisen
hower Doctrine were “interfer
ing with the independence of the 
Arab countries.” A resolution 
will be presented demanding the 
admission of China to the UN.

A  F o rd  P roduc t

By George Lavait
The wave of anti-war feeling 

among the masses of Western

U.S. missile bases in West I report on the NATO confab was 
Europe, received rough /treat- bitter and sarcastic. When Mac-
ment in the British parliament

Europe, which was responsible two ^  Jatef  Aneurin Bevan
for the diplomatic setback suf
fered by U.S. imperialism at the 
recent NATO conference, shows 
no sign of being appeased by the 
compromise communique that 
emerged from that “summit” 
meeting. On the contrary there 
has been a growth of popular 
distrust about the willingness 
of the U.S. State Department to 
negotiate in good faith for a 
halt to the civilization-endanger
ing nuclear and missile arms 
race.

The NATO communique, pro
fessing readiness to engage in 
diplomatic talks with the USSR 
and at the same time endorsing

principal spokesman for the 
Labor Party on foreign policy, 
declared that it  held no promise 
of averting the war danger in 
Central Europe or the Mideast. 
This statement was elaborated 
by other speakers including the 
former Tory Minister of Defense.

Attacks were also made on the 
government for the recently 
revealed fact that U.S. bombers 
on patrol over Britain carry 
H-bombs so that they would not 
lose even minutes for loading up 
their city-destroying cargo should 
war begin. The temper of the 
House of Commons as it  listen
ed to Prime Minister Macmillan’s

How Socialists 
Can Fight for Peace

This rocket was built by the 
Ford Motor Company for the 
U.S. government. Plans are 
under way to launch it from 
a balloon-suspended platform 
above Eniwetok Atoll in the 
Pacific. Since the launching of 
the two successful Soviet 
satellites, W.ashington has 
been frenzicdly pushing for a 
stepped-up missiles program.

A massive arms program 
was recommended to Presi
dent Eisenhower by the 
Gaither Committee, whose top 
secret recommendations have 
been leaked to the press in

recent weeks. Original chair
man of this committee, com
posed of executives from the 
biggest corporations, was H- 
Rowan Gaither Jr., chairman 
of the Ford Foundation.

The Gaither Committee re
portedly said that the U.S. is 
in danger of becoming a “sec- 
cond-class country” and called 
for increasing the arms budget 
by $20 billion a year within 
five years. I t  also recom
mended that $22 billion be 
spent in the next decade for 
a nation-wide system of atom
ic shelters.

N . Y .  Transit Workers Win Wage Boost
By Fred Halstead

The rank-and-file militancy of 
New Y’ork City's subway workers, 
coupled with the “rebel” motor- 
men’s strike three weeks ago, has 
paid off in higher wages. Negotia
tions between the c ity -s ta te  
Transit Authority and the Trans
port Workers Union ended Dec. 
31 with an agreement, covering 
32,000 subway workers, for an 
immediate 15c. hourly raise. This 
is part of a 32 cent, two-year 
package increase in wage and 
fringe benefits.

“The amount granted was a 
'harder bargain than the Transit 
Authority had expected to make,” 
bemoaned an editorial in the Dec. 
31 New York Times. I t  was, in 
fact, twice what the TW U got in 
its lust contract, negotiated in 
1955 when TW U president 
Michael J. Quill faced no strong 
opposition among the subway 
workers.

In addition to the 15 cents, the 
package includes a ten-eent raise 
next year, a fund for granting 
additional raises to skilled work
ers and the partial return of 
sick-pay benefits which Quill had 
given away two years ago. His 
1955 agreement to give up the 
firs t day of sick-leave pay had 
been a big factor in igniting the 
revolt that led to the formation 
of the Motormen’s Benevolent 
Association. Another was that 
Quill agreed that the TW U would 
cooperate in a drive to “ reduce the 
operating force” and speed up the 
remaining workers.

This is still a big loophole in

the present agreement. I t  is 
understood that the Transit Au
thority will attempt to make up 
for the wage concessions it was 
forced to make this time with an 
even greater speed-up, and that 
Quill’s machine will cooperate.

Quill lias become notorious over 
the years for putting on an act 
of militancy during negotiations 
while all the time making 
arrangements for a deal with the 
city administration behind the 
hacks of the men. This time, 
however, he was unable to assure 
City Hall that there would be no 
strike if he tried to ram another 
low-wage agreement down the 
throats of the subway workers. 
As A. H. Raskin put i f  in the 
Dec. 29 N. Y. Times, Quill has 
“much less control over the script 
than has been his habit.”

M IL IT A N T  M EETING
The settlement came less than 

a day before expiration of a 
strike deadline voted Dec. 30 
by a spirited, overflow meeting 
of from five to seven thousand 
TW U members. The meeting re
jected an 18-cent offer and dis
pelled all doubts about whether 
the mass of subway workers 
would support a strike that both 
Mayor Wagner and Governor 
Harriman had declared would be 
“illegal.”

This meeting, and the wage 
concessions which followed it are 
also a solid indication that the 
opposition to Quill has streng
thened, not weakened the TW U.

Long-standing opposition to 
Quill had erupted in the eight- 
day motormen’s strike last

month by MBA members who 
were fed up with poor contracts 
and the lack of democracy in 
the TW U. The motormen said 
they didn’t trust Quill to 
negotiate this contract, and 
demanded craft recognition.

The city and state administra
tions, the bocal AFL-CIO chiefs 
and Quill's machine united 
behind the attempts of the 
Transit Authority to break the

were jailed.
But most of the 3.000 motor- 

men struck for eight days before 
returning to work for a promise 
of “no summary reprisals.” 
Their militancy inspired the 
mass of the subway workers 
and prevented Quill from sign
ing another give-away contract.

Quill reportedly lost control of 
at least one TW U meeting (of
bus workers) during the strike. 

MBA strike. Four MBA leaders And in a subway-wide rep
resentation election held Dec. 16, 
the TW U  got less than one 
third of the possible 32,000 
votes. In  the previous union- 
representation election, the TW U  
polled 75% of the vote. The 
present low rate reflected anti- 
Quill sentiment rather than op
position to the TWU itself.

Some New Y’ ork newspapers 
and state Republican leaders 
have tried to depict the vote as 
a repudiation of industrial 
unionism and are pushing legis
lation to foster craft union divi
sion on the subways. The Transit 
Authority has indicated a wil
lingness to take whatever anti
union advantage it can out of 
these moves, and all these 
forces are trying to use the 
M'BA for their purposes.

N.Y. Cops Were In 
On MBA ‘Bugging’

N E W  Y'ORK, Dec. 3 —  De
nials by the New Y o rk  C ity  
Police D epartm ent th a t it  
was involved in the "b u g 
g in g ”  o f the M otorm en's Be
nevolent Association were re 
fu ted  to day in tes tim ony by 
the head o f the New Y'ork 
t ra n s it  police. T ra n s it C h ief 
John O ’Rourke te s tifie d  be
fore a state le g is la tive  in 
ves tig a tin g  com m ittee t h a t  
the C ity  police departm ent 
was "p a r t  and parce l”  o f the 
e lectron ic spying on the union 
since its  inception in  1955. 
The a tto rn ey  fo r  the tra n s it 
a u th o rity  tes tifie d  th a t plans 
had also been considered to 
gether w ith  police o ffic ia ls  
to tap the un ion ’s telephone 
hu t th a t i t  \vr.s decided tha t 
s u ffic ie n t in fo rm a tio n  was 
being obtained through the 
“ hugg ing .”

MBA POLICY
Such moves are aided by the 

fact that MBA legal counsel 
Louis Waldman, an ex-right
wing socialist turned Republican, 
has been assuming- the function 
of a union leader rather than 
that of legal advisor. His recom- 

.mendations have led the MBA to

adopt the self-defeating policy 
of refusing to support a TWU  
strike and to call for a boycott 
of the TW U strike meeting.

But the mass of the subway 
workers are bent on fighting for 
u militant policy within the 
TW U. The basic movement of 
the MBA, too, is still toward a 
militant, democratic policy, ami 
the logic of such a fight will 
help convince the motormen that 
their future lies in industrial 
unionism and in solidarity with 
the rank and file of the TW U.

This was indicated at the Dec. 
27 mass meeting of the MBA. 
In long speeches, three “labor 
relation’s experts,” apparently 
invited by Waldman, told the 
1,200 present that they must rely 
on arbitrators or legislators, but 
never again on a strike “against 
the government.”

Theodore Loos, MBA presi
dent, replied: "I want to say to 
these gentlemen that I ’m glad 
we struck and I have the ter
rible feeling that we’re going 
to have do it again. . . We have 
only one thing to consider: how 
long we are going to go along 
with this stalling. . . .  1 don't 
know how long you want me as 
president of the MBA, but while 
I ’m president, no one is going 
to tell us we’re not going to 
strike if we have to.” The mem
bers roared approval as this 
sentiment was echoed by the 
other union leaders who had been 
jailed with Loos. Two MBA 
leaders who spoke for uniting 
all the crafts into one organiza
tion got the same ovation.

An Editorial

World War I I I  can be averted.
While U.S. Big Business still prepares the holocaust, 

its plans have been repeatedly pushed back since the 
beginning of the cold war, and they are being frustrated 
now too.

So far the biggest setbacks to the U.S. war makers 
have come from abroad. The revolutionary struggle in 
the colonial world for national independence and social 
change have been the most important deterrent. Spectacu
lar Soviet technological advances have also served to stale
mate Wail Street. Growing anti-war sentiment throughout 
Europe has thrown a further road block in the path of 
American militarism.

However, because the war danger springs from ihe 
American ruling class it will be finally removed only by 
the action of the American working people. And this can 
be done. There is strong popular anti-war sentiment in 
this country, too, and it  has made notable contributions 
to world peace.

For example, the giant “ get-us-home” demonstra
tions that swept the U.S. armed forces at the close of 
World War II helped to thwart anti-Soviet and other 
counter-revolutionary designs of that time. The Korean 
war was the most unpopular in U.S. history, and this 
factor helped finally to bring it to an end. Similar senti
ment blocked U.S. intervention on the side of tlhe French 
in Indo-China. Early in 1957, mail, to U.S. Senators 
ran 8-to-l against the Eisenhower Mideast Doctrine. 
Finally, popular opposition has been rising in this country 
to continued nuclear tests.

This anti-war sentiment must be crystallized into an 
organized force with an effective program. And it  w ill be 
socialists, standing in principled opposition to Big Busi
ness rule, who will make the decisive contribution to 
realizing this.

millan remarked that he had 
asked President Eisenhower for 
information on a particular 
point, his speech was interrupted 
by howls of derisive laughter 
and mocking voices, begging: 
“Please Mr. President, Please 
M r. President.”

The narrowness of the vote of 
confidence which followed —  a 
Tory majority of only 38 —  
caused the House to echo with 
cries of “resign.”

85% FAVOR TALKS
This stormy debate only mir

rors the tremendous wave of 
anti-war feeling sweeping the 
British Isles. A public opinion 
poll conducted by the London 
News-Chronicle showed a sub
stantial majority opposed to U.S. 
rocket bases and 85% in favor 
of negotiations with the Soviet 
Union.
UNORGANIZED

Though the Labor Party led 
the attack in Parliament against 
British acquiescence in the 
relentless war-drive of the U.S., 
the great wave of public' opposi
tion can be credited to no organ
ization or campaign. Seemingly 
it has welled up without organ
ization or clear program from  
the whole working class and 
middle class.

But its power is unmistakable 
and has become one of the poli
tical facts of life -forcing the 
Tory government to pretend 
more and more independence 
from Washington in foreign 
policy and causing consternation 
in the U.S. State Department 
itself. A partial description of 
this is found in the dispatch of 
the New York Times London 
correspondent, Drew Middleton, 
on Dec. 31, which begins: “The 
campaign against the govern
ment's foreign and arms policies

Moscow’s Peace 
Offensive

(See Page 2)

How It Can Be Done

has reached such proportion» 
that cabinet ministers envisage 
difficult two months ahead. The 
basis of the campaign is the 
effort to halt the manufacture 
and testing of hydrogen bombs.” 

Middleton Concludes: “The 
consensus among politicians is 
that any government action that 
appeared to reflect U.S. policy 
of rejecting approaches to the 
Soviet Union would Compound 
the serious difficulties of Mr. 
Macmillan and his government 
in the field of foreign affairs.”

URGES NEGOTIATIONS  
An indication of this same need 

to appease popular feeling by 
giving the appearance of w il
lingness to negotiate an end to 
the cold war was made by 
French Premier Felix Gaillard 
in an interview in the big-busi
ness magazine, U.S. News and 
World Report (Jan. 3). In  it he 
calls for acceptance of Khrush
chev’s proposal of a new “sum
mit” meeting and suggests that 
it- be prepared by a meeting of 
the Western and Soviet foreign 
ministers “as soon as possible.” 

Interestingly enough, a dis
patch from Paris by the British 
news agency Reuters (printed in 
the Dec. 30 Christian Science 
Monitor) gives an advance sum
mary of Premier Gaillard’s in
terview containing the follow
ing quote: “Jt is essential, first 
of all, that the Western nations 
demonstrate that they are ready 
at every moment to negotiate 
for disarmament. Confronted 
with Soviet propaganda, which is 
very strong, very intense, and 
very clever, we must never give 
the impression that our desire 
to achieve disarmament is not as 
great as the Soviet Union’s.” 

U.S. News and World Report 
(Continued on page 2)

To advance today’s fight for peace, militant socialists 
must energetically promote sympathy and support for 
the Asian, African and Latin-American independence 
struggles. They must also champion the right of the work
ers in the Soviet-orbit countries to build a non-capitalist 
social order.

They must mount further pressure on Washington 
for halting nuclear tests. They must demand that the 
billions allocated for war be used instead for public hous-' 
ing, hospitals, schools, flood control and a host of other 
vital public services. They must be in the forefront of the 
workers against inflation, speedup, layoffs and back- 
breaking taxes stemming from the arms buildup. They 
must combat the pro-State Department policies of the 
top labor officialdom.

They must help lay the groundwork for Ihese things 
by means of their independent electoral campaigns and 
by popularizing the need for a mass party opposed to the 
twin Big Business parties — a labor party based on the 
unions and allied with the Negro people and working 
farmers.

At the same time it is essential to keep educating 
for socialism itself. As popular opposition to war develops 
further, it  must inevitably assume an anti-capitalist direc
tion as it already has in many parts of the world. Growth 
of socialist consciousness adds m ilitant content to the 
fight today and is the premise for creating a world so
cialist order that can alone bring enduring peace.
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US Put on Spot 
By Soviet Unions 
Peace Offensive

By €. R. Hubbard
DEC. 30 — The Soviet Union demonstrated to the 

world that it had the military-technological edge in the 
missile race when it launched its Sputniks. This lead was 
underlined when the U.S. produced, with much fanfare, 
its “ goofnik.”  But the Soviet Union is using that advan
tage, not to threaten war, but to press harder for its 
disarmament program. A big “ peace offensive,”  as it is 
called by the N. Y. Times, has put the U.S. in a bad 
position in the propaganda war with the Soviet Union.

As long as the U.S. held the military-technological 
lead, the Big Business government in Washington pressed 
hard for more and more arms expenditures in this country 
and in those controlled or “ influenced” by the U,S. Now 
even with that lead gone, the U.S. ^government presses 
all the harder for the arms race, as it did at the recent 
NATO conference.

With typical British understatement, Max Freedman, 
Washington correspondent for the conservative Man
chester Guardian, reported, Dec. 22, “ Almost no one here 
[the U.S. capital] whose judgment is entitled to respect 
as a student of world affairs believes that the NATO 
meeting was a memorable landmark on the road to peace.”

In sharp contrast to U.S. pressure for extension of 
the nuclear-missile race, the Soviet Union proposed a 
seven-jpoint program to reduce international tensions. The 
firs t proposal is for a pledge by Russia, Britain and the 
U.S. not to use atomic and hydrogen weapons. In the 
past the U.S. has refused to agree to this on the ground 
that pledges “ aren’t worth much.”  However, the U.S. 
militarists have been the only ones to use or threaten to 
use nuclear weapons. I f  such a pledge had been made 
in the past, the U.S. would not have been able to send 
marines armed with nuclear weapons into the Mediter
ranean area during the Jordan crisis last summer — a 
clear threat to use them to enforce the Eisenhower 
Doctrine.

Proposals for Relaxing Tensions
The second point in the Soviet program is for the 

banning of nuclear tests — a demand that has been 
advanced by people all over the world. Such a ban does 
not require complex “ inspection”  systems as nuclear tests 
big enough to yield dangerous radiation cannot be con
cealed. The refusal of the U.S. to agree to such a ban has 
probably created more anti-American sentiment through
out the world than any other single question.

None of the other five proposals could be rejected by 
any nation concerned with reducing the war danger. These 
include the creation of a zone free of both the possession 
and production of nuclear weapons consisting of both 
Germanys, Poland and Czechoslovakia, a substantial 
reduction of all armed forces, non-aggression pacts be
tween the NATO countries and those in the Warsaw 
Treaty, an agreement not to infringe on the independence 
of the nations in the Middle East and the renunciation 
of force in that area and finally the ending of war propa
ganda and the development of international trade, 
scientific and cultural relations.

To negotiate on these proposals or any that other 
nations might propose, the Soviet Union has asked for 
talks based on equality. The United Nations disarmament 
commissions, that which met in London and those 
proposed by the U.N. General Assembly, have been con
trolled by Western majorities. The Soviet Union naturally 
had the same objection to the mebting of foreign ministers 
of the Big Powers proposed by Dulles at the Paris 
meeting.

The reluctance of the U.S. to even enter negotiations 
without holding a stacked deck brought resentment 
against Dulles. According to Freedman, quoted above, 
“ Mr. Dulles now finds himself mistrusted by many of his, 
allies who believe that he was driven against, his will 
to consent to renewed negotiations with Russia.”

The fact that the Soviet Union uses its lead for a 
peace offensive helps to expose the U.S. as responsible 
for the arms race. Even Adlai Stvenson recognizes that 
the Soviet Union appears more peaceful than the U.S. In 
his Dec. 9 speech in New York Stevenson said:

“ By a single spectacular scientific achievement we 
have been brought face to face with the fact that Russian 
scientists have led us across new frontiers, that Russian 
children are today better educated in certain vital respects 
than our own. that Russian basic production is increasing 
at a much faster rate than ours, and — perhaps most 
serious of all — that Russia stands today in the eyes of 
the majority of the members of the world’s population as 
more skillful, more powerful, yes. and ironically, more 
peaceful, than we are.”

Why does the Soviet Union appear more peaceful than 
the U.S.? Is it because Soviet diplomats and statesmen 
are more talented than those possessed by the United 
States? Is it because the Soviet Union spends more money 
than Washington for international propaganda? Not at 
all. I t  is because the Soviet Union has a planned economy. 
I t  doesn’t require war or a war economy To keep produc
tion going.

The crimes of the Kremlin bureaucracy are many. 
But they do not include a desire for war — either now 
or in the future. The bureaucrats have done immeasur
able damage to the cause of the working class, to the 
cause of socialism with their dictatorial, repressive 
methods. And because of this they' constitute an obstacle 
to the final and permanent elimination of the war danger 
through a world socialist society. But they do not want 
war with the imperialist world.

I t  is apparent that the Soviet Union wants peace. The 
American people also want peace. But the Big Business 
government in Washington fears it like the plague. W ith
out the war economy that has dominated the U.S. since 
the end of the 1930’s, capitalism would be in a state of 
collapse. The profit system would face an early doom.

Progress of Science in the USSR
By Arne Swabeck Q

Ur. Robert E. Marshak of the University of Rochester, 
N. Y. addressing the High Energy Physics Conference in 
Moscow in May, 1956. One of 11 U.S. scientists at the con
ference he subsequently praised the advanced nature of Soviet 
nuclear research.

At the very.outset, the Amer
ican ruling class viewed the tr i
umphant launching of the Sput
niks as a challenge. This extra
ordinary feat posed point blank 
the question of supremacy not 
only in the military field, but 
in scientific, engineering and 
technological developments as 
well. On the other hand. Amer
ican scientists seemed to think 
that for the Russians anything 
relating to the conquest of 
space is now possible.

But the Sputniks have raised 
questions also in the minds of 
serious students of Soviet af
fairs. What to them appears 
particularly paradoxical is the 
relation between this great sci
entific achievement and the suf
focating, oppressive bureaucratic 
rule in the USSR.

The giant strides made in the 
progress in Soviet science is now 
universally acknowledged. I t  is, 
however, the natural sciences 
that occupy this advanced posi
tion; the social sciences still re
main in a lamentable state. And 
it is in this interrelationship es
pecially that the evil conse- 
sequences of the oppressive bu
reaucratic rule is revealed. (We 
shall return to this question in 
a second article.)

Meanwhile, the fact that the 
artificial earth satellites were 
sent into their orbits as a part 
pf the world-wide studies of the 
International Geophysical Year, 
supported by all nations, seems 
to have been entirely overlooked. 
Among other things the record-

ings of the satellite instruments 
are expected to give deeper in
sight into solar activity. This 
will enable scientists to trace 
the links between solar phe
nomena and increase in the in
tensity of short wave radiation. 
They are expected to give in
formation a b o u t  the micro
meteorites that the earth sweeps 
up in its orbit, and about the 
density of electrons in space 
in the n e a r  vicinity of our 
planet.

Most Important, perhaps, is 
the expected information about 
cosmic rays and their relation 
to the earth's magnetic field. 
Study of cosmic rays otherwise 
encounter difficulties due to the 
blanket of the earth’s atmos
phere. Needless to add. Sputnik

I I  will also test the reactions of 
space travel under conditions of 
weightlessness upon animal life.

Yet, any expectations of sci
entific information were quickly 
overshadowed by the deeper im
plications of this venture into 
space. Amid surprise and dis
may, Washington a n d  Wall 
Street displayed far greater con
cern about a Soviet lead in mil
itary, scientific and technical 
fields. Not only the Sputniks, 
but the ballistic missiles had 
demonstrated their actual ex
istence in spectacular fashion.

A few concrete examples will 
illustrate these deeper implica
tions. To hurl a satellite such 
as Sputnik I I ,  weighing more 
than one half-ton, about a thou
sand miles into space, requires

C old  W a rrio  rs

Secretary of State Dulles with Congressman Gordon and Admiral Radford at the time of 
the formulation of the Eisenhower Mideast D>ctrine. The keystones of their cold-war policy 
—  constantly increasing armaments and military alliances exemplified by NATO and the 
Baghdad Pact —  have received a sharp setback recently from popular anti-war sentiment in 
Western Europe as well as growth of the national independence movement in the mideast.

.. Arms-Race Opposition
(Continued from page 1)

simply deleted this passage from  
the version of the interview 
printed by it.

Perhaps the most striking 
example of the mass feeling in 
West Europe for an end to the 
war danger is the overnight 
fame and popularity of George 
F. Kennan. While some Ameri

cans will remember him as a 
State Department career man 
and Ambassador to the USSR 
under Truman, he is today the 
American best known to Euro
peans. This is because European 
opinion has seized upon a series 
of lectures Kennan recently 
delivered over the British Broad
casting system. In them he

...Communist Party
(Continued from page I )

among rank-and-file members. 
While there is wide disagree
ment in the ranks as to what 
the party’s policy and perspec
tive should be, there is strong 
opposition to any return to the 
days when all-important ques
tions were settled abroad.

This opposition in the ranks 
was mirrored in the vote cast 
against endorsing the 12-party 
declaration by most of those 
NEC members who are leaders 
of state and district organiza
tions. On the other hand, those 
who supported the Foster line 
were mostly national func
tionaries with little direct T a n k- 
and-file contact.

Among those who voted with 
Gates are Dorothy Healy, head 
of the Southern California Dis
trict and Mickey Lima, a top 
figure in the Northern Ca'i- 
fornia District. The others were 
Fred Fine and Claude Lightfoot, 
Chicago; Martha Stone, New 
Jersey; Mike Russo, Massa
chusetts; Carl Ross, Minnesota; 
D a v i d  Davis, Philadelphia; 
George Charney, New York; 
plus Stein and Gates.

Voting for the Moscow declara
tion were Ben Davis (New  
York). Eugene Dennis, Elizabeth 
Gurley Flynn, James Jackson, Hy 
Lumer (Ohio) and R. Thompson. 
Carl Winter (Michigan) and 
Jack Stachel abstained. Foster 
and George Myers were absent.

The new division in the NEC 
is also manifested in sharpening

of factional warfare on the or
ganization plane. The account of 
the NEC meeting reports that 
by the same 11-7 vote as on the 
independence issue the commit
tee strongly censured the Fos- 
terite majority of the National 
Administrative Committee — a 
subcommittee of the NEC. The 
Fosterites had apparently used 
their majority on the NAC to 
vote endorsement! of the 12-party 
declaration and then tried to 
make this public as a statement 
of party policy without Con
sulting the NEC.

The NEC voted "sharp 
criticism of the failure of the 
NAC to function within the 
limits of its clearly defined ad
ministrative role. I t  instructs 
the NAC that there shall be no 
repetition of such an action in 
the future.”

Hardening of factional line-ups 
was also seen this week in the 
publication in the Daily Worker 
of a letter by seven of its staff 
members (probably a majority 
of the staff) defending Gates 
against a public attack by the 
'NAC for his statement to the 
press on the question of the 
Daily Worker’s future. The letter 
pointed out that Gates issued 
the statement only after the 
press had obtained the informa
tion about the decision to give 
up the paper. Meanwhile, ac
cording to the reports of the 
NEC meeting, the fate of the 
daily will not be finally decided 
before the full National Com
mittee meeting in February.

proposed a negotiated relaxation 
of the cold war. Among his sug
gestions are: an end to nuclear 
bomb tests, military “disengage
ment” in Central Europe by 
banning nuclear weapons in 
West and East Germany and 
Poland, withdrawal of U.S. 
troops from Germany in return 
for Soviet troop withdrawal 
from E. Germany and Poland.

From Germany the well-known 
expert on European politics, 
M. S. Handler, writes in the 
New York Times (Ded. 20): 
“Bonn, London and Washington 
have said no to Mr. Kennan’s 
suggestions. The evidence is the 
three governments are running 
scared. They are well aware of 
the tremendous acclaim with 
which the Kennan ideas have 
been received in West Germany 
and Britain.”

Joseph C. Harsch, the foreign 
affairs specialist of the 
Christian Science Monitor writes 
(Dec. 20); “His [Kennan’s] 
lectures have been more studied, 
more reprinted, more analyzed, 
commented upon, and editorializ
ed than the thinking or writings 
of any other person in 
Europe this season. . . . Ameri
cans can no longer afford to be 
in ignorance of the fact that 
mass opinion throughout Europe 
would feel profound relief if  
Mr. Dulles disappeared. People, 
plain people, doubt that he really 
wants a settlement. They suspect 
that he deliberately sabotaged 
the London [disarmament] talks 
last summer. . . . They would 
prefer to follow the road they 
think Mr. Kennan offers of a 
settlement which would end or 
at least lessen the danger.”

Anti-war feeling in Europe is 
now so widespread and so in
tense that it has become an ob
jective factor in European 
politics and a formidable obstacle 
to U.S. imperialism’s foreign 
policy. This is bad news for Wall 
Street hut good news for the 
American people.

i multi-stage rockets much morel 
powerful than American experts 
have so fa r contemplated. To 
accomplish the feat a Soviet 
scientist is said to have re
marked t h a t  it “necessitated 
the development of improved 
new instruments and sources of 
power.” Moreover, to hurl it 
into a predictable orbit with an 
initial velocity sufficient to ac
curately counteract the earth's 
gravitational pull, r e q u i r e s  
guidance technique of a high 
order.

Finally, a rocket device which 
can control its own motion at 
least during early stages of a 
long flight, is one of the most 
complicated devices known to 
man. The multi-stage rocket, 
together with the satellite, con
sists of several hundred thou
sand parts. Its production im
plies an industrial structure of 
the greatest perfection, partic
ularly in the fields of elec
tronics, cybernetics and electro
metallurgy. It implies skill, 
work discipline and exactness of 
construction.

The whole matter was sum
med up tersely in the state
ment attributed to one Soviet 
scientist in the Nov. 5 New 
York Tinies that this represents 
not an isolated break through 
but rather a solid mastering of 
a new branch of science and en
gineering. Its importance, was 
difficult to overestimate even 
today.

Authentic information from 
the Soviet Union tends to con
firm that this is not an isolated 
instance. We are fam iliar with 
the case of jitters in Washing
ton whenever the numbers of 
graduates in science and engi
neering a r e  compared. And 
now, following the forebodings 
aroused by the Sputniks, the 
Tasg News Agency reports that 
this y e a r  265,000 scientists, 
among them 80,000 engineers 
have graduated from Russian 
universities — more than twice 
the number graduated by the 
United States.

IT.S. SCIENTISTS  
PRAISE A CHIEVEM ENTS

But the most eloquent testi
mony to the quality of the nat
ural sciences in the USSR comes 
from a group of American Sci
entists who participated in a 
Moscow conference on lrgh-en- 
ero-v pbvsics in May 1050.

On returning T>r. S'wpberg'g 
of CcV’.mhi'» T^niversity sai'h 
that “The Soviet had already 
virtually assured a world lead 
in high energy phvsics for the
next «Wade . . .  fa lead-) that 
the Americans would not he 
able to overcome.” (June 3 N . Y. 
Times.)

Two A m e r > e o n pbveipiots 
M ard’ak and W1'«uu. described 
>n the August 1956 Scientific 
American. the advanred nature 
of thp pvnerimenfs at the great 
new nuclear research c\ev,+Pr
Holshoya Wolga, near Moscow.
•‘TViev knocked mv ove out.”
Wilson said. ", . . ttw (ieterfovs.
counters end electric cjrenitw  
are not the homemade affairs 
tvnical of a TT.S. lahorntnrv hut 
are beautifully engineered ”

r)r. Weiv skonf reported in the 
Sentember 1056 Bulletin of 
Atomic ’Scientists what he called 
an “awe-inspiring sight.” pt this 
research center, the 10 billion 
volt nroton svehroton with its 
circular magnets of 900 feet 
diameter weighing Sfi.Ono tons. 
Tt has a staff of 275 nhvsicists. 
Weispkonf got the impression 
that, there costs and budgets  
don't count. American delegates 
asked Professor Veksler, who 
led the construction of the ma
chine, about its total cost. He 
shrugged his shoulders and said 
he didn’t know. “Tt was decided 
to build the machinp. and then 
everything that >s needed for it  
will be delivered."

T H IR S T  FOR KNOW LEDGE’
To these tributes can be added 

one noint from the Symposium 
on Soviet Science, arranged bv 
the American Association for 
the Advancement of Science, at 
its Philadelphia meeting in De
cember 1951. The first paper 
presented by the American ge
neticist, Theodosius Dobzansky. 
started out with this opening 
remark:

‘The thirst for knowledge in 
the population of the USSR is 
immense, genuine and touching. 
Of course this is especially true 
among the youth, but a high 
esteem for science is found 
among the older groups as well. 
Moreover, this esteem is by no 
means confined to an educated 
minority; it is a part of the 
world outlook of the entire com
munity.”

On the face of it, these trib
utes to scientific developments 
in the Soviet Union give the lie 
to the often repeated capitalist 
propaganda that they are made 
possible by the totalitarian con
centration a n d  regimentation. 
The truth is the exact opposite 
We need only remember the dis
astrous intervention of 'Stalin, 
the glorified “coryphaeus of sci
ence,” in the Lysenko affair. 
And the bureaucratic emascula
tion of the social sciences have 
teen fa r more devastating.

Science is a social function;

Part of a Soviet atom smasher. Describing Soviet nuclear 
research experiments near Moscow, the American physicist, 
Wilson, said in the August 1956 Scientific American; “They 
knocked my eye cut . . . the detectors, counters and electric 
circuitry are not the homemade affairs typical of a U. S. 
laboratory but are beautifully engineered.”

and it has always been inti
mately bound up with the pro
ductive process of each historic
al stage. While science reacts to 
its own internal stimulus, ad
vancing with each new- discov
ery, it  grows in the final analy
sis, out of social needs. And 
the development of science is 
conditioned fundamentally hv 
these social needs, or to be 
more exact, hy the nreds of the 
prevailing social order. Con
versely. the growth of scien
tific ideas, and their applica
tion, exert their impact upon 
society. I,ike all human knowl
edge and experience of which 
it is a Dart, science opens tin 
new fields and new possibili
ties of advance. This relation
ship has been affirmed through
out history.

STARTED IN  1917
Nowhere else is this relation

ship more clearly illustrated 
than in the history of the USSR 
during its fortv years of exist
ence. Nationalized production 

-and planned economy was made 
possible 'by the working class 
victory in the 1917 revolution. 
But this victory posed also the 
immense tasks of overcoming 
Russia’s backward economic her
itage. Economic planning there
fore had to concentrate on an 
overall basic industrial devel
opment.

Entirely new’ branches of in
dustry had to be created. The 
transportation system needed 
modernization and extension, in
cluding the addition of air 
transport. For a network of 
electric power stations the wa
ters of mighty rivers had to be 
tamed and nuclear energy har
nessed. And transformation of 
the traditionally primitive agri
culture formed an important 
part of these tasks. Above all. 
it  became necessary to solve the 
prohlems of technique in order 
to increase the productivity of 
human labor.

A swift surge forward in 
man’s knowledge and command 
•of the physical forces of na
ture became a prerequisite. 
Moreover, the production of 
delicate machinery for modern 
industry demanded constantly 
higher levels of technical and 
general culture.

These were some of the out
standing social needs pressing 
inexorably for solution. No less 
pressing were the needs of m ili
tary defense against the ever 
threatening encirclement of hos
tile imperialist powers. Maxi
mum utilization of human intel
lectual resources followed as a 
matter of course. I t  attracted 
science and generated science

alongside of working-class skills 
and dexterity. Out of these 
pressing social needs, plus the 
vision of a socialist future, 
grew the great and genuine 
thirst for knowledge among the 
broad layers of the people.

U N IT Y  OF THEORY  
AND PRACTICE

Planned economy became com
mitted unreservedly to the mas
tery and progress of the sci
ences essential to technological 
development. This intimate re
lationship between science and 
planned production promoted a 
healthy fusion of theory and 
practice. The tremendous source 
of creative human energy re
leased by the revolution brought 
it to fu ll flowering. Technical 
and general culture advanced' to 
higher levels.

Thus the Soviet system not 
only allows for a speedier de
velopment of the productive 
forces, but its inner tendency is 
to revolutionize the productive 
processes. Not hampered by re
strictions of private profit mo
tives it is more capable than 
capitalism of adapting to the 
new technology of nuclear en
ergy, electronics and automa
tion.

SCIENCE F IC TIO N  
COME TRUE

In fact, the USSR is pioneer
ing in this field. I t  was the first 
to put a nuclear power plant 
into operation. According to Dr. 
S. Lilley’s exhaustive study of 
automation it has also what is 
probably the most completely 
automated plant in the world. 
He savs, it “looks like a piece 
of science fiction magicked into 
reality.” In this piston plant 
“aluminum ingots are fed in at 
one end of the line, and at the 
other end there emerge every 
day 3,500 fully finished car pis
tons, wrapped and packed.” 
This plant, like all large mod
em factories, maintains its own 
technical evening school for the 
further training and education 
of the workers. To this we 
might add: Soviet workers, un
like Western workers, need not 
fear unemployment as a result 
of radical labor saving opera
tions.

Fundamentally, these are the 
main reasons for the giant 
strides in the progress in So
viet science and technology. 
There are ample indications that 
this trend will continue and 
bring forth new marvels of hu
man ingenuity, for in tile con
test with the capitalist system 
of production the Soviet econom
ic forms are demonstrating 
their inherent superiority.
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