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We Saw for Ourselves

Ameriea4' Russia4' China

by ROCKWELL KENT

by FREDERICK L. SCHUMAN

Artist and Author
Chairman

National Council of American-Soviet Friendship
"WHAT! You've been in Russia!
How did you get in? How did
they treat you? How"-and this question
was implicit in the almost incredulity
expressed in people's eyes and voices"did you get out again-alive?"! Airlines and customs officials, taxi drivers,
the uninformed generally, here and in
Europe, asked these questions of the
returned traveler.
Years ago when my children were
little we lived on a remote mountainside farm in Vermont, and every day
in rain or snow or shine the children
had to go two miles to school over a
lonely woodland road. Now, a little way
from this road in the thick woods that
bordered it lived a certain m an who,
because he lived alone in a little shanni
he had built and followed his own way
of life, had come to be thought of, especially by the young, as some sort of a
monster cast out by humankind-a sort
of human beast of prey who might
devour little children. But it happened
one bitter winter's day when the snow
on the children's road for home lay deep,
that they became so tired and cold that
from sheer necessity they were driven
to seek shelter in the "monster's" shack.
They were late in reaching home that
day, and full of wonder and delight at
what had befallen them: what a nice
man he had turned out to be! "He gave
us hot chocolate to drink and cookies to
eat; and he played the accordion and
sang to us!" And so, and forever in those
children's lives, all fear of that "monster"

had vanished. They came to think of
him as friend and went to see him often.
If only tens or hundreds of thousands
of the millions of people in America
who have been taught to fear the "monster" who dwells in the fastness behind
what we have been brought to term "the
iron curtain" would save their pennies
for a while, gird up their loins and, disregarding all that they have been told,
go there to the Soviet Union and, as my
wife and I have done, see for themselves
what manner of humankind these
dreaded Communists are! And how they
love the way of life that they have built
for themselves ! They would come home
as we have come, filled with warm
memories of the friendliness they met on
every hand and with wonder at the vast
material accomplishment-the growing
cities, the ordered farms, the thriving industry and, on this foundation of material accomplishment, the widespread
culture that has come to enrich the
lives of old and young. And so, as it
happened to my little children and their
"monster," forever in their lives all fear
of the Soviet "monster" might vanish
and, taking the hand of friendship that
is extended to us, we could together
build that peace on earth for which
mankind so desperately yearns.
This can be no more than a greeting
from two travelers whose hearts have
burned at coming home again to their
fellow countrymen, and the assurance
that more of what we have seen and
felt will appear in these pages.
2

THE human race in the year

1958

consists of some 2,800,000,000
men, women and children. Of these,
175,000,000 or a little over 6 per cent
inhabit the 3,000,000 square miles of
the United States of America. Some
210,000, 000 or 7.5 per cent dwell
within the 8,500,000 square miles
of the Soviet Union. Almost 650,000,000 or nearly 24 per cent live
within the 4,000,000 square miles of
mainland China. These three great
communities thus comprise, between
them, almost one-third of mankind.
I wish to take up some aspects
of the relationships among these
three major segments of humanity,
because these relations are constantly
on the minds of all of us, and also
because these relations pose a supreme challenge to religion and a
supreme challenge to politics. In
saying this I take it for granted that
the highest social function of religion-all religion-is to promote
peace on earth and the brotherhood
of man and that the highest social
function of politics-all politics-is
to foster the non-violent settlement
FREDERfICK L. SCHUMAN, distinguished historian and writer, is Professor of Government at Williams
College. Among his many outstanding
books are "Europe on the Eve " "Soviet Politics" and "Russia Sine~ 1917"
(published 1957). This article is a conde~sation .of an address prepared for
delivery, m part, at Carnegie Hall,
New York City, November 14, 1958
under the auspices of the National'
Council of American-Soviet Friendship.
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of disputes among human beings
and to further cooperation in the
service of human welfare. Finally,
these relations among America, Russia, and China are, have long been,
and promise to be, profoundly unsatisfactory, frustrating, and so dangerous as to threaten the very survival
of mankind.
For this we have readily at hand
a simple explanation, repeated daily
by most of our political leaders and
by all the mass media of communication. That explanation, reduced to
crystal clear simplicity, is that Russia and China-alas and alackl-are
ruled by Communists; that all Communists ·are wicked people while all
anti-Communists are virtuous; that
Communists are evil atheists while
Americans worship God and even
have a Secretary of State who has
a pipeline to God; that Communists,
like Fascists twenty years ago, are
bent upon conquering and enslaving the world; and that it is the patriotic and Christian duty of all of
u.s .t? r~sist this foul assault upon
civ1hzat10n at any risk and any
cost, even including, if need be,
the thermonuclear incineration of
the human race.
This explanation has familiar
corollaries: for example, that all evil
in the world and all evil in America is a product of the Communist
conspiracy; that the Red Plotters
~an be defeated and ultimately abolished by a firm national resolve to
practice the art of brinkmanship or,

if necessary, the art of atomic warfare which, we are told on the highest authority, assures our victory in
the war to come; that millions of
Russians and Chinese are yearning
to be liberated, with American help,
from Marxist oppression; and that
once Communism is destroyed the
millenium will dawn and all peoples
will abide by the rule of law and
live together in peace and brotherhood forevermore.
This explanation of our problems
has only one defect: it bears no relationship whatever to the facts of
the contemporary world. Please accept my apologies for this obviously
heretical view. I agree that Communists are wicked people. I cannot agree that all anti-Communists
or even all Americans are virtuous,
not in the era of Bernard Goldfine,
Sherman Adams, Governor Faubus,
and the present condition of public
education in Arkansas, Virginia, and
elsewhere. I agree that Communists
are atheists, but I can see no sign
of divine inspiration in recent
American foreign policy. I agree
that many Communists believe that
Communism will eventually embrace
all mankind, as many Christians believe that Christianity will eventually embrace all mankind and as
many Moslems believe t:hat Islam
will eventually embrace all mankind.
From the evidence of the record,
I cannot agree that Communists are
embarked upon any program for the
military conquest of the non-Communist world. I cannot agree that
Communism and Fascism are identical. I cannot agree that America
has a sacred mission to consummate
the atomic annihilation of mankind
simply because Americans fear and
h a te Communism. I cannot agree

that all evil in the world is the
product of a Communist conspira<)'·
I cannot a!ITee
that brinkmanship
0
.
spells peace or national security or
that the people of Russia or China
are yearning to be liberated or that
any millenium can be arrived at
through the destruction of Communism.
In short, there is something wrong,
seriously wrong, in the attitudes and
policies of America toward Russia
and China. It is equally true that
there is something wrong, seriously
wrong, in the attitudes and policies
of Russians and Chinese toward
America. This I propose not to discuss, for it is discussed daily, sometimes accurately but more often erroneously, in every newspaper, periodical, radio program, and TV program in the United States.
As an American I take no pleasure in dwelling upon American errors and sins. Yet it seems to me
t:hat the time is ripe, and over-ripe,
for all of us to reconsider most seriously the course of action of our
nation in dealing with Russia and
China. That course has brought us
once again to the brink of war-a
war which, once unleashed, no one
can possibly win and in which all
will miserably perish. These recurring crises, threatening armed violence and the possible co-annihilation of mankind, must suggest to all
of us that we have somehow failed
to give adequate expression to our
religious convictions and to our political beliefs.
1958, marks the 25th
NOVEMBER,
anniversary of American diplomatic recognition of the Soviet Government of Russia. I believe that
the record of American relations
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obligations must precede any fresh
advances. Washington guaranteed
commercial credits through the Export-Import Bank, founded for this
specific purpose. But the Johnson
Act, passed in April, 1934, forbade
public loans to any foreign government in default. The Soviet Government had never defaulted on any
of its own obligations. It was nevertheless held in default for declining
to p ay the Kerensky debt unless it
received compensation for damage
done in North Russia in the intervention of 1918-19. Negotiations
over the5e matters ended on February i, 1935, with an agreement to
disagree. A commercial accord was
signed in Moscow in July, 1935, by
which the USSR agreed, in return
for tariff concessions, to purchase
$30,000,000 worth of American goods
during the ensuing year.
This figure was modest by comparison with what would have been possible under more favorable credit
arrangements. The accord was renewed annually at somewhat higher
levels. The two Powers now at least
had the means of direct communication with each other.
We may well rejoice 25 years later
in this elementary act of common
sense. The uninterrupted maintenance of diplomatic relations between the United States and the
Soviet Union for a quarter of a century has paid rich dividends to
both governments and to both peoples, particularly during World War
II and during the years since the
Summit Conference of 1955. All
Americans, all Russians, and all mankind have nothing to lose and everything to gain from trade and travel
between the two giant Powers of the
20th century, from cultural and sci-

with Russia offers some lessons for
the problems of American relations
with China in our own time.
On October 10, 1933, President
Roosevelt invited President Kalinin
to send an envoy to Washington,
"to end the present abnormal relations" between America and Russia.
Moscow sent Litvinov, who arrived
on November 7.
On November 16, 1933, President
and Commissar agreed to an exchange of Ambassadors (William C.
Bullitt and Alexander Troyanovsky) and expressed hope that diplomatic relations would lead to cooperation for: "mutual benefit and for
the preservation of the peace of the
world." Litvinov agreed that Moscow should refrain "from interfering
in any manner in the internal affairs of the United States"; should
restrain all persons and organizations under its control from all agitation or propaganda aimed at
"bringing about by force any change
in the social or political order of
the whole or any part of the United
States"; and should not permit on its
territory any organization or group
aiming at intervention in, or subversive propaganda against, the United
States. Roosevelt accepted reciprocal obligations. Questions of financial claims and counter-claims were
deferred. But Litvinov agreed to
waive all counter-claims arising out
of the American intervention in Siberia.
This settlement very soon gave
rise to controversy. In debt negotiations, Litvinov asserted that it
had been understood in Washington
that new loans would be granted
in return for payment on old debts
and claims. Secretary Hull contended that initial payments on past
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ing up the fertile land of Russia to
a crowded and industrially hungry
Europe." When Litvinov protested
against such statements by American
public officials, Secretary of State
Hull rejected the protest. But when
Earl Browder appeared in the summer of 1935 at the 7th Congress,
which turned out to be the last
Congress, of the Communist International, Hull instructed Bullitt to
protest to Litvinov on the ground
that the Congress was a violation of
the anti-propaganda pledge of 1933·
Litvinov rejected the protest. Paradoxically it was this final Congress
of the Comintern which abandoned,
or deferred, all dreams of World
Revolution in favor of a People's
Front of all Communists, Socialists,
and liberals against Fascism. But
all Russian efforts to make common cause with America, Britain,
and France against the Fascist menace and the threat of war were foredoomed by Western hopes that Hitler, Mussolini, and Hirohito would
attack Russia and leave the West
in peace.
So came again the insane frenzy
of armed violence. Only when Russia was attacked in June and America was attacked in December of
1941 did Washington and Moscow
become allies against a common foe.
Do any of us in America any longer
remember that in paying the price
of common victory Russia's sacrifice
in devastation and death was ten
times greater than that of all the
other United Nations combined?
Do any of us remember that the 8th
of November of 1943 was proclaimed
"Stalingrad Day" by Mayor LaGuardia of New York and that 20,000 people gathered in Madison
Square Garden in a "Congress of

entific exchanges, from collaboration in developing industrial uses of
atomic energy, and from negotiations for a cessation of atomic tests,
for security against surprise attack,
for reduction of armaments, and for
many other common purposes conducive to human health, wealth,
and happiness.
It is nonetheless true that this
quarter of a century of AmericanSoviet relations is a record of lost
opportunities. When Litvinov came
to Washington in November, 1933,
he hoped to negotiate some pattern
of political and military cooperation
between Russia and America which
might deter the Fascist regimes of
Japan, Germany, and Italy from
their contemplated course of military conquest. Had his hopes been
realized, World War II would never
have come to pass. Litvinov did
not return to Washington until December of 1941, by which time Russia and America had both been attacked by the Fascist madmen and
forced into a strange alliance against
a common enemy. Had his original
hopes been realized, the tragedies
of 1941 and of the long and bitter
ye:irs of blood and tears which followed might all have been prevented.
This was not to be.
On the contrary, American-Soviet
relations from the outset were all
sicklied-over with a mental and emotional aberration which was far
more an American than a Russian
disease.
In the summer of 1935 Rear Admiral Yates Sterling, Jr. made a
public appeal for an American alliance with Hitler to promote what
he called "a great crusade led by
Germany, not only laying forever
the ghost of Bolshevism but open6

American-Soviet Friendship" with
Corliss Lamont as Chairman and Joseph E. Davies as Honorary Chairman and that stirring words were
spoken and warm greetings were
sent by Franklin D. Roosevelt and
Dwight D. Eisenhower? From this
high point of solidarity relations
deteriorated as the tides of battle
turned. Yet there was every prospect of continued cooperation in
building the peace, as in winning
the war, so long as Franklin D.
Roosevelt lived. Despite frictions
with Stalin in the winter and spring
of 1945· Roosevelt wired Churchill
on April 12: "I would minimize the
general Soviet problem as much as
possible because these problems, in
one form or another, seem to arise
every day and most of them straighten out. . . . " An hour later Roosevelt died.
His successor in the White House
was the Vice President who, as Senator from Missouri, declared in June,
1941, when Hitler invaded the Soviet Union: "If we see that Germany
is winning we ought to help Russia
and if Russia is winning we ought to
help Germany and in that way let
them kill as many as possible. . . . "
Within a few months after Mr. Truman's accession to the presidency, the
so-called Cold War had already begun, with the enthusiastic bipartisan support of a majority of party
leaders and most of the press. The
Cold War has gone on intermittently
ever since with immense loss and
waste and peril to all mankind.

for political and military collaboration which, had it been consummated and rendered effective, could
have prevented the war unleashed
by Fascist aggression. The second
6 years were years of close cooperation in fighting and winning World
War II. The ensuing 13 years have
been years of hollow postures of hostility and empty gestures of enmity
everywhere poisoning human minds
and hearts with hatred and fear.
But if we would derive maximum
benefit from a review of the record
as a guide to a brighter future we
must, I believe, take cognizance, however briefly, of American attitudes
and policies during the whole 41
years since the Russian Revolution
-and we must notice, if we are wise,
how these attitudes and policies have
repeated themselves during the 9
years since the Chinese Revolution. If in doing so I seem to ignore Russian and Chinese follies
and crimes during these years this
is not because I seek to minimize
such follies and crimes, of which
there have been many. It is because
these things are daily pounded into
our heads and because, as Americans, we can surely learn more for
our own guidance in days to come
by reconsidering what we have woefully neglected-namely, American
attitudes and policies which, with
the wisdom of hindsight, we can
now see were errors of judgment
that, if we were wise, we would not
repeat.
It was a mistake for the Wilson
Administration to equate diplomatic recognition with moral and political approval and to seek to use
diplomatic recognition as a weapon
of power politics. By such methods
changes of government can some-

THUS the quarter of a century of
American-Soviet diplomatic relations falls into two equal parts of
a dozen years each. The first 6 years
were years of wasted opportunities
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to assume that it could weaken or
promote the downfall of the Soviet
regime in Russia by forbidding
American trade and travel. This
blunder was happily corrected in
1921after4 years of embargo. There
followed generous American famine
relief on the Volga, the e-stablishment of the Amtorg Trading Company, and the healthy growth of
commel'ce and travel during the
i92o's and 193o's long before dip-·
lomatic recognition was granted.
But in the case of China Washington has forbidden all American
trade and travel for 9 long years,
thereby strengthening, rather than
weakening, the People's Repu-blic of
China and insuring the solidarity of
the Soviet-Chinese alliance.
It was a mistake to assume in dealing with Russia that national policy
could safely be based on fictions. It
continues to be a mistake to assume
in dealing with China that national
policy can safely be based on fictions.
Endless are the fictions: that the
Russian Revolution was a German
conspiracy; that the Chinese Revolution was a Russian conspiracy; that
Communist rule of Russia will disappear a week from next Wednesday; that Communi'St rule of China
will disappear the day after tomorrow; that socialist economic planning can never work; that the Soviet
economy is collapsing; that the Chinese economy is collapsing; et cetera
ad infinitum. Other fairy-tales are
no less fantastic. Kerensky, driven
out of Russia, i'S the Government of
Russia, said our State Department,
as it recognized his Ambassador,
Boris Bakhmetev, and then his Ambassador's attache, Serge Ughet, as
official envoy of Russia for 16 years
after Kerensky's government was

times be brought about in Cuba,
Nicaragua, Guatemala, or even Mexico. But such methods can never
bring about the disappearance of a
disliked regime or reverse the course
of a great revolution in a Great
Power like Russia or China. For 16
years the United States refused to
recognize the Soviet Government of
Russia-all to no purpose. For 9
years the United States has refused
to recognize the People's Republic
of Ghina-all to no purpose.
It was an error, if not a crime,
for the Wilson Administration in
1918-19 to suppose that the Communist revolution in Russia could be
crushed by blockade, invasion, and
armed intervention to subsidize civil
war. The result was the victory of
the Red Army over the American
forces invading North Russia, over
other Allied armies elsewhere, and
over
the
counter - revolutionary
White Armies of Kolchak, Yudenich, Denikin, and Wrangel financed
by \Vashington, London, and Paris.
The policy-makers of the Truman
Administration sought to crush the
Communist revolution in China by
arming and subsidizing Chiang Kai·shek. The result was that the People's Liberation Army threw Chiang
out of China in 1949 and drove
the remnants of his forces to Formosa where the United States has
spent close to two billion dollars
in protecting, arming, and financing
a lost cause in a continuing civil war
and dreaming fatuously of Chiang's
return to power on the mainland.
But Humpty-Dumpty cannot be put
together again. America can restore Chiang to power in China as
ea-sily as it can restore Kerensky to
power in Russia.
It was a blunder for Washington
8

overthrown. By the same logic,
Chiang Kai-shek remains the Government of China and is entitled to
China's seat in the United Nations.
All of these and scores of other official American views about Russia
and China were and are sheer myths
and fables, acted upon at the highest level as bases of foreign policy.
It is an error, moreover, to assume
that the military encirclement of a
Great Power will reduce it to immobility or helplessness when that
Power has a larger area and population and larger potential resources
than the encircling Power or Powers.
Russia and China have no present
inclination and no present means of
encircling the United States. If they
had, all Americans would devote
themselves wholeheartedly to breaking out of the encirclement. Americans have for years pursued a national policy of encircling Russia
and China-not by remote control
but by hundreds of bombing bases
all around the frontiers, by military
allies on frontiers, and by defense
of hostile positions a few miles from
the frontier. We are solemnly assured that Quemoy is West Berlin,
that Communism is Fascism, that
Formosa is Czechoslovakia, that Warsaw i'S Munich, and that if any one
of these positions is lost all will be
lost and the Chinese Navy will attack California and the Russian
Army will invade Western Europe.
No greater nonsense was ever uttered by responsible statesmen or
even by irresponsible statesmen.
There is no Chinese Navy, not even
enough to threaten Formosa. No
Russian Army has ever invaded Western Europe or will ever invade Western Europe unless ·western Europe
first seeks to invade Russia.

But the American attempt at encirclement means that all Russians
and all Chinese will inevitably seek
to break out of the encirclement, as
indeed they have already done with
marked success. When Premier
Khrushchev tells President Eisenhower that if the United States does
not withdraw from Formosa the Chinese will sooner or later drive the
Americans and Chiang Kai-shek out
of Formosa, he is stating a simple
fact of the future, as inevitable as
anything can be in a world of power
politics.
Finally, it is a basic fallacy for
Americans to assume that they still
exercise preponderant power. In the
last analysis the Cold War is largely
a consequence of American refusal
to treat the Soviet Union as an equal
Power with interests and aspirations
commensurate with those of the
United States-and quite susceptible
of peaceful and orderly accommodation with those of the United
States through diplomatic compromise and bargaining. The men of
Washington are reluctant to bargain
or compromise because they are bewitched by the false belief that Russia is bent upon conquering the
world and by the further false belief that refusal to negotiate between
equals will somehow redound to
American advantage. In their compounding of error, the men of Washington refuse to negotiate with
China as an equal Power. The
American premise is that America
can dictate terms to Russia and
China or somehow induce unconditional surrender to American demands. All attitudes and policies
based upon this fundamental fallacy
will, of course, lead only to frustration or catastrophe or both.
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JT IS clear-is it not?-that in dealing with China Americans have
learned no lessons as yet from their
earlier dealings with Russia. Apart
from the matters already touched
upon, what is it that we need to
learn? I shall limit myself to three
propositions.
I believe we need to learn in the
first place that the challenge of Communism is not a military challenge,
unless we choose to make it so-in
which case heaven help us alll The
challenge of Communism is a social
challenge, an economic challenge,
an educational challenge, and a
technological and scientific challenge. If we will but meet it creatively and not destructively we can
make the challenge and our response
to it a source of immense benefit to
ourselves, to our rivals, and to all
mankind. Communism is no cure for
the evils of capitalism, as Marx and
Engels assumed a century ago. These
evils have largely cured themselves.
Communism in our time, despite
all the abuses perpetrated and the
crimes committed in its name, is a
method of raising rapidly the productivity and the living standards
of people hitherto desperately poor.
If we would meet the challenge, we
have to do at least as well in this
global search for a better life. If
we continue to envisage the problem
in military terms, we shall fail utterly.
Let me quote Raymond Robins,
an American millionaire, social
worker, and Progressive Republican,
who happened to be head of the
American Red Cross Mission to Russia in 1917-18 and, for a time, unofficial Ambassador to the new Soviet
regime. In testifying in 1919 before hostile Senators who accused

him of being pro-Bolshevik, Colonel
Robins said: "I would never expect,
sirs, to suppress the desire for a
better human life, no matter how illfounded in political fact and experience, with force. The only answer to the desire for a better human
life is a better human life."
I believe we need to learn in the
second place that anti-Communism
is not, and can never be, a workable
foreign policy. Anti-Communism
as an attitude and philosophy has
many functions in the civilization
of the 20th century. It is a lucrative source of income for many academicians, clergymen, politicians, and
publicists, most of whom protect
their revenues by denouncing antianti-Communists who are somehow
worse than Communists themselves.
Anti-Communism is an even more
lucrative source of income for American businessmen and labor leaders
with lush defense contracts. AntiCommunism, under certain circumstances, is the perfect formula for
the destruction of democracy by the
forces of Fascism, as happened in
Italy, Japan, Germany and Spain
in the 1920's and 193o's.
AntiCommunism abroad in our time has
served as the rationaliwtion for the
bloodiest and most destructive war
ever fought and for the most atrocious mass murder of human beings
in all recorded history. Anti-Communism at home in our time has
served as the rationalization for McCarthyism; for un-Americanism disguised as Americanism and subversive of all the values of decency
and tolerance most precious in the
American tradition; for the perpetuation of a monstrous pattern of racial
discrimination,
segregation,
and persecution; and for other evils
10

without number afflicting contemporary American society.
On another level anti-Communism
in America is a splendid source of
inspiration, togetherness, and selfrigh,teousness in a community which
desperately needs to evade realities
because this community seems, to
date, incapable of maintaining full
production and full employment
save through massive public spending on armament and quite incapable, despite the Supreme Court, of
treating human beings as human
beings if they are of the wrong epidermal pigmentation. Anti-Communism, you see, has many uses for
many people. But we need to learn
that anti-Communism is not a foreign policy-unless we wish our foreign policy to lead us through successive frustration to aggression
and irreparable tragedy.
I believe we need to learn in the
third place that America is not omnipotent and that America is not
God. This is perhaps the hardest
lesson of all to learn. Our years are
full of pretentious American injunctions, sanctimoniously pronounced
with divine overtones and ostensibly
intended to be imposed on all the
world with the aid of heavenly
grace and American arms. We began with Woodrow "\Vilson's "war to
end war" and to "make the world
safe for democracy." We proceeded,
despite isolationism, to the Stimson
Doctrine of 1932 whereby we refusaj.
to recognize any situation abroad
brought about by aggression. We
continued into the Truman Doctrine
in 1947 whereby the United States
nobly committed itself to help "free
people to maintain their free institutions and their national integrity
against aggressive movements that

seek to impose upon them totalitarian regimes." We went on to the
Eisenhower Doctrine of 1957 for the
Mid-East whose terms are so remote
from any reality that I need not review them. We have come to the
Dulles Doctrine of 1958, according
to which the United States forbids
all other countries to resort to "indirect aggression" and to use force
in international affairs. The apparent meaning, if any, of the Doctrine
is that when the United States uses
force in international affairs, as in
Guatemala in 1954 and in Lebanon
last July and in scores of other places
throughout the world for many years,
such use of force is justified by the
purity of American motives, but that
if anyone else uses force, whether
our Allies or enemies or the neutrals, such use is an intolerable evil
which Americans must suppress. The
meaning of the Doctrine, further, is
that when the United States spends
in secret $100,000,000 a year, as it has
been doing for 8 years, to foster revo1ution in countries whose government we do not like, this shows devotion to virtue, but that when other
governments do likewise this is proof
of vice. The motto of the Dulles
Doctrine is: "Come Weal, Come
Woe, My Status is Quo."
Yet, despite the dark portents of
recent months, I venture to suggest
that all is not lost and that there is
much reason for hope in the future.
The Communist rulers of Russia and
China are, fortunately, not madmen.
They are merely good chess-players,
dealing-alasl-with bad chess-players.
Our own policy-makers in
Washington are also not madmen
despite some evidence to the contrary. They are victims of past mistakes and continuing illusions. Hap11

pily, we have allies. The chief function of our allies, now as on many
occasions in the past, is to tell us
what not to do. And, happily, for the
first time in many years, some considerable section of the American
public has overcome its inhibitions
and is now able to speak out-not
on all the matters we have here
considered but quite definitely in opposition to a thermonuclear World
War in defense of Quemoy and
Matsu and Chiang Kai-shek.
My crystal ball, a~beit clouded,
tells me that there will be no World
War over Quemoy and Matsu and
Chiang Kai-shek, but only a prolonged war of nerves at the end of
which American policy-makers will
reluctantly face reality and find
some face-saving formula for abandoning a desperate, wholly fatuous
and unnecessary enterprise. Beyond
this crisis looms the possibility of

some pattern of fruitful cooperation
among Russia, America and China
in the service of all their peoples and
of all peoples everywhere. The rulers
of Russia and China, in my judgment, would welcome all efforts at
such cooperation once they were
assured that America had abandoned
its efforts to destroy them.
I cannot forecast the actions of
the rulers of America. But I hope
that reason will prevail. I am persuaded that peace and order in the
world community depend primarily
upon some negotiated design of collaboration among Americans, Russians, and Chinese, the three peoples
who together comprise one-third of
the human race. May we move toward this goal as the first step, a small
step, but an important and decisive
step, toward the brotherhood of man
under the fatherhood of God, in a
world of peace.

I Was an Eyewitness of
the Russian Revolution
by ALBERiT RHYS WILLIAMS
with a fellow American,
A LONG
John Reed, I was an eyewitness
of the main events of the October
Revolution forty-one years ago.
The storming of the Winter Palace, as we followed the Red Guards
over the barricades into the glittering salons. The march of the illclad army of workers-'lllen, women
and children-through the ohilling
rains and mud out of Petrograd to

meet the Wild Divisions riding in to
strangle the Revolution. The Baltic sailors at night with the flaming
torches surging through the gates
of the Telephone Station to force
the surrender of the Junkers.
A quick succession of dramatic
episodes, heroic deeds, flaming
speeches during those ten days that
shook the world. Out of them all
most deeply etched on my memory
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is that red-letter sentence that fell
from the lips of Lenin as he emerged
from underground into the lights
of Smolny. Stilling the thunder of
applause with a wave of his hand, he
said, "Comrades! We will now take
up the building of socialism."
Epoch-making words under any
conditions. But addressed to an exhausted, war-stricken people they
were the height of audacity. The
proclamation of the birth of a new
order-the building of socialismwhen materially there was so little
to build with!
The country was in a state of collapse. The cities were freezing, the
bread rations daily growing smaller.
Typhus and cholera swept through
the villages. The hospitals were
crowded with the sick and wounded.
The army was disintegrating; and
the Germans advancing. Mines were
flooded, factories at a standstill.
"Cemeteries"' of dead locomotives
and cars stood on the railway sidings. Everywhere enemies were predicting the imminent downfall of
the Soviets and speeding it on by
plots and sabotage.
Around the Soviets, with the
watchwords of "Land!" "Bread!"
"Peace,'' increasingly rallied the
mass of workers and peasants. With
their abilities and energies quickened by the Revolution, Lenin confidently counted on them to bring
order out of chaos and overcome
all liabilities. But they had one
great disability. Most of them were
illiterate. Over three-fourths could
not read or write.
Once, while reading a placard on
peace posted up in a kiosk, I .was
interrupted by two peasant soldiers,
"We can't understand a word of it,"
they cried with indignant voices.

"The Tsar only wanted us to fight
and pray and pay taxes-but never
to read!"
IAl though beset on all sides by a
host of life-and-death issues, with
the slogan "Only a literate people
can build socialism," the Soviets
tackled this one with vigor and
ingenuity. On the walls gaily colored posters vividly depicted the
sorry plight of the ignorant in contrast to the joys and wonders to be
found in books: "They will give you
a hundred eyes, the strength of a
giant, the wisdom of a sage."
In huts and barracks-often so cold
that the ink froze in the bottleshosts of adults wrestled with alphabets and the mysteries of grammar
-and presently they were reading,
not only newspapers but textbooks
and novek In hastily improvised
theaters with the legend "To live
without work is robbery; to work
without art is barbarism," they were
acting out the plays they were reading.
From these crude beginnings, in
keeping with Lenin's three-fold injunction, "Study! Study harder! Keep
on studying!" emerged a universal
system of education. While covering
all branches of knowledge, the swift
industrialization and electrification
of the country created an ever-growing demand for scientists, architects,
specialists in all fields of engineering. In response to this-aided by
a loyal corps of able scientists from
the old regime-rapidly rose an imposing edifice of institutions, from
the Academy of Sciences at the apex
reaching through hundreds of wellequi pped research institutes down t<'>
the grass-roots-the little laboratories in the villages with meager collections of test tubes and chemicals.

Evidence of the deep universal from the moon on to Mars and from
interest in the sciences are the an- thence into the stars beyond!
swers of children about their plans
If this is still in the far-off realms
for the future as set down in a book of fantasy, in the launching of the
I wrote twenty-five years ago. Some Sputniks the Soviet people have
said, "I want to be a great writer like made a notable first step toward realGorky," "A composer of music like ization of that dream that has long
Tchaikovsky." But for the most part haunted the minds of men-the
the answers show minds fired by sci- dream of the conquest of the far
ence, the conquest of nature, "I want reaches of space.
to be an engineer and build dams
for power plants on the Volga," "An THERE is another dream long
agronomist and turn out the best
cherished by mankind - the .
seeds in the world." And, prophetic dream of the good society of jusof the future, "I want to invent a tice, freedom and plenty in this
rocket machine and fly in airless, world. No longer shall the strength
interplanetary spaces.... "
and cunning of man be pitted against
On this broad basis, with a con- his fellow men-but with each enjoysuming zeal for learning, millions ing the fruits of his labor, all will
of children of workers, peasants and work in union together for the
nomads were, transformed into in- common weal. Swords will be beatventors, technicians, chemists, avia- en into plowshares and all peoples
tors. How well-trained and compe- of the world will dwell together ii}
tent is attested by the triumphs peace and concord. These lofty viscmed by the Soviets-not only in sions-largely on the part of poets
chess and sports and music-but in and philosophers-were shared in
those scientific spheres in which the more realistic fashion by many exWest was so confident of superiority. ploited workers of the world, and
Had the West heeded the implica- in the West increasingly found extions of these more recent Soviet pression under the name of social"firsts"-jet-liners, missiles and rock- ism-of various types and schools.
etry-it would not have been so as- Little groups of idealists in Utopian
tounded by that crowning exploit of colonies sought to enjoy the commulast October-the super-rocket that nal spirit of socialism. While cershot Sputnik up into the skies on its tain countries-usually with the aim
circling flight around the earth.
of taking the insurrectionary edge
An epoch-making feat that won the off the rising socialist movementplaudits of the world. Nonetheless sought to realize some of its objec-as Khrushchev observed-there is tives by means of social welfare and
nothing exclusive and final about reform.
this. Other countries, along with
But it was not until the October
the Soviets, presently will be making of i917 that a great nation went all
bigger and better satellites-precur- out for socialism, committed all its
sors of a galaxy of space-stations resources and energies to it and mulin ever-widening orbits journeying titudes of workers were imbued with
around !'he earth. Then on to a the conviction that in the building
space-ship cruising to the moon, of dams, mills and power plants
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they were engaged in the building of
socialism. For this they toiled, hungered and gave up their lives. In
the words I copied from the wooden
obelisk over one of their graves:
Against riches, knowledge and power
for the few you fought a good fight, and
witfu 1h onor you died in order that
power, knowledge and riches should belong to au.

The Soviets have a long way to
go before achieving such a beatific
state of affairs. But here, as in any
undertaking, success is to be measured by the distance to travel, the
difficulties to overcome. "There is
nothing so difficult to begin," says
that acute, albeit cynical observer
of human affairs, Machiavelli, "so
perilous to conduct, so uncertain
of success as to take the lead in the
introduction of a new order of
things."
The new order the Soviets were
initiating involved nothing less than
the social organization of all the resources, industries and people of onesixth of the land area of the globe.
Among the obstacles to this colossal
pioneering undertaking-too complex and too many to enumerate
here-the main difficulty lay in the
human element, in the contentious
nature of man.
In keeping with known laws, the
atoms can be made to fuse or to
fission invariably in the same fashion
to ,produce the desired result - a
bomb or a power plant. But how
induce vast multitudes of men and
women with clashing minds, wins
and tempers with all their wayward
impulses and prejudices to work in
some degree of harmony together?
Far more difficult than the mar-

velous creations of science-even the
fashioning of Sputniks - is the
achievement of a society of justice,
freedom and plenty, or even keeping humanity headed in that direction.
But in spite of all the ordeals by
war, famines and purges and all the
road-blocks set up by bureaucrats,
careerists, renegades-the Soviet people, ever mindful that the good society was the final goal of the Revolution, have steadfastly continued on
the course marked out for them·
selves.
If they still have far to go before
achieving the communist ideal"From each according to his ability,
to each according to his need," they
have laid deep and secure the socialist foundations therefor.
In evidence of this are many notable Soviet achievements culminating last year in October with the
launching of Sputnik. Quite rightly the Soviets are rejoicing in their
man-made moons circling the earth.
A symbol of the great strides made
in ·science and education since those
feeble beginnings forty-one yearS< ago
-a salute to the anniversary of that
October night when Lenin said, "We
will now take up the building of
socialism."

ALBERT RHYS WILLIAMS, e;ye-witness to the historic events of 1917 and
later phases of Soviet development, has
made incomparable contributions to
Arneric:ans' understan ding of the USSR.
Soviet writers, cabling greetings on his
recent 7Sth birthday, called him "One
of the oldest and most faithful friends
of the USSR." Among his many books
are "Lenin, the Man and His Work,"
"Through the Rnssian Revolution" and
"The Russian Land."

