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The Cold War Era- 
W-I& TALL-MASTED WOODEN ships 

slugged it out with each other in 
battles of broadsides and boarding 
parties, the sailors in those ships 
knew for sure they were fighting a 
war. So too did those Navymen who 
saw more recent action at places like 
Leyte Gulf, Okinawa, Normandy and 
Inchon. 

If you’re shooting at someone who 
is shooting back at you, the situation 
doesn’t need any identifying label so 
far as you’re concerned. It’s war, and 
you khow it. You also know that the 
main idea behind it is to take the 
offensive against the enemy’s armed 
forces and fight like blazes until you 
win. ~ 

Although that’s an oversimplifica- 
tion, it does help most of us to reduce 
the whole ugly business of a shooting 
war to terms we can understand. 
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The Cold War is something else 
again. It’s been labeled for us since 
1946, but it sometimes seems so dif- 
ferent from the “usual” kind of wiir 
that it’s difficult for most of us to 
reduce it to simple terms. The com- 
bat zones are often in men’s minds- 
not on the map. The weapons may 
vary from olive branches one day to 
threats of all-out atomic war the next. 
Sometimes it almost seems as if “you 
can’t tell the ‘players’ (or even where 
the ‘playing field’ is) without a score 
card-and you can’t find a score 
card either. 

One of the main reasons for our 
confusion is probably the fact that 
not enough of us take the time and 
trouble to figure out what’s going on 
and-let’s face it-too many of us 
forget that the cold war is just as 
serious as any hot war has ever been. 

Once you do stop to think about 
the cold war you realize the signifi- 
cance of that word “confusion,” for 
it soon becomes clear that many of 
our opponent’s actions are maneuvers 
carefully calculated to keep us off 
balance through the creation of con- 
fusion. 

We can help turn these tactics into 
wasted effort by knowing what’s be- 
hind them; but to do that we first 
have to know what the cold war is 
and what we’re up against. 

ACCORDING TO the dictionary, cold 
war is a situation-short of armed 

conflict-in which two nations or 
groups of nations attack one another 
through such weapons as power poli- 
tics, diplomatic maneuvers, economic 
strategy, propaganda and infiltration 
by fifth column activity. 
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the battleground, weapons systems 
and operational tactics for the pur- 
pose of confusing the opponent, 
keeping him off balance and wearing 
down his resistance. 

“For the communists, protracted 
conflict brackets all possible relation- 
ships between states and groups- 
political, economic and cultural.” 

Many of the communists‘ tactics in 
the Cold War are spelled out by the 
Chinese communist leader, Mao Tse- 
tung, in his book, On the Protracted 
War. Much of Mads thinking is ad- 
mittedly based on the ideas of the 
ancient Chinese strategist Sun TZU, 
who said such things as these in a 
treatise written in about 500 B.C.: 

“To fight and conquer in all your 
battles is not supreme excellence; 
supreme excellence consists in break- 
ing the enemy’s resistance without 
fighting.” 

“All warfare is based on deception. 
Hence . . . . when we are near, we 
must make the enemy believe that 
we are far away; when far away, we 
must make him believe that we are 
near.” 

“In all fighting, the direct method 
may be used for joining battle, but 
indirect methods will be needed to 
insure victory.” 

“Avoid the enemy when he is full 
of dash, and strike him when he with- 
draws exhausted.” 

“Make a noise in the east, but 
strike in the west.” 

Obviously, against opponents who 
use tactics like these, any confusion 
on our part is a serious matter. One 
of the major purposes of this issue is 
to point up the danger from that 
angle. -Jerry Wolff. 
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LOWER AWAY-Communist sailors lower Russian ensign on warship’s stern. 

VERYBODY’S HEARD OF THE Com- E munist Manifesto, but the chances 
are that you, like most of us, haven’t 
read it-or remember it very vaguely 
from, an old history textbook. It’s 
more~than a century old, dating bsck 
to 1848, and this is its opening para- 
graph: 

“A spectre is haunting Europe-a 
spectke of Communism. All the pow- 
ers of old Europe have entered into 
a holy alliance to exorcise this spec- 
tre; Pope and Czar, Metternich and 
Gdzot, French radicals and German 
police spies.” 

It goes on to say-in a very clever 
way-something that communists 
have ,used, in the decades since, to 
gain ‘increasing power in countries 
all over the world. 

“Where is the party in opposition 
that has not been decried as commu- 
nistic by its opponents in power? 
Wheie the opposition that has not 
hurled back the branding reproach 
of Communism, against the more ad- 
vanced opposition parties, as well as 
against its reactionary adversaries?” 

Despite the old-fashioned lan- 
guage, these paragraphs have a fa- 
miliar sound. Now, let’s move a little 
more than a century forward in his- 
tory. we quote the N .  Y .  Times, of 
22 NOV 1959: 

“Already, 2,300,000 East Germans, 
over one in every nine of the total 
population, have fled to the West 
since 1949. Most escaped through 
Berliri, and they are still going, cur- 
rently at the rate of 12,000 a month. I 

“Even those who remain are not 
reliably settled. A Western visitor 
who recently toured East Germany 
was told again and again by people 
there: ‘I’m staying for the time being. 
I can always run to West Berlin if the 
Communists get too tough.’ ” 

The pictures that you get from 
these quotations demonstrate that the 
communists have gained a great deal 
in influenoe and power in the inter- 
vening years. What is the nature of 
communist theory? It’s worth think- 
ing about. 

OME 60 OR 70 YEARS after Karl 
Marx and Friedrich Engels wrote 

their Manifesto, the  Communist 
Party theoreticians had an oppor- 
tunity, with the overthrow of the 
Czarist regime in Russia, to put into 
practice the plans they had been 
formulating for so long. 

In  1917, when the Bolshevik 
(Communist) Party eventually seized 
control of the Russian government, 
many liberals in many parts of the 
world approved. The millennium was 
here! Now men would be able to put 
into practice, on a large scale, a 
dream which men had cherished for 
more than 2000 years. For once, a 
government was being created which 
would devote its energies primarily 
to the benefit of the workers-and 
taxpayers. 

AS we know today, it didn’t work 
out that way. In the Manifesto, as 
quoted, there was angry hope; in the 
newspaper report, disillusion and 

despair. What went wrong? 
As a theory, communism is not 

new, by any means. Fundamentally, 
communism is the system of society 
in which property (especially real 
property and the means of produc- 
tion) is held in common-that is, by 
all members of the society and not by 
individuals. 

In a limited sense, communism as 
a theory of government and social 
reform may be said to have begun 
with the Greeks of the Golden Age 
and more particularly with Plato who, 
in his Republic, described a sodety 
with community holding of property. 
The idea of community property was 
also strong in some religious groups 
such as the Jewish Essenes and cer- 
tain early Christian communities. 
These religious opponents of private 
property maintained that property- 
holding was evil as being worldly 
and that God had created the world 
for the use of all mankind. 

The concept of communism as a 
religious and social force continued 
to arise from time to time during the 
intervening years. Communistic set- 
tlements were known in ancient and 
medieval times, but the flowering of 
such groups occurred in the 19th 
century in the United States. A num- 
ber of religious sects established com- 
munities in Harmony, Pa.; Zoar, 
Ohio; and Aurora, Ore.; and another 
group, which was often anti-religious 
and utopian is best represented by 
Brook Farm. 

There is obviously little connection 
between these somewhat idealistic 
and ineffective movements and the 
menace we know of today under the 
name of communism. What hap- 
pened? 

\“m KARL MARX, the c3mmunist 
tradition underwent a drastic 

change. From an ideal it became a 
method and a technique for the 
seizure of power. It lost most of its 
human aspects and became a revolu- 
tionary technique based upon force. 
The later Russian leaders of the 
Revolution-Lenin and Stalin-ruth- 
lessly applied what was, to Marx, 
merely textbook theory. 

(This might be as good a point 
as any to make the distinction be- 
tween what today distinguishes the 
socialists from the Marxists. 

(The socialists believe - roughly 
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IS COMMUNIS 
speaking-that the abolition of pri- 
vate property is desirable, thus lead- 
ing to equality and economic abund- 
ance, but that it should be brought 
about through the peaceful political 
techniques guaranteed by the demo- 
cratic state. It should not be brought 
about by force lest violence taint the 
men who use it and corrupt the ulti- 
mate goal. 

(Marxist communists, on the other 
hand, emphasize the inevitable need 
of force, and discard the democratic 
techniques of political persuasion 
and democratic liberties. For them, 
force and dictatorship are inevitable, 
even if temporary, instruments for 
the realization of the ideal world 
they hope ultimately to achieve.) 

According to Marx, the political 
beliefs of a given social system is 
determined by the property-owning, 
or ruling, class. The state, or govern- 
ment, is an institution created solely 
for the preservation of these beliefs 
and for the protection of the ruling 
class. 

No ruling class, Marx says, ever 
abandons its special interests or 
gives up its power without a struggle. 
With the state in the hands of the 
capitalist class, Marxist theory la- 
beled it as an instrument of oppres- 
sion intended to maintain the con- 
ditions which exist. Its nature cannot 
be changed, nor can the public policy 
change so that there may be a peace- 
ful redistribution of wealth according 
to the wishes of the majority. 

Consequently, the Marxist goes on 
to say, the only means at the disposal 
of the working classes is the use of 
force, the destruction of the state, 
and the establishment of a temporary 
dictatorship of the proletariat, or 
workers. 

“The Communists disdain,” wrote 
Marx, “to conceal their aims and 
views. They openly declare that their 
ends (socialization of the means of 
production) can be accomplished 
only by the forcible overthrow of 
all existing social conditions.” This, 
stated very briefly, is the Marxian 
theory of the state. 

This remains the doctrine of to- 
day’s communist leaders who con- 
tinue to believe that the capitalist 
system of the Western world is 
doomed to inevitable defeat and 
collapse. It is part and parcel of the 
faith of any good communist today. 
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Interestingly enough, Marx and 
his early followers were convinced 
that revolution would take place in 
the advanced capitalistic countries 
in which the laws of economic de- 
velopment had been in operation a 
long time. France and Germany, he 
thought, as well as England, satis- 
fied the conditions that should bring 
about a revolution. Also, both Marx 
and Engels thought always in terms 
of world socialism and not in terms 
of specific national revolutions. 

ENIN PUT the Marxian theoretical 
b l u e p r i n t  i n t o  p r a c t i c e  a n d  

adapted it to the revolutionary move- 
ment in Russia. He concentrated on 
the need to overthrow at all costs 
the Czarist regime and to establish 
a proletarian dictatorship in Russia. 
By so doing, he distorted consider- 
ably the original tenets of Marxism. 

Lenin was inclined to ignore 
Marx’s position (which retained some 
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of the 18th century liberal faith in the 
individual’s ability to comprehend his 
own life and circumstances). Lenin 
assumed from the very beginning the 
need of leadership and organization, 
and the inability of the masses to 
comprehend the “proper” social con- 
sciousness. It was, he was convinced, 
necessary for the Communist Party 
to educate the masses; to infuse them 
with a revolutionary spirit and teach 
them class consciousness; to lead 
them toward the revolution and, 
finally, to educate them in socialism 
after the revohtion had taken place. 

According to this concept, the 
party had to be composed of gifted 
individuals who understood the fu- 
ture better than the rest of the 
people. The leaders of the party 
were to be particularly endowed 
with the scientific knowledge and 
foresight that the common man 
lacked. Leadership could not come 
from the ranks of the working class, 
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PASSAGE TO FREEDOM-Viet-Namese mother fleeing communism is patient. 

but ftom the middle-class intellectu- 
als trained in Marxian politics. 

The rank and file of the party 
would be united with its leaders by 
bonds of allegiance and common ac- 
tion. They would be prepared to take 
any kind of action, legal or illegal, 
at a moment’s notice. Orders for any 
kind of action would come from the 
top. The need for illegal activity 
early leducated the party members to 
the concept of violence. 

Lenin considered the revolution in 
1917 in a backward country such as 
Russia as merely a tactical victory 
against the world-wide nature of 
20th century capitalism. He did not 
consider it to be any more than a 
preliminary step which would ulti- 
mately lead to the collapse of capi- 
talism-at least in Western Europe 
-and then to its ultimate collapse 
all over the world. He was never 
convinced that Russia, in itself, could 
develop into a self-sdcient socialist 
community, or that socialism could 
develop in Russia alone. The estab- 
lishment of the Third International, 
in 1919, of the communist parties of 
the world, had as a primary purpose 
the organization of world-wide revo- 
lutionary activity. 

Although Lenin was successful in 
bringing about a revolution in Russia, 
he hoped that his victory there 
would bring about the victory of 
socialism in the West as he believed 
that without such a development, 
the chances of socialism being suc- 
cessful in Russia would be poor. 

When Stalin reached power, he 
changed all this. 

THE VIEWPOINTS of Marx and Lenin, 
discussed above, form the basic 

premises of Stalinist beliefs. How- 
ever, with the passage of time, these 
premises have become more and 
more blurred. 

Stalin succeeded Lenin at a time 
when the revolutionary spirit was at 
its lowest. Long years of conflict, 
civil war and economic hardships 
had disillusioned many revolutionary 
leaders and undermined the morale 
of the rank and file of the party. The 
times no longer called for the revolu- 
tionary, but for the administrator 
and the organizer. 

A party organizer, with the quali- 
ties and limitations of an administra- 
tor, Stalin was able to succeed Lenin 
because of his administrative func- 
tions and position within the party. 
He set himself the task of recon- 
structing the economic and politcial 
institutions of Russia without much 
concern for the blueprint of world- 
wide socialism. Neither did he share 
the faith of the other party leaders 
in the possibility of a revolution in 
the West. In fact, Stalin had a deep 
distrust and enmity toward the West- 
ern world about which, in contrast 
to the other Soviet leaders, he knew 
little and understood less. 

Stalin decided to go ahead in 
Russia without waiting for help from 
the Western world and without be- 
ing very much concerned with com- 
munist revolutions in Western Eur- 

ope. He was later to consider world 
revolution simply as an instrument 
of Soviet national aims. He was 
neither for nor against it, as an idea. 
He was against it when the condi- 
tions were not favorable to the Soviet 
Union; favored it when it might have 
furthered the cause of Soviet power. 

Meanwhile, he concentrated his 
efforts-and those of all Russia-on 
the job of building “socialism” in one 
country-Russia. 

Socialism in this one country 
meant that the Russian people had 
to build a strong, industrialized state 
capable of defending itself against 
all outsiders. They had to catch up 
to and, if possible, outstrip the pro- 
duction of capitalistic countries in 
a relatively short time. 

The limitation of aims also had 
important repercussions upon the 
internal policies of the Communist 
Party. It meant tremendous effort in 
industrial production and growth that 
could not be achieved without rigid 
controls by the state and without 
enormous and probably unnecessary 
human sacrifice. 

More important, it could not be 
achieved without rigid political con- 
trol that tended not only to wipe 
out dissent and opposition, but also 
to give the party the power to con- 
trol thought. 

Such is the general, more or less 
formal textbook description of the 
nature of communism. As it stands, 
you might say, there appears to be 
little danger to our way of life. True, 
the communist form of government is 
the direct opposite of ours, but 
haven’t we managed for many years 
to live in friendship with many other 
types of government? What’s the 
difference? Why should communism 
be considered a special threat to us? 

This is the diference: To exist, 
communism as created by Marx, 
Lenin and Stalin, must be a dictator- 
ship. Even if they wanted it, the 
democratic process just wouldn’t 
work. The communist leaders have 
always been convinced that, to make 
communism effective, it must oper- 
ate throughout the whole world. As 
the United States is the leader of the 
democratic nations, this country is 
considered to be the greatest threat 
to the existence of the communistic 
state. As long as we exist, they 
believe, communism will not be safe. 

HIS IS C O M ~ S T  THEORY. How 
Tdoes it apply to us? How does it 
affect the U. S. Navy and your job 
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in the Navy today? No one is in a 
better position to discuss this subject 
than the Chief of Naval Operations, 
ADM Arleigh Burke, USN. This is 
what he has to say: 

As a people, we have been very 
clearly informed by those who con- 
trol the Communist Bloc that we are 
their enemy, that we will be their 
victim, and that they intend to eradi- 
cate our way of life. For them, a 
campaign of attrition against us is 
the order of the day,  and this has 
been going on for over 40 years. 

When it comes to understanding 
force, the Soviets are realists. Since 
they can’t conduct a general nuclear 
war and survive themselves, they 
choose other ways, other means of 
achieving their one objective. When 
we appear militarily weak, lacking in 
unity and resolve, and preoccupied 
with OUT own affairs, they choose 
limited wars. 

On a day-to-day basis they choose 
and they wage to the fullest, cold 
war. They wage it in every way 
they can think of, psychologically, 
economically, politically and always 
with the threat of force, implied 
or expressed. They operate in all 
these arem at once and continuously. 
They know you cannat keep losing 
and expect to win a war, a cold war 
or any other kind o f  war. Each time 
we accept a defeat, no matter how 
small the issue, we lose a little of 
our strength, our will, our moral 
stamina. 

The Soviets know this and they 
know it well. That is why they have 
chosen a war o f  attrition. That’s what 
the cold war is. Thut’s the aim of 
each attempt at local aggression. I t  
is a war to chip away at the Free 
World. 

Every day of the cold war, in 
every campaign of limited war, the 
Soviets keep the issues seemingly 
small and seemingly unimportant. 
The basic, continuing issue is big, 
for the Soviet objective involves the 
whole world. But they try their best 
to make the issues appear small, too 
small, too minor to be worth the 
attention of busy peopb. 

Nevertheless, the news all too 
often these days centers mmnd an 
international crisis, or perhups sev- 
eral of them at once. This is some- 
thing we have been facing for more 
than a decade. Too many are in- 
clined to think o f  them simply as 
a succession of crises. They are more 
than just  this. They are a whole 
string o f  crises and they all go to 
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CHURCH CALL-Hungarian refugees worship again while sailing to U. S. 

make up one big continuing crisis. 
The big crisis is the one forced 

upon us by the relentless drive and 
aggressions of international com- 
munism. I t  poses the major threat to 
the people of the United States and 
the Free World in the present era, 
and it marks a very significant cross- 
road in the history of civilization. 

This threat consists of the aggres- 
sive intent and efiorts of intermational 
communism to attain a Moscow- 
dominated, communist-controlled 
world. 

Although the Communist objective 
never changes, the tactics used and 
actions taken display the highest 
flexibility, a flexibility that is en- 
hanced by strong disdain for the 
moral and legal ethics of honest men 
everywhere. This flexibility allows 
the Soviets to create situations, issue 
ultimatums, and announce deadlines. 
Then, when we stand firm, the So- 
viets change their tack. Flexibility 
enables them to keep control of the 
situations they create. 

The communist program for ex- 
pansion and consolidation is not 
wholly nor even principally, mili- 
tary. Although it has strong military 
aspects, it is not limited to the mili- 
tary field. I t  involves the whole 
gamut of international actions. 

The Soviets practice a doctrine of 
maximum gain at carefully appraised 
risk, but they will never willfully 
risk the destiny of communism. To 
them, such risk must be avoided. 

To gain their owective, they use 

every tool-political, economic, psy- 
chological, subversive and, if need be, 
military . 

The Soviets are well prepared for 
the use of force but they far prefer 
to gain their objectives through the 
threat of force and the prestige o f  
military strength. 

Soviet dictatorship provides com- 
plete police-state controls. Ruthlessly 
they dispose their entire resources- 
human, economic, political, scientific 
and military-toward pursuit of their 
one basic objective, world domina- 
tion. 

Through the dedication of rela- 
tively small, well disciplined groups, 
the Soviet capability for sabotage, 
espionage, subversion and political 
agitation is world wide. 

The conflict between the Free 
World and communism will continue 
because the communists will not give 
up their expansionist aims. That 
Soviet aggressive program, the cold 
war, will remain the normal situa- 
tion. The Soviets will wage it to 
their utmost. 

They may instigate limited wars 
whenever they think they spot a 
weakness in the Free World, espe- 
cially if Western resolve, military 
strength or unity appear weak. They 
will do this in order to make signi- 
ficant gains, with minimum risk of 
general war. If they need an inci- 
dent, they will create one-with one 
thought always in mind, their prime 
objective. That is world domination. 
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This is the crisis we face. 
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NE OF THE sLIcmsT-and oldest 0 --communist propaganda gim- 
micks is the trick of playing up the 
confict between communism and 
capitalism when the big issue is 
really communism vs democracy. 

The communist propagandists are 
experts. They know a frontal assault 
on democracy and the freedom it 
represents wouldn’t get them very 
far in a war of ideas, so they rely 
on a roundabout attack. They paint 
a picture of capitalism that looks like 
a caricature Karl Marx might have 
drawn a hundred years ago, then try 
to sell their system as the only one 
which can save the downtrodden 
masses from the monster. 

Even in the communists’ homeland 
the appeal of democracy is so strong 
that concessions have to be made to 
the people’s yearning for a voice in 
the way their nation is run. In an 
effort to appease that yearning, the 
dictatorship of the proletariat grants 
the people such tokens of democracy 
as “elections,” a constitution and a 
communist version of “representa- 
tive” government. 

In the United States (and many 
other nations of the non-communist 
world) democracy is not just a token 
aff air-it’s a dynamic philosophy 
that really works in everyday use. 
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In fact, most of the time it works 
so well that a lot of us don’t give 
it much thought. 

OF COURSE, we know we’ve got a 
government of the people, 

freedom of speech, freedom of re- 
ligion and all that and a lot more. 
However, many of us take the same 
attitude toward democracy that we 
sometimes do toward an important 
landmark when we live near it. 
We’re so used to having it around 
that we don’t bother to stop to look 
at it. 

Whether we realize it or not, 
democracy is much more than a 
form of government. The ideas on 
which it is based-such as equality 
and respect for the rights of the in- 
dividual-affect not only our politi- 
cal beliefs, but also our social and 
economic atitudes and even our own 
personal notions of right and wrong. 

At the heart of modern democracy 
is the theory that each human behg 
-simply because he is a human be- 
ing-is an important person, en- 
titled to as much freedom as possible. 
To make sure he gets his share of 
freedom, he is guaranteed certain 
rights, which cannot lawfully be 
taken from him unless he violates 
the rights of others. And, regardless 
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of his race, religion, wealth or social 
position, he is guaranteed an equal 
footing with his fellow man insbfar 
as the law and the running of the 
government are concerned. 

Most of us learned about these 
aspects of democracy when we stud- 
ied the Constitution and the Bill of 
Rights in school. Perhaps because 
of that, some of us tend to think of 
democracy as some hidebound, dry- 
as-dust set of rules made up in the 
long distant past and handed down 
through the centuries in unaltered 
and unalterable form. It’s not. In- 
stead, democracy is a living and 
flexible idea which, by its very na- 
ture, can never become old-fashioned. 
Because it gives the people of each 
new generation the authority to run 
things for themselves, democracy can 
be adjusted with the changing times 
to meet new needs and conditions 
as they arise. 

HIS ADAPTABILITY-and the sort of 
perpetual newness which it per- 

mits-has made democracy the suc- 
cess it is today, and it has also made 
democracy work for other people in 
other times and places. 

Ancient Greece is generally con- 
sidered the ce of the demo- 
cratic idea. However, the forms and 

institutions of early democracy were 
as different from those of modem 
democracy as ancient ideas of com- 
munism were from present-day 
versions of that philosophy. (See 
Page 6 ) .  

In such Greek city-states as Athens 
the “citizens” governed directly 
through p o p u l a r  a s sembl i e s  o r  
elected representative councils. But 
the citizens (people born in the 
state) were actually a minority of 
the population-a factor which made 
the system more aristocratic than 
democratic. 

The Roman Republic of ancient 
times contributed two important 
ideas to the theory of democracy- 
one that government was based on 
the consent of :+the governed, and 
the other that justice was to be ad- 
ministered impartially and without 
class discrimination, according to 
the prevailing law. 

After the decline of Rome, little 
more was seen of democracy in prac- 
tical politics until about the 1600s, 
when parliamentary government be- 
gan to come to the fore in England. 
Meanwhile, John Locke and other 
political philosophers were beginning 
to advocate the democratic idea in 
their writings. 

In America, when the break with 
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U. S. created model of democracy. 

dependence are examples of practical 
democracy which will always help 
to stir the souls of oppressed people 
with a yearning for individual and 
national freedom-if our generation 
and those who follow keep democ- 
racy moving forward. 

We have already come a consider- 
able distance. For instance, we have 
greatly extended the right to vote. 
We have kept the individual from 
being “lost in the crowd” while OUT 
population and area have been grow- 
ing by leaps and bounds. And, we 
have set up counterbalances and con- 
trols which would make it impossible 
for capitalism to become the ruthless 
monster which Karl Marx thought 
he foresaw. 

In spite of these and many other 
advances democracy has made, it 
still isn’t perfect. In fact, it is ex- 
tremely doubtful that a perfect form 
of government will ever be devel- 
oped and-even if it were-it would 
probably not be perfect for more 
than a short moment in history. HOW- 
ever, democracy has the dynamic 
quality of adjusting itself to changing 
conditions. It is not rigid, but neither 
is it loose. It is flexible. And it is the 
best system yet conceived by the 
mind of man for letting men choose 
the course they want in their eternal 
search for perfection. -Jerry Wolff. 
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SIGNS OF THE TIMES-People of Viet-Nam welcome the Navy to Saigon. 
Below: 1 U N  soldiers view red propaganda slogan during Korean war. 

ON THE 
“We want to reach agreement 

with the strong and thereby reach 
agreement with all countries on the 
abolition of the cold war.” 

0 “We will bury you.” 
0 “The Soviet people want to live 

in friendship with the American 
people.” 

“We could raze all our potential 
enemies off the face of the earth . . . 
We are ready to sink all this in the 
sea in the interests of insuring peace 
on earth if other countries will fol- 
low OUT example.” 

Do you believe these statements? 
Which ones are sincere? Who said 
them and why? The quotations are 
all part of communist psychological 
cold warfare. 

Under the guise of peace and 
friendship, the communists are wag- 
ing a continuing battle against the 
free world. Their actions are not al- 
ways consistent with their statements. 
They continue to speak of peace in 
one breath and threaten war in the 
next. 

HY? What’s the point of these 
“somewhat contradictory” state- 

ments? What do the communists 
hope to gain by making them? 

It’s just another phase of the 
psychological cold war which, in 
turn, is just another part of the cold 
war. It is war just as grim and ruth- 
less as a shooting war but one in 
which bloodshed is not employed- 
as a rule. 

Psychological cold war, as most 
NAVYMEN OF TRANSPORT SHIP welcome refugees from communism in Viet-Nam (left). Rf: Spain salutes Sixth Fleet. 



PSYCHOLOGICAL FRONT 
of you know it, is painless-at first. 
It’s easy to digest because it’s pre- 
scribed and administered by some 
of the most skilled men in the busi- 
ness. Sometimes it’s disguised SO 

cleverly that you don’t realize you 
have swallowed the pill. 

All of us have been subjected to 
this modem weapon of cold war. And 
some of us have reacted as the com- 
munists have intended-to a certain 
extent. 

Words are the primary weapon in 
this type of war. They are designed 
to capture the minds of men. It has 
been said (maybe by a PIO) that 
public information personnel are on 
the front lines in this phase of the 
cold war and the commanding offi- 
cers of our Navy ships are really in 
reserve, backing up the line, so to 
speak. 

“Psychological cold warfare” and 
“psychological warfare” differ to 
some extent in meaning and purpose. 
The latter is primarily directed to- 
ward servicemen in battle. This is 
done by radio (Tokyo Rose and Axis 
Sally during World War I1 were 
good examples of this), leaflets 
spread by air to troops which remind 
the troops of home and often times 
suggest their surrender, and loud 
speakers on the battlefield that sug- 
gest similar ideas. 

In Korea, soldiers of the free world 
were “brainwashed” in communist 
prison camps. Even this is considered 
psychological warfare. Under ex- 
treme conditions such as those in a 

prison camp, men can experience a 
complete reversal of belief. They 
might be convinced, for example, 
that A follows B in the alphabet or 
that black is actually white. 

But cold warfare is different. It is 
designed to freeze and not burn. Its 
victims are not only fighting men, 
but everyone - men, women and 
children. 

EFORE WE BEGIN to discuss how 
this type of cold warfare is used, 

let’s look at the communist objec- 
tives. If we know what they hope to 
gain, it is easier for us to fight them. 

Here’s’ what the communist stra- 
tegists hope to accomplish. They 
want to: 

Develop frustration, confusion, 
pessimism, guilt, fear, defeatism and 
a sense of hopelessness in the minds 
of political leaders, intellectuals and 
workers of non-communist societies. 

Separate non-communists into 
many competing and mutually hos- 
tile groups. (Communists almost al- 
ways work in minority groups.) 

Create and stimulate a sense 
of fear and anxiety in the minds of 
their enemies. The dangers of nu- 
clear war, physical terror, or pro- 
fessional social and human ruin are 
common grounds on which these 
fears are based. 

Instill a conviction that, under 
“capitalism” there can be little prog- 
ress, and the real future of the world 
is under “communism.” 

Make non-communists believe 

that communism is the answer to all 
problems and troubles, and that it 
will ultimately dominate the earth. 

Over-all, the communists hope to 
destroy our will to resist, to stop us 
from making new friends and allies 
in unfriendly areas, and to drive a 
wedge between Allied governments 
and their citizens. 

ODAY, as in wartime, psychological 
Twarfare is funneled into many 
channels. One is diplomacy. 

Hadly a day goes by that the 
Communist Bloc governments do not 
issue statements which imply peace- 
ful intentions. 

On the surface, their ideas sound 
sincere, They are usually palatable 
and often suggest sweeping changes 
such as the abolishment of nuclear 
weapons or the ending of war for 
all times. These suggestions sound 
good, but when the communists are 
pinned down to brass tacks, the 
negotiations usually fall through. 

By suggesting these negotiations, 
they hope to make the citizens of 
the free world relax a little. Even 
when it is quite obvious that their 
actions are not designed to further 
peace, they continually say they are 
peace-loving people and are doing 
everything possible to bring about a 
total peace for all people. 

Another way in which they keep 
us off balance is to say one thing 
and then, some time later, complete- 
ly reverse their field. 

This tactic of the cold war was 

OLD AND YOUNG-In one trouble spot an old woman awaits evacuation. In another a girl smiles at journey‘s end. 



DISPLAY OF FRIENDSHIP welcomes a Navyman to Philippine village where he was honored by local Moslem leader. 

again demonstrated quite recently. 
On 23 Nov 1959, the Associated 
Press carried a story which quoted 
Pravda as saying that the U. S. 
Secretary of State Christian A. Her- 
ter was “much closer to the under- 
standing of peaceful coexistence than 
his predecessors.” They praised him. 

The Pravda article went on to say 
that Hbrter “shows that some Ameri- 
can statesmen are beginning to de- 
nounce the threadbare dogmas of the 
cold war and ‘positions-of-strength‘ 
policy. 

“As hany other champions of the 
bourgeois system, he [Christian Her- 
ter] tries sometimes to doubt the 
Soviet Union’s sincere desire for 
peace zind international cooperation.” 

Just three days later, however, the 
Soviet newspaper Izvestia published 
an article which graded the U. S. 
Secretary of State as “poor” on the 
subject of foreign policy. 

c c p E~CEFUL” COMPETITION is one 
of the best psychological weap- 

ons used in the cold war by the 
communists. 

Sputnik has played a major role 
in this venture. When the Russian 
earth satellite became the first man- 
made cbbject to orbit the earth, the 
entire Corld was stunned. Not that 
we didn’t half-expect it to happen, 
but it was a whale of a scientific 
achievement. 

It was a giant step into space, but 
what else did it mean? With this 
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much power, could they also direct 
a guided missile any place on earth? 
Could they perhaps set up the first 
space station which could be used 
as a missile station? Just what could 
this mean to the free world? These 
were some of the unanswered ques- 
tions that put the free world on edge. 

The earth satellite is only one 
phase of promoting the psychological 
weapon of peaceful competition. In- 
dustrial production is another. Russia 
is striving to surpass the U. S. in 
this area, and has given much pub- 
licity to this effort. 

To win this battle of production 
would be of great propaganda value. 
Even now, Russia tells the world 
how they are gaining on us. “Facts” 
and figures, all highly polished and 
arranged in the most advantageous 
manner, are common communist 
weapons. These are designed to sug- 
gest that a shift in power is under- 
way. All of the figures may not neces- 
sarily be true, but what is truth 
when they are making a point? 

The communists’ methods are most 
successful in countries where there 
is already unrest or the form of gov- 
ernment is new. The communist 
diplomats are old hands at the ma- 
nipulation of inexperienced leaders. 

THE COMMUNISTS treat foreign affairs 
as a primary target for psychologi- 

cal effort. Their aim is to rally their 
friends, embarrass their enemies, and 
win as many new friends as possible, 

The United States and other free 
world countries have been branded 
as warmongers, aggressors, and 
enemies of peace - over and over 
again-by the communists. We 
know these statements are not true. 

But what about persons in other 
countries where, perhaps, there have 
been “unfortunate” incidents? What 
do they think of these statements? 

The routine from this point on 
might include protest marches, hos- 
tile newspaper articles, and other 
acts designed to make the United 
States abandon our overseas inter- 
ests, affiliations and business con- 
nections. 

But diplomacy is only one channel 
of an over-all psychological effort. 
Others are the printed word (news- 
papers, books and magazines) and 
the spoken word (radio and tele- 
vision). 

The communists are showing a 
keen interest in the Near and Middle 
East. The printed word is playing 
a big part in their campaign to win 
the support of this part of the world. 

In 1957, for example, 150 per 
cent more books were published for 
the Near and Middle East than in 
1956. The number of pamphlets for 
that area increased 400 per cent. 

A reach great masses of people 
easily and quickly is radio. The com- 
munists use this tool widely to spread 
their ideas. The external broadcasts 
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of the Soviet Union, for example, 
date back to 1933 when German- 
language broadcasts in long-wave 
were initiated by communist Radio 
Moscow. 

In 1942, when the Voice of 
America began broadcasts, the Soviet 
Union was already using 10 short 
wave transmitters in Moscow and 
Kuibyshev to broadcast about 400 
hours per week in 17 foreign lan- 
guages. Today, the Soviet interna- 
tional service is a vast operation with 
an extensive transmitter network 
which spreads from East Germany 
to Siberia. 

In recent years the Moscow and 
Peking radios, and those of the satel- 
lite countries, have improved the 
entertainment and attraction of their 
programs without diminishing their 
propaganda value. 

Television is not yet usefd for 
long-range broadcasting, but it is an 
instrument in psychological cold war- 
fare, aimed primarily at their own 
people. 

Monies are also used to influence 
both communists and non-commu- 
nists. 

Besides the feature films produced 
by the communists, there are hun- 
dreds that can be classified as news- 
reels, scientific reports and culture 
movies. These, too, carry their share 
of the message. 
STILL ANOTHER WAY in which psy- 

chological cold warfare is waged 
against us is through international 
front organizations. 

Here are a few of the most active 
ones: The World Peace Council 
(WPC) , World Federation of Trade 
Unions (WFTU) , Afro-Asian Peo- 
ple’s Solidarity Council, World Fed- 
eration of Democratic Youth 
(WFDY) , International Union of 
Students (IUS), Women’s Interna- 
tional Democratic Federation 
(WIDF), International Organization 
of Journalists (IOJ), The Inter- 
national Association of Democratic 
Lawyers (LADL) , World Federa- 
tion of Teachers’ Unions (FISE), 
World Federation of Scientific 
Workers (WFSW), World Congress 
of Doctors (WCD), and Inter- 
national Federation of Resistance 
Fighters (FIR). 

Besides these groups, there are 
many other organizations in our own 
country and in other free nations 
which are friendly with the com- 
munists. 

You may have noticed as you 
glanced over that list, how many of 
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the organizations were “democratic” 
groups. These groups also advocate 
“peace.” 

Words that mean one thing to us, 
mean something quite different when 
used by the communists. 

There are many examples of this: 
In Hungary a few years ago, the 
communists were not aggressors. 
They were liberators. It was a police 
action, and like all good policemen 
when there is a not, they stopped 
it. They are always liberators, never 
aggressors. Or, so they want us to 
believe. 

Korea was another example. The 
United States sent troops to join the 
fight. Russia did not. They supplied 
weapons and maybe instructors, but 
they would never interfeke in a 
country’s internal problems. Never. 
We were the aggressors; they were 
furthering the cause of p e a c e t h e y  
said. 

Peaceful coexistence is another 
well known and often used phrase. 
To most of us in the United States 
it means to live side-by-side peace- 
fully, each with his own form of 
government. 

Such is not the case from the 
communist viewpoint. In communist 
literature, the phrase is defined as 
a tactic or strategem to gain time, 
deploy forces, and undermine enemy 
vigilance. Symbols such as the dove 
of peace and the olive branch are 
also used over and over again. 

The communists have been at- 
tacking the United States for many 
years. Have their methods been 
effective? Test yourself on these 
questions. 

0 Do you think the communist 
form of government is better than 
ours? 

Do you think the communists 
can beat us in a shooting war? 

0 Do you think the communist 
educational system is more ideal 
than ours? (Would you like to have 
your children go to school under 
this system?) 

0 Do you think the communists 
sincerely want peaceful coexistence, 
as we know it? 

0 Do you think the communists 
would abide by an agreement to de- 
stroy nuclear weapons in a disarma- 
ment effort, without controls? 

0 Do you think the communists 
want to abolish war and devote all 
their effort to friendly competition? 

Do you think communism would 
be the answer to most world prob- 
lems? 

It’s a good idea to have a ques- 
tioning mind. And it’s always pos- 
sible to learn something (good or 
bad) from the other fellow. 

But if you answered yes to any 
of these questions, it may be that 
the communists have been getting 
through to you. You may be a victim 
of communist psychological cold 
warfare. -Erwin A. Sharp, JO1, USN. 

USS RANGER (CVA 61) spells important Navy role in psychological cold war. 



EA POWER IN THE COLD 
THIS~WEEK, as they have day in and 

day out for years, ships and planes 
of the Sixth Fleet joined other NATO 
nation forces in daily training ops 
in the Med. On the other side of the 
world, a watchful Seventh Fleet con- 
tinued its ceaseless patrol of the 
Formosa Strait. PacFlt submarines 
from Pearl Harbor and San Diego 
patroiled in the Western Pacific. 
Antisubmarine defense forces in both 
the Atlantic and Pacific worked 
around the clock trying out new 

Mugu and Wallops Island, missiles 
roared off launching pads as the 
United States sought to solve the 
mysteries of space. 

What was behind all of this ac- 
tivity, involving thousands of men, 
and billions of dollars worth of 
hardware? 

Well, in case there remains any- 
one unaware of the fact in 1960- 
in this 15th year of what was sup- 
posed to be the latest ,peacetime era 
-the U. S. and the entire free world 

Elsewhere in this issue the tech- 
niques and aims of psychological 
cold war as practiced by the com- 
munist block on a global scale are 
discussed at length. One of the chief 
ideas trumpeted over and over again 
by their spokesmen is that com- 
munism will eventually “spread 
throughout the world, through more 
or less peaceful evolution, and there’s 
nothing anyone can do about it.” It 
won’t be necessary to wage war to 
attain their goal, they claim, since 

weapons and training in new tech- 
niques. 

On ship and plane barrier patrols, 
radarhcopes endlessly scanned the 
skies. Air Force planes at bases in 
the U. S., in England, Spain, North 
Africd, Japan the Philippines prac- 
ticed scrambles in dead seriousness, 
alwa$s aware that the next alert 
might be the real thing. At just as 
manyl bases, the Army was busy 
streahlining formations and tactics, 
and working with a variety of mod- 
ern weapons. At Camp Pendleton, 
Camp LeJeune, Kaneohe Bay and 
Okinawa; at Cherry Point and Quan- 
tic0 and in Japan the Marines prac- 
ticed the new concept of vertical 
envelopment, and their mobile divi- 
sions and organic air wings were 
poiseb, as always, to carry out their 
traditional fireman’s role. At Alamo- 
gordo, at Cape Canaveral, at Point 
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are locked in tough political, eco- 
nomic, social, psychological and, in 
some cases, military struggle with a 
powerful and cunning adversary- 
the ideology known as communism. 

It’s a struggle which is being 
waged in many widely separated 
areas, and in a variety of ways. It 
has come to be called the cold war. 

One of the maim factors which has 
aflccted, and will continue to aflect, 
the outcome is the balance of mili- 
tary power possessed by the two 
camps. 

ET’S TAKE A LOOK at what our 
service chiefs call our “military 

posture,” discuss the communist mili- 
tary makeup, sum up some of what 
has gone before and where we stand 
as of now, and attempt a bit of 
speculation about what the foresee- 
able future may bring. 

in the end they will “bury US” 

through other means. Therefore, they 
proclaim, there is no longer any 
necessity for maintaining large mili- 
tary forces. Disarmament has become 
the key word in their vocabulary. 

Why this sudden clamor from the 
communists for world disarmament? 
Why the current emphasis on a thaw 
in the cold war? 

It may easily be that for all their 
professed willingness to let time and 
circumstance take care of the spread 
of their beliefs, this current crop of 
communists is more impatient to 
see the world under the sway of their 
influence than they pretend to be. 

It is certainly a fact that the mili- 
tary might of the U. S. and its allies 
has combined to frustrate and de- 
feat communist aims in the past. 
Obviously they deem it highly im- 
portant somehow to reduce the free 
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In the air, much the same situation 
exists. The communists claim that 
the manned bomber has no place 
in the nuclear age. Nearly all of their 
air fokce spending is for missiles- 
long-range ICBMs for attack, inter- 
ceptors for home defense-and for 
space exploration. 

What piloted aircraft the Soviets 
do have are mostly the fast fighter 
type, much less expensive to build 
than huge bombers, and designed 
exclusiveIy to controI the air over 
their coasts and the off-shore waters. 

The economic disparity affecting 
the size and kind of forces possessed 
by the two camps results directly 
from the different types of govern- 
ment involved. Unlike the U. s. and 
most of the free world, where the 
goverhment operates through the will 
of the people, the absolute dictators 
who head communist countries are 
able to put as much or as little of 
their wealth into military spending 
as thdy see fit. 

These two factors account, in large 
measure, for the so-called missile gap 
between the two factions. It is a gap 
which will possibly get worse before 
it gets any better. Its biggest danger 
lies in the fact that the communists 
might delude themselves into think- 
ing the gap was big enough and 
decisive enough that they could safe- 
ly risk triggering off an all-out nu- 
clear surprise attack on the U. s. 
THE ~ ~ I N D  OF PEOPLE we are dic- 

tates a t  once both our military 
policy and the size and shape of 

- 

weapons we maintain. We will never 
launch a surprise attack against an- 
other country. A small minority in 
the U. S. have advocated the pre- 
ventive war concept, claiming that 
its use would be justifiable against 
an enemy which is patently prepar- 
ing for aggression against us. As a 
nation, though, most of us find the 
idea morally reprehensible. 

The primary objective of our 
armed forces, then, is the deterrence 
and prevention of war. 

This attitude doesn’t spring from 
any defeatist or ’fraidy cat complex 
on our part-it is, rather, an ac- 
knowledgement that war is truly 
hell, bringing suffering, privation and 
death to millions of innocent people. 
We share the opinion that general 
nuclear war would be a well-nigh 
suicidal holocaust for much of the 
world, and should be avoided if at 
all possible, 

Knowing this, the next step is to 
examine the means of preventing 
such a war. Should it take the form 
of appeasement, of giving in to com- 
munist threats and demands? Un- 
thinkable. Such a course holds even 
less validity today than it ever did, 
and could only hurt us in the long 
run. Recent world history has taught 
us that aggressors invariably regard 
such actions as a sign of weakness, 
and follow up each such triumph 
with new and larger demands. 

Should we abandon all overseas 
bases and commitments, repudiate 
all of our mutual assistance pacts 
with our smaller and less fortunate 

ON bUARD-Missile ships like these are part of a carrier’s defense system. 

friends and allies in both Europe and 
Asia? 

Should we attempt to make the 
U. S .  a tight little island, pouring 
most of our money and energy into 
purely defensive weapons? Again, 
unthinkable, purely apart from the 
consideration that-as the leader of 
the free world-we have the moral 
duty to protect millions of helpless 
people from communist domination 
and enslavement. 

Let’s face it-we need the rest 
of the free world just as much as it 
needs us. For one thing, a goodly 
share of the raw materials necessary 
for our survival comes to us from 
those friendly countries, delivered by 
shipping through sealanes kept open 
to us through our seapower. Another 
consideration: Many friendly coun- 
tries house our forward bases-bases 
which are not only a part of our 
early warning network, but would 
be valuable springboards from which 
to launch deterrent or retaliatory 
strikes. 

As surely as we abandoned the 
rest of the world to shift for itself, 
the communists would slowly but 
surely nibble it up, bit by bit, and 
we would eventually find ourselves 
alone, still subject to attack-at their 
time and choosing. 

IT IS a generally accepted belief 
that the best method of prevent- 

ing the outbreak of general nuclear 
war is to possess retaliatory strength 
sufficient to convince any potential 
aggressor that an, attack upon us 
would be as good as committing 
suicide. This power of retaliation 
must be strong m g h ,  diversified 
enough, and invulnerable enough so 
that even a massive surprise attack 
would not wipe it out, and it would 
be able to deal the aggressor an un- 
acceptable amount of damage in 
return. 

Much of our present deterrent/ 
retaliatory strength is contained in 
our forward operating forces-our 
carrier strike forces-which are al- 
most constantly at sea in the general 
area from whence such a surprise 
attack might come. They possess one 
virtue above all others - mobility. 
They would have to be found, and 
caught, before they could be de- 
stroyed. In the event of an attack 
against us, they could move swiftly 
into position off the aggressor’s coast, 
and launch devastating missile and 
air counterblows. 

We cannot, however, be content 
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satiliw, makes for an economical and 
elusive combination tailored to the 
need of cold war or “brush fires,” 
and a potent weapon in the event 
of all out mobilization. 

Naval forces represent power 
that we can place in spots as far as 
the oceans extend, for use as we will. 
On the high seas we do not need 
permission of foreign nations to take 
action which we consider necessary. 
(The build-up of bases ashore in a 
particdar location calls for advance 
planning and there may not always 
be time for the build-up.) 

0 The defensibility of future 
carrier forces, difficult though it may 
be, is still simpler than the defense 
of stationary targets on land against 
the long-range missiles of the future. 
In reality, nothing on either side will 
be completely defensible in the fu- 
ture, so those forces which are com- 
paratively less vulnerable may pro- 
vide the key to survival of one side 
or the other. Naval carrier forces at 
sea will certainly be in a position of 
being safer, especially when built 
around nuclear-powered carriers. 

I N  LINE WITH the opinion that our 
continuing superiority in seapower 

is essential to our national survival, 
a large percentage of the Navy’s 
time and money is currently, and will 
continue to be, poured into the anti- 
submarine warfare program. 

At the outset of WW I1 Germany 
had only 58 operational submarines, 
yet they played havoc on our mer- 
chant shipping and very nearly 

strangled us in a very effective block- 
ade before we developed the weap- 
ons and means to combat them. Ob- 
viously, if we are to be able to oper- 
ate our carrier strike forces in the 
forward areas with impunity, if we 
would keep the sealanes open to the 
flow of shipping both to and from 
our country, and if we are to defend 
our coasts against surprise missile 
attacks, we must develop weapons 
and techniques which will enable us 
to battle a fleet of submarines 10 
times that large. 

It’s hardly surprising, therefore, 
that along with Polaris construction, 
further development in the field of 
antisubmarine warfare lies very near 
the top of the Navy’s priority list. 

This would seem to be the place 
to inject a very pointed thought. No 
single branch of our military services 
can single-handedly win a war. There 
is a continuing need for a strong 
Army, Air Force, Navy and Marine 
Corps, all working together in their 
assigned areas as a national defense 
team to provide the military security 
we seek. It would be sheer folly for 
the U. S. to adopt an “all our eggs 
in one basket” policy in regard to 
any one weapon or weapons system, 
for to do so is inevitably to invite 
attack in that area, and we might 
be left with nothing at all to defend 
ourselves with. 

That’s why it is dangerous to 
think in terms of the “ultimate de- 
terrent weapon”-that is, to depend 
on any single weapon alone as a 
means of “insuring the peace” or 

UP AdD UP-Talos is a missile that will go after high-flying enemy aircraft. 

an instrument to win a hot war. 
But in the arsenal of new weap- 

ons the Navy has developed one 
which has met with great enthu- 
siasm. It is the “Polaris weapons sys- 
tem,” evolving from the development 
of a nuclear-armed ballistic missile 
that can be fired from the surface or 
below the surface of the ocean. 

Nuclear power in submarines is 
revolutionary i.n that it has created 
the true submarine, one able to 
cruise submerged at high speeds 
completely independent of the sur- 
face of the sea for long periods-as 
much as 60 days now, longer in years 
to come. 

To be truly effective, a deterrent 
force should meet these criteria: 

0 The enemy or potential enemy 
should have a wholesome fear of it. 

0 It should be able to reach, with 
the requisite accuracy and effective- 
ness, any target in the enemy’s 
territory. 

It would be advantageous for 
it to be so located that attempts to 
destroy it before it goes into action 
would not wreak damage on the 
U. S. itself. 

It should be highly invulnerable 
to all forms of enemy attack, includ- 
ing ballistic missiles. 

Its launching points should be 
such that they cannot be accurately 
located in advance by an enemy, 
and such that its most probable tra- 
jectories cannot be precalculated by 
an enemy. 

It should be as invulnerable as 
possible to all forms of counter- 
measpres after it begins the battle. 

0 It should be as invulnerable as 
possible to enemy efforts at sabotage, 
subversion and espionage. 

0 It should have minimum reac- 
tion time-in other words, the time 
between the decision to fire and 
actual battle. 

It should so complicate the 
enemy’s defense problems that abso- 
lute defense against it would be 
either technically or financially in- 
feasible. 

The Polaris system will meet all 
of the above criteria. 

The Navy isn’t going overboard 
on Polaris, however, at the expense 
of its other requirements. The need 
is for a balanced Navy. Polaris is 
designed for a specific objective, and 
must be kept in proper perspective. 
Current thinking is that a fairly small 
fleet of Polaris-firing submarines- 
perhaps no more than 4Gproperly 
dispersed, would be sufficient. 

ALL HANDS 











War an ou 
made by Sixth Fleet ships in the 
Med.) Thus, U. S. Navymen prob- 
ably have more contacts with the 
people of the world than any other 
group, service or citizen. 

Sailors have always been known 
to be world travelers. In moving 
about the world, they have almost 
daily opportunities to see “action” 
in the cold war. Navymen are, more 
or less, in the front lines and in a 
position to do something important. 

While overseas, all Navymen, 
whether they fancy the role or not, 
serve as representatives and spokes- 
men for the U. S.-and our country 
is judged by the impressions they 
make. Anyway you look at it, repre- 
senting your country overseas is a 
pretty big assignment and every 
Navyman should be prepared for it. 

The people in even the most re- 
mote comers of the world have heard 
much about the U. S. by radio, in 
movies, in magazines and books. But 
in many cases, the visiting U. S. 
Navyman is the only real, live flesh- 
and-blood American that they ever 
see. To these varied people, the in- 
dividual Navyman represents the 
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U. S. Your visit to their towns and 
how you act while there will do 
much in forming their impressions 
of the U. S. What kind of represen- 
tative are you?-One who builds a 
good opinion of the U. S., or one 
who helps tear it down? A represen- 
tative who promotes peace, or one 
who helps the communists in their 
cold war efforts? 

In floods, earthquakes and other 
types of disasters, the Navy has al- 
ways been quick to respond and offer 
whatever assistance is possible. Such 
actions do much to promote and im- 
prove friendly relations. 

In spite of all the hard work, effort 
and money that goes into promoting 
such good will, the misconduct of 
just one man can do much to shoot 
it all down. Individual incidents of 
misconduct produce nothing but bit- 
terness and hatred toward the U. s. 
and often undo all the good that 
considerate conduct achieves. 

Unfortunately, opinions are ususl- 
ly formed on the basis of the few 
men who stand out because of their 
misbehavior. Most Navymen on 
liberty know how to act but there 

are occasionally those few who do 
not. 

And it is the actions of those few 
which play right into the hands of 
the anti-American groups. These 
groups want nothing more than the 
opportunity to discredit the U. S. 
They want the shout of “Go Home 
Yank” to be heard on every possible 
occasion. So, in their “battle of 
minds” they play up and emphasize 
the less desirable conduct of a hand- 
ful of U. s. servicemen and the effect 
that their conduct has on the native 
people. 

Some Navymen seem to have the 
impression that just because they 
are overseas they can act as they 
please. They often think the laws of 
the country in which they are serv- 
ing or visiting do not apply to them. 
Usually they find out quite different- 
ly and often the hard way. 

But there’s no need for all that. 
The average Navyman can avoid 
all this by showing respect for for- 
eign laws and customs and having 
a courteous regard for ways of life 
that differ from ours. 

You don’t have to sacrifice a thing. 
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No doubt you have heard a ship- 
mate remark, “I put Zndependence 
(or some other ship) in commission.” 
And, when you h e a d  that remark, 
perhaps you thought that the per- 
son speaking was just another guy 
with an enlarged sense of his own 
importance. Was he attempting to 
give the impression that he alone 
put that mighty, 65,000-ton carrier 
into commission? 

No. He was giving voice to the 
fact that he had a part-and a signi- 
ficant part-in getting Zndependence 
ready to join the Fleet. Such a task 
depends upon several thousands of 
individuals being able to say, “I put 
Independence in commission.” And 
everyone of them counted. 

A sharp Navyman attempts to per- 
form his job and fulfill his military 
requirements in the best possible 
manner. He does so by display- 
ing a combination of ability, appear- 
ance, altertness, spirit and show. 
That is nothing more than military 
smartness-and it pays dividends in 
more ways than one. 

This brings us to the subject of 
leadership. Naval leadership is not 
new. It is as old as the Navy itself. 
Ships and equipment are different, 
but it still takes leadership to make 
them operate. Our way of life has 
become so swift that survival itself 
depends upon successful leadership, 

NO MATTER how far off or big the cold war seems, it concerns all Navymen. 

There can be no hesitation or debate 
on an order if ever a missile attack 
is launched against us. 

There is much that every indi- 
vidual Navyman can do insofar as 
leadership is concerned. It’s not as 
hard as you think. Simply start by 
reviewing your actions and behavior, 
your goals and ambitions, your ex- 
amples and your sense of respon- 
sibility. It takes work and thought, 
though. Good leadership may come 

naturally to some, but it still means 
work-and practice. 

All of these taken-for-granted 
matters of every day life-leader- 
ship, knowing your job, military 
smartness, understanding democracy 
and communism, and practicing the 
American way of life-are matters 
of extreme importance that person- 
ally affect each individual in this 
cold war era. It’s up to us. 

-H. George Baker, JOC, USN. 



Ships und Men of 
Long before RADM Alfred T. Mahan pointed out 

the way seapower has influenced the course of history, 
nations which depend on the sea in their commerce and 
defense were aware of the importance of naval powei. 

Today, when the sea can be used as a base for mobile 
missile-launching platforms, and when all sorts of vital 
material are moved by sea, navies are more important 

In the cold war, the United States and many friendly 
nations contribute to the naval strength of the free 

Shown here (clockwise from upper left) are a few 
examples of that international defense effort: 

e The Canadian Navy’s IIMCS Kootenay takes part in 
ceremonies connected with the opening of the St. 
Lawrence Seaway. A new type of antisubmarine frigate, 
Kootenay and her sister ships have attracted consider- 
able attention in naval circles. 

0 Crew members of the British Fleet destroyer, HMS 



Free W orld’s Nuvies 
with other headgear at an international get-together. 

A lieutenant on board a Spanish ship visiting Nev 
York explains ,the significance of symbols on his coun 
try’s union jack to an American seaman. Each quarte 
in the flag represents an original Spanish kingdom-thc 
castle for Castile, the lion for Leon, the stripes fo 
Aragon and the chains for Navarre. 

Vice Admiral George W. Anderson, Jr., Com 
mander Sixth Fleet, and Rear Admiral Charles E 
La Haye, of the French Navy, take part in a ceremon! 
at Toulon. 

0 An instructor at the Republic of Korea Nava 
Academy lectures to a diesel engineering class. 

0 A crew member of uss Salisbury Sound (AV 13 
explains shipboard machinery to Viet-Namese sailor, 
who visited the U. S. ship on goodwill trip to Saigon 

0 An American warrant officer looks on as an entr! 
i q  m n r b  in the mczineer’r‘9 hell hook of a shin transferrec 
to 

Di 

_I ___I I - ___ ___  - - .. ~-.. - - - - - - ._ - - -. . - - . - 
the Republic of China. 
0 Crown Princess Beatrix of the Netherlands inspects 
utch Navymen at Holland’s Vlissingen Naval Base. 
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I 
THE BILL OF RIGHTS is  actually the first ten amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States. It i s  one of the foundations of American democracy. Most of us take 

for granted the freedoms that it guarantees. 
\ 

FREEDOM OF RELIGION, SPEECH, OF 1 A 

THE PRESS, AND RIGHT TO PETITION 
Article I: Conoresr sholl moke no low mtoectina on ertoblirhment af d ie ion .  . -  

ot prohibrtmg th; free ere~cise thewof: or obudgrng the ftrodom of rpcec"h. 0; 
of the pterr: or the right of the people peoceobly to orremblc. ond to p e t d m  
the Government for .a redress of grirvoncer. 

FREEDOM OF RELIGION. The first Article of the Bil l 
of Rights forbids Congress to favor any particular religion 
or to  pass a low interfering with on individual's practice 
of religion. Al l  religions are given the same freedom. 
We can worship in the church of our choice-or no church 
at  all-whether it be Protestant, Catholic, Hebrew, Is- 
lamic, or anv other. While our wbl ic schools mav not 
teach any pakcular religion, ourchurchesore free to istab- %&I--.--- - 
lish their own schools for this purpose. 

FREEDOM OF SPEECH AND PRESS. One of the most 
vital freedoms guaranteed by the f i rst  amendment is  the 
right to speak and write freely. This i s  not, of course, an 
absolute and unrestricted right. The laws provide punish- 
ment for publishing obscene and libelous matter. Mili. 
tary secrets may not be published. And speech or writing 
that is  intended to  bring about the violent overthrow of 
the government i s  punishable. But these restrictions are 
to  protect our freedom and individual rights, not to  limit 
them. We are free to criticize the government from top 
to  bottom and to  advocate changes in it. We can listen 
to news broadcasts from all parts of the globe, read 
about, or see important events on TV and in news films as 

- -  

=-- 

RIGHT TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS 
Article 11: A well regulated Militia, being necerrory to the secunty of o free 

State, the rrght of the people t o  keep ond beor Arms. sholl not be mftmged. 

ing concealed weapons). 

QUARTERING OF TROOPS 

RIGHT OF SEARCH AN( 
Article IV: The right of the people to be se 

FUPCIS. ond effects. ogoinst unreasonable rmrc 
violated, ond no Worronts rho11 issue, but upon 
Oath 01 offirmotion, ond parttculody describing 
the persons or things to be seized. i 
Declares the people's right "to be 
houses, papers and effects, agains' 
and seizures," and states that no wa 
shall be issued without good cause. 

Under this amendment, our higher 
careful to  protect the rights of ina 
been arrested illegally, even the* 
proved guilty of the crimes for wh 
The protection against illegal arre 
all citizens, whether or not their 
considered criminal. 

they happen. 

RIGHT OF ASSEMBLY AND PETITION. The right of--,- 
Americans to  assemble peaceably and "to petition the 
Government for a redress of grievances" i s  another right 
we take very much for granted, because it has become an 
inseparable port of our way of life. 

discuss and protest against conditions in the community, 

want done about them. They can form social organiza- 
tions for any peoceable purpose. 

It means that any number of Americans can gather to  

state, or nation, and that they can make known what they - _ - _  - - -  m 

FOR PUBLIC USE 
Article V: No person sholl be held t o  onsw;! 

fomovr crime. vnlsrr on o presentment ot indic 
in cases orbing in the lond or novo1 forces, or in I 
ice in time of Wo, or public donger; nor rho11 
some offence t o  be twice put in jeopordy of life 
in ony criminol c o x  t o  be o witness ogoinrt hi 
liberty. or propeity. without due process of lo* 
token for public use, without just compmrotion. 

Three of the five provisions of the-F 
great importance today. 

I. Nobody can be forced to  testify 
prove that he himself i s  guilty of a 
right not to testify against oneself c 
undergoing a court trial. Later, tt 
preted it to  include persons testifyi 
committees. There have been a nL 
which the Supreme Court has uphe 
to  refuse to answer questions of in 
on the grounds that his answer WOL 

him," that is, put him in danger of 
The important word here i s  "crimi 
punished for contempt of court or o 
t o  testify on matters which do not 
criminal prosecution: for example, 
their names. 

2. Nobody shall be deprived of ii. 
without due process of law, that is, c 
of the most vital clauses in the Bil l I 

Supreme Court interprets it to mear 
from bodily restraint, but also the 
to  contract, to engage in any of the 
of life, to  acquire useful knowledge, 
a home and bring up children . . . 
those privileges long recognized at  
tial to  the orderly pursuit of happint 

3. No private property may be tak 
for public use without a fair price b 
ernment does have the right to  tok 
public use-for example, lond on w 
plant or a dam is to  be built-but t 
owner by stating that he must be 
tion." If the government and the 
the price, the question can be toke I 









AT KAESONG-(L to Rt.) VADM C. T. Joy, Major Gen. H. 1. Hodes, USA, and RADM A. A. Burke take a break. 

tives, or for both. Such incidents do not simply occur; Americans. We like to get things done. We are taught 
they are plotted and triggered. Their two purposes are by word and example throughout our lives that once we 
usually served equally by a single incident. Such a case tackle a job, the point is to finish it successfully as soon 
was the first incident at Kaesong. as possible. It is probably true that this same quality of 

On the ,morning of 4 August, the W Command impatience made America the greatest nation on earth. 
delegation tvas proceeding toward the Kaesong teahouse It is certainly true, however, that the Communist negoti- 
in which the meetings were held. Our convoy of jeeps ating method recognizes and seeks to gain advantage by 
was halted in mid-course while an entire company of aggravating our American tendency to impatience. 
about 100 ~ heavily armed Chinese, complete with ma- Another primary Western characteristic the Commu- 
chine guns and mortars, marched across our path and nists rely upon is our concern for human suffering. Since 
through thle immediate conference area. This was in they are totally unaffected by human considerations, 
flagrant violation of the commitments made only two Communists are willing to impose delays on negotiations 
weeks earlier. even if such delays mean greatly increased human suffer- 

The p i n t  of this demonstration seemed to be that ing and loss of life. 
notwithstanding verbal agreements to keep the confer- At the same time, they know well that we of the 
ence area free of armed men, no one would be allowed Western world are unwilling to seek negotiating advan- 
to forget the hard fact that Communist military forces tages through delays, if such delays entail increased 
actually surrounded and controlled the area. To illustrate h m a n  misery. Accordingly, Chm-nunist negotiators act 
the point, the Communists simply marched an organized upon the premise that if they delay matters long enough, 
military force through the conference area. their free-world opponents will recede from previously 

On entering the conference room, I immediately held positions in order to achieve a measure of progress, 
registered a vigorous protest to Nam 11. Blandly, he especially in the face of continued war and its attendant 
replied that the forces in question were “military police.” horrors. 
Military pdlice rarely march about in groups of 100, An Of the Communist tactics OC- 
carrying heavy machine guns and 6Omm mortars. curred in connection with the debate over fixing a line 

of demarcation on which war should cease. The UN 
O N E  OF ’THE MOST notable negotiating tactics of the Command insisted that this should be in the area of the 

Commtmists is to delay progress. As a general mat- battle line. The Communists clung to their proposal 
ter, Communists believe that once negotiations have been that the 38th parallel be the truce line. Bear in mind 
initiated, to delay progress tends to weaken the position that the Communists ultimately agreed to the line of 
of their opponents. They hope to exploit to their advan- actual contact; in fact, this solution probably was never 
tage the characteristic impatience of Western peoples, truly objectionable to them. Still, they sought by ex- 
impatience to complete a task once it has begun. tended argument to delay matters in the hope of realizing 

This is a~ shrewd analysis, particularly as it applies to concessions from the delegation on our side. 
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Stresses the importance of Russia] 
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On Atnother Front: Navy Medical Units and Chinese Doctors Develop Vaccine fb Fight Trachoma 
A Navy medical research unit in 

the Republic of China, working 
with Chinese doctors, has developed 
a vaccine which could be important 
in halting the spread of trachoma 
-an infectious eye disease that 
affects more than 400 million 
people. 

The development was announced 
jointly in Washington, D. C., and 
Taipei, Taiwan, by RADM Barthol- 
omew W. Hogan, Surgeon General 
of the Navy, and Dr. J. Thomas 
Grayston, Assistant Professor of 
Medicine at the University of Chi- 
cago, who is on the staff of Naval 
Medical Research Unit NAMRU 
No. 2 in Taipei. 

At  the annual meeting of the 
Formosan Medical Association in 
Taipei, Dr. Grayston told the story 
of a year’s work by three American 
and two Chinese doctors, who have 
successfully isolated several strains 
of trachoma virus, reproduced the 
disease in human volunteers and 
developed a vaccine safe for human 
use. Although scientists have al- 
ready isolated the trachoma virus 
in other countries, there have been 
no other reports on a successful 
vaccine. 

Besides Dr. Grayston, the two 
other Americans who worked on 
the project were Dr. R. L. Wool- 
ridge of Lake Bluff, Ill.; and Dr. 
P. 3. Johnston of Chicago, both of 
whom are attached to NAMRU 2. 
The unit is commanded by CAPT. 
R. A. Phillips, MC, USN. The two 
Chinese doctors were Y. F. Yang, 
Professor of Ophthalmology at the 
National Taiwan University Col- 
lege of Medicine, and S. P. Wang, 
a staff member of NAMRU 2. 

Although Dr. Grayston did not 
make any predictions as to the ulti- 
mate successs of the vaccine, he 
did reveal that tests conducted to 
date have been encouraging. The 

vaccine could have tremendous po- 
tential as a preventive, and perhaps 
also as a means of curing the ill- 
ness, which often results in total 
blindness. 

The medical unit’s studies began 
in October 1958. The first step was 
to isolate trachoma virus. With the 
assistance of Chinese health au- 
thorities, the unit obtained scrap- 
ings from the undersurface of the 
upper eye lids of children in Tai- 
wan who were infected with the 
disease. Then, through cultures in 
chicken eggs, Dr. Wang isolated 
viruses thought to cause trachoma. 

The next step was to see if these 
virus strains would reproduce tra- 
choma. Initial experiments, using 
Taiwanese monkeys, were con- 
ducted with the help of Dr. Yang. 
These tests produced an infection 
which resembled the early stages 
of the human disease, but the in- 
fection did not progress to the 
formation of scar tissue, as it does 
in humans. 

Since the World Health Organi- 
zation’s committee on trachoma re- 
quires that a virus must reproduce 
trachoma in human volunteers be- 
fore it can be accepted as the cause 
of the disease, it was necessary to 
obtain volunteers for subsequent 
tests. This problem was presented 
to the superintendent and students 
of the Taipei Blind and Mute 
School. Six students and one in- 
structor, realizing the potential im- 
portance of the tests, volunteered 
for the next phase of the studies. 

Four of the volunteers were 
given trachoma virus in various 
dilutions, and three were given 
control material. The virus, even 
when di luted 10,000 times,  
promptly produced infection in the 
human eye. Typical inclusion bod- 
ies of trachoma were found within 
six days, and the virus was reiso- 

lated in eggs. As the infection pro- 
gressed, it became obvious that 
trachoma had been reproduced. 
None of the controls contracted the 
disease, although two of them later 
were deliberately infected. 

Dr. Woolridge, an immunologist, 
then attempted the preparation of 
an effective vaccine. Using mon- 
keys as test animals, he prepared 
several vaccines which were found 
to protect the monkeys from infec- 
tion with the virus. The investi- 
gators next gave the vaccines to 
themselves, and demonstrated that 
side reactions were no more severe 
than those from commonly used 
vaccines. 

Again there was a need for vol- 
unteers, this time for the vaccine 
studies, and the entire freshman 
class at the National Defense Medi- 
cal College in Taipei-150 strong 
-rose to the occasion. All of them 
ultimately received two doses of 
the vaccine without adverse reac- 
tion. These studies showed that the 
vaccine produces antibodies against 
the virus-an encouraging finding 
since the natural disease produces 
antibodies only irregularly. 

After that the group began a 
study of the protective and curative 
value of the vaccine in 450 children 
of the Long Ching District along 
the west coast of central Taiwan. 

According to Dr. Grayston, it will 
take at least another year to evalu- 
ate [completely] the vaccine tests. 

The importance of the NAMRU 
studies was emphasized by a world 
health authority who has said: 

“Should these tests prove suc- 
cessful, and the vaccine now being 
used found capable of preventing 
the disease and curing young per- 
sons afflicted with it, one of the 
foremost achievements in the med- 
ical history of the world will have 
been recorded.” 
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HANGAR TAKE OFF-Air Force F-100 Super Sabre iet 
shoots up out of shelter made to withstand atomic blast. 

perature, respiration and perspiration rate. He also kept 
a comfort index for various parts of his body, with re- 
actions ranging from “very comfortable” to “extreme 
discomfort.” * * *  

A LIGHTWEIGHT radar navigation and flight instru- 
ment system, developed for the Army, permits all- 
weather operation of aircraft and helicopters without 
assistance from ground-based radar and other present 
navigational guides. 

The complete radar and flight instrument package 
weighs only 120 pounds-just half that of conventional 
systems-and is far more accurate. It features a nine- 
inch-square map display which shows a pilot a visual 
picture of his aircraft’s position and progress. Exact 
location of the plane and its direction of flight are in- 
dicated by a moving pointer against air or grid maps. 

The system also includes an extremely accurate “free 
gyro” which provides accurate navigation when mag- 
netic references become unreliable, as at the North 
and South Poles, and at extremely high altitudes. 
Other features include movable tape which tells a 
pilot his speed and rate of climb, and an auto-navigator 
which “remembers” flight information. 

* * *  
THE STRATEGIC ARMY CORPS (STRAC) operated for the 
first time as an integrated force during a recent field 
exercise. 

The combined command post and field maneuvers- 
designated Exercise Dragon Head-took place in the 
tri-state area of North and South Carolina and Virginia. 
More than 11,000 troops from 16 states took part in the 
two-week exercise. 

Dragon Head was designed to train the 18th Air- 
borne Corps (reinforced) in a simulated limited war 
involving the use of nuclear weapons. Situations were 
typical of STRAC missions with units deployed over 
a widely dispersed nuclear combat area. 

The exercise emphasized problems involving divi- 
sional control of nuclear weapons and featured the 
simulated play of nuclear weapons delivered by Army 
and Air Force units. 

STRAC and subordinate unit headquarters were suffi- 
ciently staffed during the operation to provide realistic 
I I . . n . . m n ”  .rr- 

I ----- 1----1. 

Dragon Head was the first of several exercises planned 
by the Continental Army Command to insure the com- 
bat readiness of various Army elements. 

* * *  
THE FIRST SUCCESSFUL West Coast launching of the 

Air Force’s Atlas intercontinental ballistic missile repre- 
sents a step toward operational status for the 6000- 
mile plus ICBM. 

The 250,000-pound, 82-foot Atlas was launched at 
1049, 11 Sep 1959 after a normal count-down by an 
Air Force crew from the 576th Strategic Missile Squad- 
ron at SAC’S Vandenberg Air Force Base. 

When launched, the warbird struck a westward 
course and according to reports, made a direct hit on 
its designated target in the vicinity of Wake Island. 

Atlas has a thrust of 360,000 pounds at sea level 
and attains a speed of 17,250 statute miles per hour. 
It is powered by a cluster of three rocket engines- 
two boosters and one sustainer. 

The first ICBM to be launched by the U. S. was an 
Atlas. It was fired from Cape Canaveral on 11 Jun 
1957. Although that missile was destroyed, a subse- 
quent Atlas made a successful flight in 1957. 

In November 1958, an Atlas flew the full intercon- 
tinental r ange6300  miles from its launch point-to 
prove the missile’s ultimate capabilities. 

* * *  
THE ARMY HAS DEVELOPED a universal flight control 
system based upon a new principle involving elec- 
tronic “building blocks.” It can be installed in various 
combinations to make possible any desired degree of 
automation in flight. 

Old flight control systems made it necessary to CUS- 
tom-engineer an individual system for each type of 
aircraft, or at least to modify it extensively to fit indi- 
vidual requirements. 

The new system, developed jointly by the Army Sig- 
nal Corps and civilian industry, is expected to eliminate 
millions of dollars of such tailoring expense. 

LATEST IN TANKS-Army‘s new main battle tank, M-60, 
is designed to replace both Patton Tank and the M-103. 




































