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PERHAPS NO previous
gathering of a political par-
ty anywhere has caused as
much worldwide interest
and provoked such a stir of
public spinion as the 20th Con-
gress of the CPS.U.

Reactions to and  develop-
ments since the Congress in the
past  four months  have b@_ﬂl
varied.,  In many quarters, in-
cluding in cortain Leit circles,
there are some for whom the
revelations about Stalin  have
taken up the whole horizon and
who seem temporarily to have
lost sight of the political sigmif-
jcance and far-reaching  effect
of the 20th Congress as a whole.

But there is also a growing
number of non-Communist
groups and individuals who sec
in the 20th Congress, and in the
verv  revelations about  Stalin,
i (-e.:mpie‘t(_“i'\ AW ;)Hs!«iﬂ)é‘:i!)' for
re-evaluating  their own  views
regirding refations with Comimu-
nists, And thesetpast weeks have
seen (nof ondv in New York) an
increasing  naumber ol inpor-
tant and  stimulating  indornmal
discnssions taking place between
Commumists  and  non-Conanur-
nist liberal and labor Jeaders.

John Foster Dulles and  the
Stite  Departiment recodnise
that there is a changing political
climate abroad and at home, @
change shaiply awav trom the
atmosphere of the Cold War,
They are keenly aware ol the
fact that the 20th Congress has
stimulated  this  whele  trend,
The State Department tor in-
stance, s uneasy at the rap-
prochement  beineen Belgrade
and Moscow. the cutting of So-
vict armed  torees, the Soviet
mvitation to General Twining,
and the fact that a recent Gallup
Poll shows a majority of Amer-
icans Livor that Khirushehey and
Bulganin  be invited  to - visit
here. It hopes that through s
publication aud use of ity ver-
sion of the special Khrashchev
report, it can disrupt the trend
toward  peaceful  co-existence
among Americans and the “neu-
trals,” disorient o the lelt, and
sow disunitv  among  Commu-
nists at home and abroad.

But despite all cforts of the

State Department, cven  some
conservative  spokesinen  and
many liberals view the 20th

Congress as inaugurating a pe-
riodd in which the mdustrial and
technological supremacy of ULS.
capitalism will have to meet on
an equal level with the historic,
praccful competition of Soviet
socialism. And the special report
of Khrushchev is viewed in
numerons  non-Communist  as
well as in Communist circles as
an evidence of that strength and
confidence which enables the
Soviet Union todav to break
with some verv harmful {eatures
of the past, and lo pave the way
for a vast expansion of democ-
racy m its mternal life.

This perspective and these
chayges must inevitably bring
about modifications in the posi-
tions of all torward-looking
groups, trade unionists, liberals,
Socialists, no less than Commu-
nists. And it is the recognition of
these big changes that has creat-
ed the growing number of re-
3uesls for mutual exchanges and

eep-going discussions bv non-
Communists democratic  groups
in a number of cities in lﬁe
past weeks,
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THE KHRUSHCHEV report
on Stalin tells a tragic story.
Shocking and painful as it is,
however, it is a part of history.
Communists must have the cour-
age to face up to it, analyze it,
and draw conclusions from it.

Over the last forty vears im-
perialism exacted a terrible price
from the Soviet people and their

.leaders who dared to storm the
heights and build socialism.
™ :
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This

we kuew. Now belatedly, we
see that the heroic path to.the
most monumental and progres-
sive advance in human history
was made all the more difficult
at a certain period by shocking
crimes and crass violations of
socialist law and ethics.

We especially. because we are
C o m m u nists, understand and
share the profound grief and
shock of the Soviet people. The
erimes and brutalities that sullied
the latter period of Stalin's Jead-
ership are unforgiveable. Nor
did they have any historical or
political “necessity.”  Nothing
can justifv the use of tortures
and rigged trials: large-scale de-
portations; provocative and chau-
vinist actions as in the case of
Yugoslavia; the persecution of
the Jewish doctors and snuffing
ont the lives af more than a score
of Jewish cultural figues.

Socialism conld not continue
tn wllow such terrible instices
to go indisclosed or imremedied.,
Thai is the meaning of the mo-
rallv and politicaily  conrageous
corrective neasures undertaken
in the Last three vears. We can
expect 1o see these mcasnres am-
plified as Khrushchev's extrenlv
frank report is eritically disenssed
by miblions of Soviet citizens.
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THERE AMRE MAXNY gques-
tions abent which all of us are
thinking deeplv. XManv are thie
Lonest questions of friends.  as
well us of those who strongly
disagree with us. Somde are the
loaded questions pressed by the
State l)e'[\.t:'ﬂllu'lli and Jis various
“voices” of radio and press.

Whv did thesce things happen?
Were thev mevitublc?  Are thev
inherent in socialism, - Com-
munist philosopli?

A pet theme of tlie State De-
partment is  that  the  special
Khrushehev repost rejeets “only”
those injustices which were per-
petrated  against “the  wrong

people.” The claim is made that

the rejection of Stalin’s methods
must be extended to the rejec-
tion of Lenin and Leninism and
ol socialism as a whole.

But not even flie bruzen ad-
vocate ol atomie “brink of war”
policies can obscure the history
of the Jast four decades. The
liberating teachings of Lenin
have already trinmphed in one-
third ot the globe. The socialist
world system  has arrived  and
is irrevocably  established. It
wants and needs peace. It con-
siders that war is no longer in-
evitable as it was in Lenin's time,
that a thermo-nuclear war would
be a catastrophe, but that it can
be prevented. It is conkidently
competing on a peacehd basis
with capitalism in everv sphere
of human aspiration and en-
deavor. It recognizes with a
new maturity that the paths to
socialism are many; and that in
todav's world more and more
peoples and  countries will be
able to hew a parliamentary and
democratic road to sociulism in
accord with their own national
traditions and experience.

As lor Lenin’s “methods.” but
two facts need be recalled. Un-
der his leadership the first act
of the new Soviet Republic in
1917 was to proclaim peace and
bring an end to the massive
blood-letting visited on the Rus-
sian people during World War
I. Aud in 1921 while loreign
armies of intervention were still
trving to bring down the Sovict
Union, Lenin called for an end
to the death penalty and any
INASS TepPressive measurcs,
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IN THIS connection if is well
to ponder a question that now
some would like to conceal:

Who were the real architects
of a2 policy of terror in respect
to the Soviet Union? Those who
tried to invoke the wrath of
heaven and earth to crush the
first land of socialism to “strangle
it in its cradle,” as' Winstom
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Churchill put it

How this new socicty . banlt in
once ot the most backvward of
nations, was forced to run the
gauntlet of every tyvpe ol attack
and suffering! Civil war and
military intervention pressed by
the strongest govennuents  of
Europe, America,  amnd  Asia:
merciless blockade and anloveed
famine; economic and political
boveott;  devastation by the
hordes of Hitler: and than, with
womnds sl gaping, ten
vears of bitter cold war - these
were the sacrifices and suffering
exacted by reactionany capitalism
from those who dured to buld
4 new world!

It is this grim background that
gave a life and death character
to the struggle over policy in
the voung socialist state. ludus-
trialize or perish: cateh up eco-
nomically with the leading cap-
itulist powers or be crushed by
them—these are the conditions
that help explain, ;;Illmu;jh thev
do not justity, an atimosphere in
which, for a period of time un-
der Stalin’s leadership. after t'e
foundations of socialism were
established, such gruesome de-
partures from socialism were
possible, as Khrushchev fear-
lessly disclosed.

As a result of the near mira-
culous progress of the Soviet
people, the Soviet state and the
C.P.S.U. over these hard and
turbulent vears, the great pres-
tige of Stalin grew. The USSR
became a first rank industrial na-
tion. It wiped out illiteracy. It
developed an uuprecedented
svstem of social ownership of
the means of production and
full employment. of frece medical
aid, education and social security
for its people. Workers and
farmers achieved a political. eco-
nomic and cultural status and
dignity undreamed of under the
Czars, and, in many was,
unmatched in the advanced cap-
italist countries, Oppression and
Czarist racism gave way to na-
tional independence, social de-
velopment and selt-expression for
peoples and nations for whom
the ancient Russian empire had
been one vast prison.

In the early 1930's. when so-
cialism had been built—not-
withstanding all external pres-
sures and attacks—Stalin promul-
gated an analysis and a course
of action that undermined the
new socialist Constitution and
facilitated the grievous viola-
tions that are only now being
corrected. This was the theo
that with the victorv of social-
ism, the desperate class enemy
would become even more dan-
gerous, would organize increas-
ed resistance intémally, and
would penetrate every echelon
of the Soviet state, the country’s
economy, and even the Party
and its leadership.

It would be naive to think
that the Soviet Union did not
bave its Benedict Amolds. But

. and progress.

E sllclie v's Special Report

the search for “enemies of the
people” took on hysterical pro-
portions in which virtually all
opposition and serious differ-
ences of opinion became suspect.

At the same time there de-
veloped greater centralization of
state power and the cultivation
of hero worship of Stalin. espe-
cially during and after World
War 1I, and the breakdown of
Party " and Soviet collectivily,
andl restrictions in creative intel-
lectual and cultural life. And it
was during this period that the
security organs of the USSR ob-
tained wielded a' normal
and dangerous powers and crim-
inally violated the Soviet Consti-

tution,
°

HOW WAS IT possible for
so many Communists “in the
“West,” and so many non-Com-
munist statesmen and political
leaders, to accept the kf;a that
treason and treachery had as-
sumed such fantastic proportions
in the Soviet Union as*were
cliimed in the series of purges
and trials that took place in the
1930's and subsequently?

For one thing, this was the
period of the climatic rise of
Hitler and his notorious Fifth
Column, gathered openly under
the “anti-Comintern”™ banner.,

Secondly, especially we here
in the strongest imperialist coun-
try have alwavs been avare of
the vicious anti-Soviet intiigoes
and  espionage sponsored
financed by American Big Busi-
ness.  Moreover, we kuew the
history of our own labor move-
ment and  that the great eco-
nomic struggles and free speech
fights of the past decades are re-
plete with tragic examples of
strike-breaking  and  wreckage
caused by labor spies, inlormers
and provocateurs.

The terrible phenomena of
false “confessions” and fubric-
ated “evidence”—evil products of
a feverishly suspicious and lins-
terial atmosphere exploited by a
Yezhov, a Beria, and other agents
of imperialism—have onlv now
been proved by the opening of
archives kept secret for many
vears. Similar to the secret in-
telligence agencies in our own
country, like the FBI and CIA
which have dictatorial powers,
flaunt the Constitution, and are
not accountable even to Con-
gress, Beria and his accomplices
obviously were able ta perpet-
rate their crimes against the
people under the guise of “na-
tional securitv.”

All this was not the “lruit of
socialism,” but a bitter product
of contradictions and abuses alien
to socialism which a socialist so-
ciety could not digest nor tole-
rate, Certainly we Communists,
of all people, cannot ignore nor
make® fight of these tacts.

Nonetheless history cannot
judge an epic social advance
primarily by the evils and mis-
takes and departures from its
principles that mayv arise in the
tumultuous period of its growth
The wise and
moving words of one of our
own great revolutionary theo-
reticians, Thomas Jefferson, re-
garding the French Revolution,
are worth remembering today:

“In the struggle which was
necessary, many guilty persons
fell without the form of trial,
and with them some innoceunt.
These I deplore as much as any-
body and shall deplore some of
them to the day of my deith.
. . » But time and truth will rescue
and embalm their memories,
while their posterity will be en-
joying that very liberty for which
they never have hesitated
to offer up their lives.”

3, 1798).
&

CONTRARY to the State De-
partment propaganda, the inhe-
rent evils of today’s world are
those of capijtalism, oot of so-

cialism. Inherent in socialism is
the ending of exploitation of man
by man; the elimination of the
causes of war, depressions, and
racism. The inherent spirit of
socialism is human, national, and
social freedom. Its victory in the
USSR, and subsequently in
China and the other people’s
democracies, has broken the
back of colonialism, and in the
last ten vears has inspired a
winning upsurge to pational lib-
cration and social advance of
over a billion colored peoples.

The economic royalists hate
socialism—not for its failings, but
for its strength, for its i:&:.'rcnt
social progress and liberating
values.

How hypocritical is their ef-
fort to sensationalize and make
capital of the Soviet Union’s de-
termined effort to erase the
abuses against socialist justice
and democracy! One need only
mention that the State Depart-
ment is not prevented from ex-
tolling the “merits™ of fascist
Spain by Franco's crimes against
the le. It is not bothered
by indescribable corruption,
degeneracy, and rottenness of the
puppet regime of Chiang Kai-
shek. Nor is it adverse to the
unconstitutional racist rule by
force and violence of Eastland,
Talmadge and Shivers, aided and
abetted by McCarthy and Wal-
ters. Jenner and  Nixon—which
is sanctioned as an “accepted
way of life” for a sizeable part
of our own U.S.A.

This. then, is a clue as to
which of today’s prevailing worll
social systems harbors the “in-
herent evil.”
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IN THE DISCUSSION on
the 20th Congress currently

- _‘_‘——-;
being centered around the spe=—

cial Khrushchev report, ques-
tions frequently arise about the
present Soviet leadership. Did
some of them try to bring about
changes before the last three
vears? Could the past eviks lunve
been checked earlier? How big
and serious are the changes now
under way?

Many questions remained
unanswered. The Khrushchev ie-
port, which was primarily a doc-
umented supplement to his main
political report to the 20th Con-
gress, reflects only a part of the
probing that has gone on, and
which may continue for vears to
come, in the CPSU and among
the Soviet people.

There is no nistaking the his-
toric process which is at work
todav. For example, for vears it
has been fashionable in Wash-
ington to characterize all the
peace talk among the Soviet
people and the concrete pecace
proposals of their leaders as a
cover for “war-like” or “aggres-
sive” intentions. But when a

number of American travelers in |

the last three vears began to
visit the USSR, they concluded
that no country could organize
for war by so completely imbu-
ing all its citizens with the idea
of peace. And many conserva-
tive statesmen and millions of
common folk in the West have
concluded also that no “aggres-
sor” could voluntarily relinquish
all its military bases abroad and
unilaterally reduce its armed
forces, as has been done by the
Soviet Union in the past few
years,

In a similar way, along with
the elimination of gross injus-
tices of socialist law and ethics
and harmful hero-worship, the
process of mass popularization
of the historic decisions of the
20th Congress seems to be wel
under way whereby critical in-
qui an! expression, and cul-
tural and scientific interchange
are coming into their own, ‘hdﬁ
w:tdh a series of
a measures to ensure
the com enforcement of the

Soviet constitution and the ex-
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