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next stage of socialist develoY-

point up anew the stagnant men-
! i.’ .
speak f A.mert' labo!

: or ichn r,
cially George Meany and his ad-

visor, Jay Lovestone, have since

g:: of the USSR’s

followers that there is “no

, change.,”™

They became most fearful of
a change, or most reljctant to
see any, because they know of
the inevitable changes that would
stimulate in the capitalist world,
too, in a direction towards peace
and less emphasis on the cold
war,

The long overdue changes in

the socalist cotmtries, and in the
outlook and program  of the
Marxist movements. everywhere,
were_held back for a long time
by the stringency, tightness and
in “some respects exaggerated
easures brought on gy cold
war conditions,
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THE PROCESS of “de-Stalin-
ization” coinciding with a con-
sidegable easing of world ten-
sions came td a climax in the
20th Congress, when the basic
lines for the new outlook anq
ment were put before the whole
world: The” much-quoted re-
port pointed to: the tremendous
scope and strength of the
Socialist world, now stronger
than the clear-cut capitalist
world; the immense part of the
world that is “geutral” although
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world, i
t rules our American "

assured their
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in the “zone” of peace; the great-
ly reduced threat of war and the
possibility of avoiding a war; the
developing new conditions that
offer possibility for a peace-
ful parliamentary way to social-
ism, with many roads leadiig to

" it dependirig on the.conditions,

and ~ independent nitiative in
each country.
Narrow - minded people,

whether on the right or left’

didn't “see the significanceé of
these conclusions. They cling fo
dogmatic concepts. People like
Meany simply repeated. thie old
refrain, and said, if anMthing,
we more appropriations for
arms and to reassert the Wes-
tern policy against East with
stronger determination  than
ever. They refuse even to budge
on the question of union -dele-
gations to the Socialist lands.
L

AND WE STILL see some
people on the left who think
that the measure of devotion to
the cause of socialism is an abil-
ity to recite old dogmas like a
catechism. They see themselves

in these “trying”. times. They
forget that it is the founders of
scientific socialism who were
most contemptuous of those who
treated their works as a Bible.

- Those who were slow to see

the big changes in the offing, and
the exploding peat-up force to
bring tEem to life; are those who
are most disappointed today,
and theyv will be even more dis-
appointed as the days fly by
them. The 20th Congress opened
the way for something’ that is
unfolding befora us with accel-
erating speed. The events in
Poland -towards democratiza-
tion, independence and- initia-
tive for the country’s own path
to socialism give us a measure
of the scope and speed of the
movement. The tonflict we see
between conténding forces is not
a class conflict—not a struggle
that involves the basic issue of
capitalism: vs socialism—but a
conflict over emphasis and the
pace of the change. In this con-
flict, some of the very people,
even Krushchev who signaled
the change to the world, may

(Continued on Page 7)
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as the guardians of the orthodoxy
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