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THE ROAD-T® SOCIALISM

Con Socialists and Communists Find Common Way?
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a Communist says.
“In the first place, it is the path of class struggle. It is dependent upon
degree of Class consciousness, organization and the fighting quality of the

working class,”

By
DOROTHY RAY HHEALEY

IT IS IMPORTANT to note
that we are debating the ques-
tion: Which Road to Secial-
ism? — not: Capitalism versus
Socialism. We start on mutuall
ground. We agree that the basic
solution for our country’s prob-
lems lies in the Socialist re-organ-

- jzation of society, in the ending of
[ exploitation of man by man, and
elimination of the fundamental
contradiction in today’s ecopomic
system-private ownership of the
means of production,

I am not pasticularly interested
in scoring points over Charles Cur-
tis in this debate. I am interested
in widening our knowledge as to
how to guarantee that millions of
Americans who want a “New
Anerica” may increasingly under-
stand it can be achieved only
through Socialism.

I share the opinion of t
tional Committee vf my Party in
defining one aspect of that road to
Socialism as being an advocacy

and expand to include ever in-

creasing numbers of people, if they
are directed against the giant mo-
nopolies, No. 1 enemy of the ma-

iority of all Americans, then-such|

struggles can provide the basis for
developement of what is so long
over-due in America, & party le
&' Labor.

*

WHAT COULD be the next
step? Let me quote from our Draft
Resolution: “The people’s anti-
monopoly coalition would have as
its central aim the improvement, of
the conditions of the American
people and the defense and ex-
tension of their democratic rights.
. « « Such a government could
curb the repressive economic and
political ‘powers of the monoplies
and deprive them of the ability to
promote violence to frustrate the
will of the people.

“Under such conditions, when-
ever the majority of the American
people become convinced of the
necessity of a socialist reorganiza-|
tion of society, they would be able
to advance to their goal along
peaceful and constitutional lines.”

I have no guarrel with any who
want to vote for Darlington Hoopes
{although I would quarrel with a
socialist platform which approves
of “security” screening in °serisi-

tive”

positionsl—and we talk of

®e
the

civil rights) but voting for Darling-
ton Hoopes obviously is not a mass
policy—it is a policy for the ad-
vanced-workers.

I believe that it is correct while
participating in and extending a
mass policy to simultaneously pro-
ject a more advanced oan! e.
If it were not for the systematic
harassment and persecution of
those who dare to sign Commu-
nist nominating petitions, our Pi
would have candidates in the field.
But no Party that wants to eventu-
ally influence millions can rely
solely on a one-sided policy that
can influence only the advanced
sector,

' One further point should be
added regarding the possible de-
velopment of an anti-- monopoly
party. In other countries, the cus-
tomary process is for coalitions to
be expressed through already-ex-
isting parties coalescing. This has
been a most infrequent develop-
ment in American political history,
and is, I think, an additional factor
in the reasonableness of the per-
spectve of a coalition within one
party.
*

OUR BELIEFS have nothing in
common with those who hold %hat
capitalism can grow into social-
ism, that a series of reforms can
|do away with capitalist relations

endless reforms in tie last hundred
years, but the capitalist relations
of production remain, with its re-
sultant oppression and exploitation.
Reforms alope cannot do the nec-
essary job—the transformation of
those relations of production which
ends forever private appropriation
of social production — and that
transformation is entitled revolu-
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oi a peaceful transition from Capi-
talism to Socialism. . . .

What does this peaceful path
mean? In the first place, it is the
path of class struggle. It is de-
pendent upon the degree of class
consciousness, organization and
fighting quality of the working
class. Does this concept in any
way alter the classic Marxist analy-
sis that no ruling class ever peace-
fully left the scene of history? By
no means. We are not talking here
about the DESIRE of the capitalist
class to allow a peaceful transition
—we are discussing its ABILITY to
resist,

I said this was the path of the
class struggle. It is not, therefore,

'By CHARLES CURTIS

Democratic Party’s capitulation on

of production. iere have been

tHon.

Our opponents 1epicach us for
our past attitude towards the So-
viet Union. They criticize us for
having interpreted internationalism
as representing the need at all
times and under all circumstances
to defend practices which violated
socialist democracy. They are right.
We saw onltLone side of the pic-
ture—that first Soviet state

(Continued on Page 14)

realizing socialism.”

LOS ANGELES
THIS DEBATE takes place
under the impact of the

Khrushchev revelations, reve-
lations that have shaken pow-
erful and monolithic organi-
tions to their theoretical founda-
tion and left them quivering. But
this debate is only one episode in
four decades of controversy be-
tween the democratic socialist al-
ternative to capitalism and the dic-
tatorial-totalitarian atlernative ad-l
vanced by the 20th Century Com-
munist movement,

vealed that Joseph Stalin, pre-
viously the object of unfounded
adulation by the world Communist
movement, was a paranoid mass

a path which leaves the decision
solely to electoral activities. Hell
would freeze over before Socialism
would come to America if we were
to tell the working class that if
they keep voting Socialist they can
thereby achieve it.

But when Labor and the Negro
people’s movement unite to end Ee
poll tax in the South—when they
unite to guarantee that millions of

of fran-
vote—when

murderer. . . . :
Everywhere the question arises:

In his speech, Khrushchev re-| .

they have in the Soviet Union,
with its dictatorship, its suppres-
sion of free speech and press, its
purges and frame-ups, its stratifi-
cation into a privileged minority
and a toiling majority, its arrogant
nationalism—with its Stalin. Do
you want it in this country?

If—if this is socialism, no one
can be blamed for crying out: We
want none of it! As for the demo-
cratic secialists, we say: We will
resist any attempt to foist it on
this, or any, country in the world.

Where were Khrushchev and Bul-!
ganin? There is only silence for
an answer would admit the truth;
they were lead tenors in the chorus!
of sycophants to the despot.

But there were those in the So-| .}

viet Union who did not join the
servile chorus, who in face of per-|

secution, denounced the murderer |

and frameups. It is to them our
salute goes: Out of the prison
camps of Siberia, not the sumptu-
ous suites of the Kremlin, will
the sbcialist regeneration of
Soviet Union.

| | % e
a Socialist says...
“Once the majority of people voice their support of socialism, a socialist
government will be placed into oﬁce‘, charged with the responsibility of

ileged who have the amenities and
luxuries, while the masses live
mean and restricted existences. . . .

In the Soviet Union there is no

democracy, but a one-party rule
and that party under control
of the top officials—formerly one

man, Stalin, now the so-called “col-

lective leadership.”

Internationalism, which from the
very inception of socialism, has
‘been an integral part of it, has
been replaced by nationalism and
chauvinism in Soviet Union.
Stalin developed the official th
that the Soviet Union has achieved
a complete socialist society, and
that internationalism is not essen-
tial for the Soviet Union. . . .

Recite me no figures of the in-
dustrial growth of the Soviet
Union. “Ill fares the land where
wealth accumulates and men de-
cay.” Besides, the. lion's share of
;‘h‘: bf:it of tg:d igdmtht:ml growth

n usur vileged
while the rise OI themworkm'
standard of living has lagged be-
hind.

Using these gauges, we say there
is no socialism in the Soviet Union.
The carefully nurtured falsehood
that socialism exists in the Soviet

More, we pledge to do everythin
wemntofreesthe _'ofthf
Soviet Union and the nations in
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removed by restating the funda-
mentals of socialism.
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socialist government will be
into office, charged with the re-
sponsibility of realizing socialism.|:

For this ta :
Lo s e o o e s
mmi‘t‘w se lg- :

ough under , became hos-|P
s e
| or sunaltisnsl. Beios;

-
-
-
i
—
-
-

}

F

Democracy and freedom means
the right of any individual to hold
any opinion in speech and press,
to form organizations and parties
for the promotion of that opinion;
it means the right of a person to
have and express liis opinion even
if he is one alone, even though in
the eyes of all the rest of mankind
in this opinion is fallacious and
pernicious, Freedom and democ-
racy means a socialist government
has to protect him in this right.

There is no need for Mrs. Healey
to spend a great deal of time as-
suring us the Communist Party is
pledged to the constitutional road
to socialism,

We are glad to hear it, but this
question is subordinate to another
more important one, which is:

What Communists do with the
eory | powers of government, regardless

of how they reach these powers.
It: gﬁehqslovakia, the Commu-
nis government in strict ac-
cord with the republican constitu-
tion of that republie, but
that vermment to establi
typical Stalinist totalitarianism.
*
mdemmpﬂnh:n need democra
under ca issn to express
ro, and refute the ms
- need de-

of their opponents they
transition between

expeditiously
establish a socialist order, and of
course, democracy will be of the
essence under socialism,

harmoniously .
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