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Not & Mystery

Following are more letiers in
the current discussion of Amer-
ican Marxists and ‘the Soviet
Union. Letters over 300 words
“cannot be printed in full.

Collective Work

LOS ANGELES
Editor, Daily Worker:

] have read Joseph Clark’s
article dealing with the “New
Policy” in the Soviet Union, with
much interest. In'the main, I
find myself in agreement with
iis position.

Now I may be maive, but it
is my belief that when a worker's
party meets in convention and
issues statements, the purpose
of those statements is to express
as clearly and as accurately as

wssible, the position that Tas

n arrived at as the ‘resunit of
prior discussion in the organiza-
tion and with persons not in the
ergapization. I 2m naive enough,
in other words, to believe that
the documents of the' 20th Con-
gress mean exactly what  they
say, no more, and no less; and
I interpret them to mean:

1. All men and women are
human and therefore liable io
err. That includes Marx, Lenin,
Stalin, Krushchev, Foster, you
and I, '

2. Therefore all decisions
should be the result ot coliective
thinking. As my father used to
say, “Two heads are better than
one, even if one is a sheep’s
head.” :

8. The party in the Soviet
Union, as the leading party of
socialism in the worlg, and the
governing party of a large coun-
try, has the responsibility to end
the tendency to the glorification
of the individual and place him
in perspective in_history and in
relationship to the group.

In other words, it is necessary
for each individual to work col-
lectively and submit the results
of his thinking to collective ex-
amination; and it is necessary
that all planning, all thinking be
done collectively. This, in my
opinion, implies to derogation of
the individual, but rather a calm,
objective approach to all indivi-
duals and all problems.

In attempting to appraise the
tremendous accomplishments of
the Soviet Union in the past 20
years, and in rejecting any adula-
tion of the individuals involved
but placing the emphasis on the
group and their collective ac-
complishments, the party of the
Soviet Union is settipg an ex-
ample of collective work to the
world, taking collective respon-
sibility for errors, as they should,
and setfing the stage for great-
er accomplishments.

Those ' progressives who are
Jooking for mysterious reasons
and whispering about mysterious
crimes that the capitalist press
is shouting about, are, in my
opinion, merely falling into the
trap set for them by the capital-
ist press.—N.B.

| Unavoidable
' Development
Editor, Daily Worker:

It seems o me that it was un-
avoidable, under the then exist-

~—the firs¢ Socialist state—a L‘OI‘!' :

sa'.dream come true—had to be
made secure, or it would die,

These leaders whe today rise
like great mew
denunciatory at the body
of the dead Stalin must have
been very willing to let that
same Stalin make the decisions
then. They did not dare assume
the responsibility in those fate-
ful eritical days. Otherwise Stalin
could: not have attained such
frightful, overwhelming personal
power. But they were the eager
sud willing water, as it were,
that, inevitably, made the Stalin
plant grow.

Now they howl with vast, self-

righteous indignation! It would .

become them much betier if
they would, first, publicly make
s!as'hihg. punishing attacke upon
themselves. - A

I think #t would have been
far wiser and much. more con-
structive to let a later genera-
tion (from which. they would be
excluded) io be the judge of
Stalin, Meanwhile, they ocould
have instituted whatever changes
in policy, they thought desirable
at present (among the most wel-
come of which are the substitu-
tion of collective for individual
leadership and a-resort to dem-
ocratic practices generally), with-
out this accompanyinyg disruptive
and harmful upheaval. Themin
cries out: If there was so much
self-serving inventionr substituted
forfact ‘all ajong, not. asfar_as

iants and. hutl

'Editor, Daily Worker: _
On Alan Max’s point of plac-
ing emphasis on “three years of
criticism
their daily lives, . . .”
statement shows a clear lack of
reading of Soviet newspapers

and
Times, Soviet Literature, Soviet
Woman-and For a Lasting Peace.
You would see that criticism has

been going on for many, many

years, :

You say, “We should give
thought to our own role in ac-
cepting many things about the
Soviet Umion which Soviet
Marxists are now criticizing.” It
would be better put if we say
that if we accepted such ideas,
we did so because we did net
trouble to read the literature
and press of the Soviet Union
and thus be in a position to

we know, epposed by the present™ yeqlize the truth of these mat-

leaders, how do we kmow that
they are telling the truth now?

As for us, the supreme lesson
in this whole horrifying and
shocking business is not to be
creatures dancing to the (often
wnintelligible) grimaces of others,

but to use our brains in our own

right, creatively, never abdicat-
ing individuality. Otherwise, the
sun and the stars, the heavens
and the earth—the whole umi-
verse placed in our pockets,
would be worthless.—A.S.
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Importance

Of Facts
Editor, Daily Worker:
I am a former schoolteacher,

a victim of the contining witch-
hunt in N.Y. school system.

Alan Max’s article in which
he asked some relevant and
honest questions was very much
in order. Theé ensuing discussion,
in my opiniin, represents a mile-
stone in the history of dur paper.
The frankness, sincerity, and
pointedness of the discussion
fills the pages of the DW with
some much neded fresh air.

Different readers will ap-
proach the discussion from dif-
ferent angles. My immediate cir-
cle consists of teachers, artists,
writers. Many of whom were
members of our organization at
one time.

All of them are sympathetic to
our cause, but were incapable
of stomaching a blind, uneritical
allegiance to the USSR. They
resented the papal infallibility
attributed to Stalin. They resent-
ed the attitude of many Com-
munists whe think that one be-
comes a Marxist simply by
adopting the name and memor-
izing a few quotes from the
Marxist classics.

This latter technique used as
a substitute for the

ters. In-other words, a real crit-
icism would be of our own read-
ing habits in this comntry — of
reading only the sensational, the
exciting, the ‘one day wonder.’

You say that “We discourag-
ed serious discussion and crit-
cism of Soviet books, etc.” Here
I can wholeheartedly agree with
you. The Daily Worker has
certainly discouraged serious
discussion by NOT reviewing
Soviet books and books from
China in many months (years?).
The Daily has not reviewed or

made known the many fine
books that are here—in English. |
(Only one Chinese novel has |

ever been reviewed—and that
was one NOT available in Eng-
lish!)-“UNJOLTED”
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A Progrsesive
Society
Editor, Daily Worker:

The exciting discussion that
the radical departure from the
doctrine of Stalinism the present
leaders of the Soviet Union has

rovoked opens opportunities
avorable for conscientious, fair-
minded Marxists to welcome the
said departure as a historical
necessity that, thus regarded,

cannot be other than providing .

purifying qualities bound to ac-
celerate the advance of Soviet
society along better roads for
self-improvement.

Already the Soviet society has
in its favor a phenomenal record
of a sustained march forward
despite = tremendous obstacles
thrown in its way by outside
enemy forces during the spun
of 37 years if its life.

In science, technology and
education that society has made
impressive advances. Ungues-
tionable it is a PROGREESIVE
sociely. At mo time has it weak-
ened in its advocacy of world
peace and co-existence

gazines such as New

this first appeared as a
draft with the clearest indication
that frank discussion was not

of free-wheeling t. This
is the only real test of political
line. It is the only path of cre-
ative Marxism.

Frankly, we have not vyet
created such an atmosphere with~
ib: and around our movamenb' t. To

wrong or seem to be wrong
has been made to appear as
anti-Party. To affirm the pro-
found contributions of Marxists
and leading Marxists is not to
defend the thesis what we have
a monopoly on brains. Our minds
have not always been the best.
They could have been better if
we learned the art of listenin
as well as we learned the art o
talking.

This, I feel, is a responsibility
of the movement in general. But
it is a responsibility of the lead-
ership in the first place. The
article by Alan Max is an im-
portant step in that direction.
That the Daily Worker printed
it is a second contribution. The
reaction which these two things

‘have triggered is an indication

of the potential which -exists in
such a freg,_ :n_@n_hibited atmos-
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who have worked closely with
him in the top circles of the CP
and government of the Soviet
Union.” It would be hard to’
quarrel with the accuracy of this
statement, but I wonder what is

- the purpose of it—to have us all

hold our breaths until the official
line comes out? -

We need more documents to
discuss intelligently, but we need
also an attitude of critical exami-
nation—of the same critical ex-
amifiation we have when reading -
statements from the leaders’
capitalist states. The fact that
Togliatti and Ulbricht say Stalin
was wrong to maintain that the
class struggle continues after
socialism has been built does not
prove Stalin wrong. Who said
what is unimportant. What mat-
ters is, where is the truth? Let’s
insist on it—HANK

Lehman Calls for Plan

Of Full-Scale i

Daily Werker Washingion Bureaw

WASHINGTON, March 28—Sen. Herbert Lehman (D-
NY) urged Tuesday attacking the housing crisis on a “crash”
basis. Lehman told the Senate Banlnng “S_lhlbgo;mmmeg_ on

m, bl 5 s
ousing program,

meet the needs
groups, and all persons without
regard to race” can “forestall the
housing crisis that is” descending
upon our nation.”

Lehman, who appeared before
the subcommittee on behalf of his
own bill, $-3158, charged that the
Administration is committed to a

of all income|®"

Congressional  opponents of in America if we really wished to
public housing. do so0." We should not wait for
Two or three of the cities|an economic slump or an acute
could utilize all of the housing erisis before we authorize
income units per year C - of the size needed.” -



