Much More Needed
vs. Dogmatism
Editor, Dailv- Worker: -
Those readers who so hastily
eharicterize as “revisionist” the
advovaey ol peaceful transition
to socialisnt, pot to mention the
broadening of the Party throngh
its mass warks would do well to
first undertake a study of ve-
a nd  Browderism,

Visionisin,
to bhe much un-

There secms
clarity, X

As o vounger Commnnist, T
did not personally participate in
thie wide debate and discussion
avonnd ihe expulsion of Browder
ad his theories. T can only
speak from my indenstading ol
Browder's wiitings and the writ-
jig of the Party regarding thene
From these, | do not see how
advocacy of o peacelul transi-
bion can be constried to mean
ol progressive

the  advocaey v
the  sub-

capitalism—which s
stanece of revisionisi.
Mowever, mportant ag this
epiestion i, 1 believe that Mac
Weiss wonld senve ns better as
Nitiomnt] Edveation Director if he
wiete o how  Marvisin-Lenin-
i cant i us i moving forward
on the pmediate isues facing
the American « ople, rather than
foarther discotrse &0 civil Tiber-
fies undei socialisnn, Tt seems to
e thal belore the Party eam
lilly grasp the “meaning ol and
podertake o nadicd change away
from dogmatism and doctiinair-
s (per Gene Dennis” Report)
minch moie peeds to be wides-
sioil ;tlae::ll these evils as 1}!1'}

apphy 1o omr ghaly struggles.
- RO,

TLonging to Return _
To Our Own Back Yard
Editor, Dailv. Worker:

Some thoughts . . . 1 do not

feel Tike throwmyg myself, tace
down. into the dirt and ory, “I

Fave siimed! - L L1 have sinned!”
becamse ol the yecent develop-
ments in the Soviel Union re

Stadin. . . . None ol the support-
ers of the Sviet Union need do
so. ) leel L L L The capitalists of
the world have dammned every-
thing that happened in the S.U.
not onl of tactual,knowledge but
becanse o) thein own pecaliar
chiss prejudice; and we defend-
ed eversthing inthe S.U. not ont
ol tactual knowledge but  be-
cimse ol our own peciliar class
rejudice, How could we
I.:él\(' known the things they are
telling us now when the Russian
peaple themselves did not know
ol them? . . . To be strictly hon-
st with ourselves, rather than
Jashionuble, we could not lave
done othewise, nuder the cir-
cumstances, then we did. . ..
The true picture of Stalin has
still wot emerged. . . . Perhaps
25 vears Later we shall know., .
Aud by that time, il not sooper,
the present leaders will he known
to have committed plenty of mis-

takes of their own lor which
they will be eriticized. | . . (]
hope they  won't  he  called

monsters), |

I feel o Tonging Tor returning
to our own back vard and direct-
ing the concentration of onr dis-
cussion to the multitude ol pro-
blems in America. . . . Too much
preoccupation  with  the  errors
and wiongdoings of people in
other Lids is in itself a mistake
becanse to the extent that it

keeps us away from essential -

work. it is a form of escape trom
onr own responsibilities, , . . (1
jist saw a glaring mess ol in-
orderly things in our own garden:
50 let us begin to pull I)atﬁ;, on a
massive scale, onr rakes—and
other tools—{rom our neighbor’s
garden, , . )

We do not advocate violence.
« « . Progressives endure wntold
suflerings in their struggle to rid
human life of violence. . . . But
we are only one party to the
dispute. . . . Would those who
accuse us of force and violenee
agree to abide peacefully to the
majorily decision of; thie toun
shoul it choose to junk capi

ism for Socialism? . . . I think
they were asked that, but the
haven't answered. . . . Well,
would they? . .. In the absence
of a clear-cut answer from them
that they would not pull a Hitler
on us at the cerucial tiine, or at
Jeast try to. we can only speak
for ourselves. . . . Theretore, to
nake it appear, xnilaterally. that
a peacetul transition to Sm.-m!is:m
in our country might actuaily
oceur is only to delude ourselves
and others, with pretty Maytime
dav-dreaming. . . .

But friends of all maimer of
opinions, let us go to work. . .,
Otherwise we shall never reach
the stage when the question of
yeacetul transition or no, curtail-
ed civil liberties tor the enemy or
not, will be maore than just mere
speculation. . . . Life itself will
ANSWer many guestions we can-
ers with our gentle words. . . »

One more thonght, . o . And
let us wot decapitate Jjl our lead-
ers with our gentle words. .
Thev are not really more wormy
than we. . . . (We're all in the
wane boat. . ..} But, together., we
he able to become clean

* e

Ill-i:
and stiongg.—ALS.
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American

Heritage
Editor, Daily Worker:

A detter-wiiter says: “Consti-
tutional  Comnimnists  ave  fine,
heing radicals in the American
tradition.”

Which American radicals las
he in mind? Eugene V. Debs,
Willion 13 Havwoed,  Albert
Parsons.  John Brown, William
Liowd Garricon, Demnark Ve-
sev,  Daniel  Shavs,  Samuel
Adann?

AMivhe “moderate”  Sociadists
like Berger or Hillquit? But Ber-
ger said: “We'll back our ballots
with our bullets.” And Hillguit
said: “We'll fight like tigers on
the barricades.” Both answering
e question: what to do il the
workers” road is finally blocked
by capitalist resistance.

The raiders at Harpers Ferry,
the conductors of the Under-
ground Railwav, the Parkers who
harbored  higitive  slaves  and
rllill'llt‘(l them sword or gun in

randd against duly invested agents

of federal authority, the slaves
themselves, were breaking laws
made by Congress, nullified de-
crees of the Supreme  Conrt,
Garrison  publicly burned the
Constitution as a “covenant with
death, a compromise with hell.”

The embattled farmers at Con-
cord bridge. whose shot rang
rotmd the world, opened fire on
soldiers of constituted  govern-
ment, phing their ]al\\'hﬁ duty,
The soldiers’ epitaph savs: “They
came three thousand miles and
died, to keep the past upon its
throne . . ." but that “past” was
all the coustitutional government
the farmers had, and they struck
it down!

The blood of abolitionists,
rebel and runaway slaves, count-
less martyis of labor, and em-
battled farmers of colonial times,
Hows in our American veins,
andl, makes us Kkin to people
evervwhere  who  have  risen
against outworn law.,

The capitalists have shot us
for demanding a higher wage. a
shorter day. If current crystal
gazing vwveils an Apocalypse in
which they do not shoot us for
demanding all that they possess,
must we no longer nowrish and
nerve ourselves with our fathers'

~ heroic tradition?

They fought under this sign:
Law was made for man, not man
for Taw! We shall be ill-advised
to trade their heritage for Polly-
a1ina pipe-dreams,

ED\‘.:ARD FITZGERALD
- L ]

Will Soon Show
Pious Critics
Editor, Daily Worker:

The Tribune, Times, Post and
other papers too numerous to
mention, are bringing all their'
heavy artillery, ml]’o way ‘oft!

-+ editorials, - cartoons, columnists,

quips, etc., to bear npon the
Left in its hour of political revela-
tion and misfortune, as a result
of the publication and wide-
spread discussion of the Khrush-
chev attack on Stalin, One would
think. to hear them moralizing,
that they were as pure as the
driven snow, while we, were as
black as Erebus.

They tell us in effect to either
renounce our abominable dream
of socialism, since it has now
proven to be impossible, or take
the gas pipe. Well, for their in-
formation. we are not going to
abandgn the hLope of socialism
and ';l&\(‘ the gas pipe ol capital-
ism. We mav be errant but we
are not complete fools. And fur-
thermore, il the free give and
tuke of such an innovation as
Speak Your Piece goes on, we
will not only set an example for
these pious ceritics but we will
also, and belore many wmore
maoans  have passed, build the
fonndation of a solid and endur-
ing political structure, with an
outstanding corer stone of Civil
Liberties. Aud this will be built
il at all, precisely becanse we
Lave taken to heart and nind
our past mistakes and are now
determined that no obstacle shall
stand in the way of a bigger and
a better socialism.

Over 40 years clapsed, tollow-
ing the American Revolution, be-
fore our peaple as a whole
sumpled the dish now known as
Civil Liberties. And over 300
vears have elapsed, since  the
first Negro shave was bronght to

these  shores  in chains,  Has
Tartufe torgotten?-H. P,
[ ] L ] [ ]

Says Right and Wrong
Often Not the Issue
Editor, Daily Worker:

This correspondent-has on oc-
casion been critical of D. W.'s
policy of subservience to Rus-
sizt. He has said he Telt that your
policv lent color to the charge
that American Communists took
orders from  Russia. However,
now that yvon have been blasted
ont of vour complacency, there
is no need to go to the other
extreme. [ suggest  that you
ponder Herbert Aptheker's letter
siving “proper therapy requires
accnrate diagnosis.”

Analvsis. not hysterical emo-
tionalism, is called for. A prime
example ol how not to do it, is,
in miy opinion. given us by How-
ard Fast in this issue, “ ., 1
accepted all else that T have
emnucraled as a neecessily ol so-
cialism. This T can never accept
again never again can 1 aceept
as a just practice under social-
ism that which 1 know to be
nnjust.”

Do tell! He returns o what
Le learned at Mother's knee, that
God enables us to distinguish
between “right™ and “wrong™ and
that our whole duty is to line up
on the side of the angels.

I thought Communists looked
at the world with clear eves,
faced the lact that “right” as op-
posed 1o “wrong” was often not
the issne, that it was often “shall
we hurt him. or let him hurt us.”
Shakespeare. three hundred years
Ago put it in a nut shell.

“And you must be resolved

That what you cannot as you
would achieve

You must perforce accomplish
A% you may.”

In my opinion Khrushchev
showed a proper revulsion to
Stalin’s  excesses, upheld the

proper ideals, yet never lost
sight of the grim choice that
face those who would realize
ideals in a world where nature’s
law seems to be “eat or be
eaten.”
—A NON-PARTY READER
P.S.—Howard Fast may be
mixed up but he’s head and
shoulders above me when it
comes to guty. I'm 68 years old
:nd havle taken my share of
nocks. ‘1 propose to.put in.my.
) ﬁhmor'hnrymidmhg;l
the sun, pot as & mantyx,.

.
e
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SPEAK YOUR PIECE

Let’s Cut Out Detours,
Keep the Proven Heart

Editor, Daily Worker:

Please! There is a difference
between being self-critical and
being completely abject in an
uncritical way. Herbert Aptheker
expresses this well (June 12).
The editorial (June 7) can only
excite ridicule among our en-
emies and scornful rejection
among our friends.

So we made errors, bad errors.
As did the Party in the USSR.
Nevertheless the: Party in the
USSR attracted and held many
of the best people because they
knew this was J:e road to peace
and people’s justice. Even if it
went off on the most horrible de-
tours, the road was being built
from both ends, from the middle,
by the people, and the detours
are being climinated.

It's the same here. Let’s cut
out the detours 1) uncritical ac-
ceptance of dogma, 2) sectaria-
ism; bureauncracy, 3) the leader-
ship that fell for this. But Jet’s

not cut out the heart of the
Commumist  program: working
class control, racial equality,

democracy and peace.
Communism has received the
most tremendous publicity from
the capitalists who tax and take,
that it is for racial egnality, and
now too they begin to learn that
Comnmumism is for peace in spite
ol the blather of Dulles and Co.
Above all they begin to see that
power is with the people.—A.T.
. L] L

Says Weiss, Critics Too
Abstract on Liberlies Debate

CHICACO, JLL.
Editor, Daily Worker:

The central weakness in Max
Weiss' essav on “civil liberties
under  socialism,” and equally,
of the critics of his position, is
that neither one takes as the
starting point the flesh and blood
ot the decisive struggle in the
United States today for the pre-
servation and extension of bour-
geois democratic rights.

While Weiss (in my opinion)
dealt in too abstract specnlation
about what the shape of the fu-
ture might be, his critics answer
with a barrage of quotations
from Lenin, based upon relations
ol forces existing thirty and fort
vears ago. It is m untk'rslaulz
mg of Leninism that it always
takes into consideration the con-
crete historical setting, time and
place. To wunderstand and ap-
ply the deep lessons ol Lenin-
requires more than a me-

isin

chanical repetition of a quo-
tation, tuken out of historical
context,

IU's time we learn that Marx-
ism requires more than a good
memory for learning quotations
by heart,

Every  greal  Marxist, [rom
Maix to Lenin and Dimitrofl, has
stressed the importance of the
working class ﬁg‘:tiug every inch
of the way to realize to the full-
est extent possible the promises
of bowrgeois democratic rights,
for the very reason that working
class democracy is the extension
ol these limited freedoms o a
qualitatively higher level of free-
Jmn for the masses of people.

Today, when a section of the
bourgeoisie has abandoned and
tured against the achievements
of the bourgeois democratic rev-
olution, and is keeping a new,
dictatorial form of cfﬂss tule, the
struggle for these rights, as em-
bodied in the Constitution and
the Bill of Rights, must become
the heart of the effort to create
a new democratic coalition led
by the working class. The new,
ominous offensive today of Brow-
nell, Walter, McCarthy, and
Eastland against the Bill of
Rights, the 13th, 14th, and 15th
Amendments, and the Supreme
Court (an instrument of the
bourgeois state), proves this to
be no abstract questien.

Both Weiss and his critics are
unwittingly leading us away: frem
the reslitics of the foe
bourgeeis democraey -

Dally Werker aaly ...,
el
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so doing, they are obscuring the
road to finding, in life, the answer
to the questions now being so
hotly (and abstractly) debated.
A discussion and study of how
to develop a people’s struggle to
reservé and extend the Bill of
Eighls would be more fruitful
than speculation on the the prog
and cons of “constitutional so-
cialism.” The outcome of the
present struggle for democratic
rights will deterhnine whether so-
cialism can be peacefully achiev-
ed by a majority of the American
people, or whether lascist reac-
tion succeeds in deslroyin& the
right of the majority to deter-
mine the destiny of our country.

The Party needs a deep, self-
critical review of its role and

. leadership in this decisive arena

of struggle. Unless we do this
now, we may lose the golden op-
portunity of giving a lead to the
American people in this hour of
decision.—R. C,

L L] °

Says D. W. Writers
Too Critical of Khrushchev

BOSTON, MASS.
Editor, Daily Worker:

Yes, there hLave been seri-
ous mistakes in the SU not dis-
closed by Comnumists until now,
and the secret Klirshehiev re-
port in its State Departinent
version is not pleasant reading,
But there scems to be develop-
in? a tendency to be overly eriti-
cal of the very people who are
exposing and correcting the er-
rors of  Stalin.  Doubtless the
whole story of error and horrog
is not known vet, and those who
are exposing the mess deserve
commendation, not censure and
suspicion,

When we read of men convict-
ed as accomplices in the crime in
K's 1eport heing executed, 1 sa
good! And let’s hope they don't
abolish the death penalty uuntil
they get them all. My stomach
does not turn over like Howard
Fast’s, who sces iil;& only “the
madness of vengeange and coun-
ter vengeance, of shispicion and
counter suspicion.” Ounly if K's
report is merely to he equated
against Stalin’s errors as some-
thing equally pernicions  could
I take such an attitude.

Fast seems Lo spell out in more
eloguent words the same attitude
of other DW staff writers who
have hecome so highly critical,
Some are presumptuons,  The
facts are not all in yvet, but they
are trying to tell us just what the
SuU .\hmlﬁl do about everything,
how to avoid future errors in that
country, what laws to pass, what
laws to repeal, ete. They sound
like a bunch of chattering birds,

I suggest such Huent Marxists
nse their talents in the interna-
tional scene to better advantage
and accept this challenge: Let's
see them go through Stalin's
works and identily the basic er-
rors and then compare notes with
scholars of the Marx-Engels-
Lenin institute when they an-
nonnce their findings in days to
come.

K's reporl gives me renewed
faith in the SU. I regret the sad
and bad news therein, but the

exposure is good news,
-BOSTON COMMON

L] L] L ]
Questions
Editor, Daily Worker:

Who is A. A. Heller that he
may write u letter of over 1,000
words while we are restricted to
3007 And who is 1. F. Stone

that so much is written about
his opinons?—A.L.
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