. SPEAK YOUR PIECE

Jet's Think and

Say What We Mean
Bauitimore.

Editor, Daily Worker:

On June 3 Max Cordon ex-
amined the phrase “dictatorship
of the proletariat.” Certainly it
would be better 1o just cali it
“working class rule.” But let’s
not get tied to any particular
phrase or expression. There are
a lot of warvs to iell someone
what it would mean to have the
workingmen and  women  run-
ning the govemment for their
awni benefit.

Soimne high-lalutin® memorized
slogans have been used in place
ol ordinary common sense. We
still talk tov much about “petty-
bourgeois ideology” when we
shoild he talking about middle-
class  thinking:  and too many
people call big business, “the big
honrgeoisie.”

VMany ferms Engels used in his
earliest  translalions  of  Marx
seemed o have stuck i our con-
vErsation like passwords between
lodge brothers, bt they have no
meaning at all to the average
American workingman or wom-
an, Let’s stop wing a ditterent
hinguage,  Let’s sav what we
mewi, let’s think what we mean
and det's sav at like ordinury
waorking peeple,

And “hero-wonhip” is easier to
andentand than “calt ol the in-
dividual”

BOY WOOD,
L] L] L ]

Better Organization

Of Discussion Urged
BRONX

Editor, Duilv Worker:

Mav T oHer a lew comments
ang) @ suggestion,

I. More  discussion of  “Pro-
letwian  Revolution  and  the
Bevegade  Kantshv” will better
prepare us lor the essential job
ol cxplaining why class content
iy e important than  the
the  words “dictatorship”™  and
“democracy.” But 1 think many
miss an equally important point

advanced by NMax Weiss:  the
concrele world  sitvation has
changed, Loaorably to us, and

one conercle force we deal with
is the basic beliel of the Ameri-
cm people in the Constitution.

2. Herbert Aptheker was in
my opinion justified in correct-
ing some ol the weakiesses in
the Dailv’s  editorial on  the
Khrushehev's secret report. Bt
I vegret that his remarks prob-
ably obsewred @ maceh more im-
portant consideration. the abso-
Inte necessity for such an edi-
tonial —even with defects,

3. Arecent correspondent ob-
jected to the Dennis report as

being, among other things, too
sketchy.
And I wouid add that it is
astounding to find nothing at ail
in such a report conceminﬁ_ the
actual organizational condition
of our Party.

" My suggestion is that, insofar as
possible, the forthcoming articles
from our leadership not only in-
chide the dissenting opinions but
be published in an organjzed
fashion. Conflicting opinions
shonld be presented in the same
ivsue, and that issue, should if
nosgible include also relevant
contributions  from readers.
Otherwise we shall all be con-
fronted with a clipping and «r-
ranging job that should not be
necessary;  clipping should be
enough!

STANLEY ARCIIER.

The Icadership
Is Laggin
BENE CHICAGO.
Editor, Daily Worker:

i have just fiuished rereading
the Khrushchey report of the
closed session, It left me with a
sick lteeling. However, my re-
,\_p«_m:\iliilitiwi for that sector of
the ftight for socialism are only
secondary. It looks to me as it
the Soviet €. P. is well on the
wav o cleaning its own house
and accelerating the drive for-
ward toward Communism, Sad-
dening as the revelations are to
any feeling person, they cannot
be allowed o clond over the
main picture. The USSR, is a
Sociahist country, It is correcting
its errors, 1t is moving forward
i a correct direction.

It is time that we American
Caommunists did the same thing.
Corect—OUR errmrs, clean our
own house and  straighten ont
our own policies; and  perl®ps
even at the expense of the jobs
of some ol our own
trenched Jeadership. 1 say leader-
ship becanse it is their official
title. Misleadership wonld  be
more acenrate il we are to judge
by some of the mistakes we are
now  examining. From what |
read in the Worker and  the
Daily.  the majority  of  these
leaders don't secm to have really
learned their lessons in the past
10 or 20 vears that they have
held office.

We e now coming to the
conclusion that some of our
major policies of the past 10 or
I35 vewrs were in error.

Our postwar estimates of a
coming depression (right away)
were lﬁ)\'inm‘lv and incontestubly
wrong. From this stemmed all
manner of mistakes. Our work
in the labor movement, our part
in - making the MNarshall Plan
grounds for a split in the CIO,
our estimate of the war danger.

1 believe she is right.

well en-*

Prior to this was the wartime |
error of again misjudging cap-
italism. (We called our mistakes
“Browderism” then).

Prior to this was our estimale
of the war as strictly imperialist
(umtil  the day the U.S.S.R.
was attacked).

1 might add that in general a
Jook at our policies and programs
of the past Eeriods oes not
encourage confidence in the wis-
dom of our leadership.

It was our responsibility as
members of the CPUSA to cor-
rect these policies and when
necessary change the leadership.
To suggest this was often called
“Rank- and Fileism,” “Anti-
Jeadership™ ele.

We have distorted our demo-
cratic centralism. We have had
the centralism  without the
democracy. We discussed pre-
digested, mnanimously approved
national  committee  reports.
True, none of us was shot as
“enemies of the people” but
there was always lLe threat of
expulsion as “enemies of the
working class” it we differed too
sharply. Many good Communists
dropped ont under these cir-
cumstances. Some were kicked
out (and were uot phonies or
stool pigeons either).

And now what is happening.
We have a good discussion going
in the Worker wnd in the Party

L

on what's heen wrong and how
to move forward correctly, I've
read more gomd letters in the
Just three months than I've seen
im 6 yvears i the YCL and 15
vears in the Party. The sugges-
tions from the long uuheard
Rank and File are for the most
part good. 1 hope to see a lot
of these Comrades al the con-
vention,

But the leadership scems to
be still following the pattern of
manimous reports handed down
lromn above (Dennis’, for exam-
ample). new  policies  projected
Irom above without prior dis-
cussion or convention approvil
(for example, Mae Weiss' policy
on peacelul change to socialism
being in the cards here), These
leadership methods MUST BE
CHANCGED. Many of our lead-
ership have lost contact with onr
membership,  the  American
working ciass, and in fact, real-
ityv. Muany  hiave become  first
class burcancerats, These should
be relieved of their heavy re-
sponsibilities as leaders and per-
mitted to relresh their contacts
with the working class at the
point of production, to demon-
strate their abilities as Worker
silesmen and  shop-club  build-
ers. This must be the real pre-
requisite tor  their "l'ehul)i\ihl-
tion” not just breast - beating
conlessions ob past errors, Let

COAST ‘PEOPLI

ANSWERS SON

The following editorial en-
titled, “A Renly to Critics,” ap-
peared in the People’s World of
San Francisco, on June 18:

[ ] [ ] [ ]

By correspondence and word of

mouth some readers have disputed
the wisdom of publishing the text
of Nikita Khrushchev' speech on
Stalin, as released by the State De-
partment.

Our editorial comment on the

Khrushchev text has also been
challenged.

Two principal questions have‘

been posed:

® Was it proper to publish a

document which the State Depart-
ment obviously released to further
its own ends?

® Did not our editorial continue

an old vice in a new form b
uncritically accepting what Khrush-
chev is suppo
as in past years there was an uncrit-
ic
Stalin and other Soviet spokes-
men?

to have said, just

acceptance of declarations by

We published the text hecause,

to us, it seemed authentic. (By now
that is an academic issue, because
it the document was not authentic
then the Soviet government has
‘had more than ample time to ex-
pose it as a forgery or a distortion.)

Whether one agrees or disagrees

e o

vs adopt a principle of rotatin

some of onr leadership eac

vear. It Stalin bad been votated
some of the U.S.S.R. troubles
might have been avoided. They
would not have been worse.
Diito with Browder here. Let's
not have a vepetition of Central-
ism with no democracy. Ouly
real party democracy now and
in the tnture is the guarantee of
avoiding the type of errors we
have made in the past and cor-
reclting those we may make in
the luture. =M.

Asks Airing of
Differences
Fditor, Daily Worker:

I have learned that ditferences
exist between  Joseph  Starobin
and other Marxists on  various
aspects of ¢urrent poliey.,

Since these differences have
not been aired, and apparentl
there is no thought that r.'mK

and file opimion might aid in a
correel resolution of the differ-
ances, T supose I'll have to wait
until Henry Schwartz, or some
other “expert,” writes an expose
on the diflerences, giving me

the opportumity of learning what |
they are and giving me the pos- |
sibility of forming my own judge-
mes, . C
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