THE PRESS AND THE CONVENTION . .

PRESS REACTIONS to the

recent  Communist  Party con-
vention seem to be of three
types.

First, there is the liberal New
York Post which maintains that
it is “ab
surd” to pre-
tend that
nothing real-
ly happened™
at the <con- §
vention; that
it is  “mad-
ness’ 1o “min-
imize the
news” of the
party’s  inde-
pendence,

Second, a number of papers
consider it their duly to con-
vince their readers that the news
stories carried by these same pa-
pers on the convention di(rl;l't
really tell the truth and that
nothing new occurred.

The Providence (R.1.) Jour-
nal wants its readers to know
for example that “the U. S.
Reds egp!icitly retained their
devotion” to the “American
“elass ‘struggle.” Now,

-

what do

you know!

The paper goes on to proclaim
that the “American people re-
main unconvinced that this per-
formance wmieans any real
change in the status of the U.S.
Communist Party” in its rela-
tions with Moscow. If the peo-
ple are unconvinced, why the
need for so many editorials to
unconvince them?

Or Newsday (Long Island N.Y.)
says that by muaking changes,
“the Communists not only con-
tinue to exist but make them-
selves stronger, They will be
tougher to deal with because
they will be shifting their feet
to meet changing situations in
this country. The wolf has de-
cided to put on sheep’s cloth-
inf. Let none be fooled by this
false face of independence.”

Likewise, the Wall St. Jour-
nal asks, if you wanted to pre-
tend that you were ind -
ent, “what would you do?” And
the answer the W.S.]. gives is
that you would do exactly what
the convention did. Presumably,
if you sincerely wanted to be in-
depéndent] you' would do the

opposite,
; L ]

WHICH BRINGS us to a
third set of reactions. This is a
grudging admission that some-
thing quite big happened at
counvention bul an insistence
that the Communist Party still
must pass varions “tests.”

The New York Times, for ex-
ample, says the Parly ymust now
abandon the 1runcf1§t of the
“dictatorship of the proletariat.”
The Communists, by the way,
voted to re-examine this concept
in the light of American condi-
tions—what this re-examination
will result in T do not know, hut
I doubt whether it will make
the Times happy because it will
not be done with that in mind,
It is not enough, says the Times,
to interpret scientific socialism
independently, the Communists
must renounce it altogether. I
would say there is as much
chance of that happening as
there is of the Times renounc-
ing capitalism. -

Another in the

further “tests”

that
, the
ists is' Roscoe Drus

- posing for the .
“tests” are in order  dom

mond, Washington colummist of
the New York Herald Tribune.
He writes that “it would be
short-sighted as well as inaccu-
rate to say that the Communist
Party” can never free itself
from what he calls “Moscow
control.” But he “wouldn’t ac-
cept the Communist Party'’s
own say-so that the event has
already tuken place.” He says
the party has not yet hecome
independent, that it has “on]z
‘resolved’ that it might do so.
(He ignores the independent po-
sition which the party took at
the time of the events in Poland
and Hungary—a position which,
incidentally, was independent of
the position of the Herald-Trib-
une too,)

*
ONE THING is evident

from all the press comments on <

the Communist convention— the
party evidently is still very
much alive,

I must add, however, how

- ing I find these “tests”
which

someone is always pro-
_ Communists. ‘1
agree somé
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at this point—but of quite an-
other kind.

To chart an effective Ameri-
can path to socialism, does, in
fact, call for independence of
judgment. But let me ask of the
New York Times and of Ros-
coe Drummond in the H-T: are
the Smith Act arrests and the
McCarran Act prosecutions and
all the other forms of McCar-
thyite repression calculated to
produce “independent thinking?”

Are ison sentences for
books, thoughts and discussion
outlines the way to achieve in-
dependent judgment? Is thought-
control the way to free-thinking?

Let those newspapers which
either deny that the Commu-
nists are independent or who ad-
mit they are but say not suffici-
ently so, pass this test—let them

IR concern for in-
m«ll,um for the Commu-
nists by coming out squarely
against the Smith and McCar-
ran Act prosecutions and other
police-state type of rﬁeﬁm .
caleulated to destroy all free--
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