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The Indictment
T 0T Btalin

by V. B. Karnik

HE truth about Stalin and his regiine, that
A Khrushchev revealed in his speech at a secret ses-
sion of the twentieth congress of the Communist Party
‘of the Soviet Union, was not unknown to serious and
disinterested students . of communism and Soviet
affairs. A number of books, treatises and articles have
appeared during the last two decades giving first hand
accounts of the terror and brutal violence that raged
und‘é;' Stalin.. Communists and fellow-travellers, how-
syar. denotinced ' - f)ublications as capitalist and

_.ganda. In other circles also there

was a wiiuéncy to disregard and disbelieve them.
But-Khrushchev has outwitted all these friends and
admirers and dupes of Stalin. His speech has revealed
that all the charges that had been made during the
last twenty years against Stalin and his regime were
more than true. He has in fact added a few more
details to the sordid story of Stalin’s crimes and made
it all the more shocking and reprehensible. There can
be no dispute now about the real character of that
vicious tyrant and of the rule that he imposed upon
the Russian people.

Stalin, who for over twenty years was hailed
throughout the communist world as a sort of a
demi-god, a king of kings, is revealed after
Khrushchev’s disclosures as one of the most revolting
figures of history. According to Khrushchev, Stalin
was a cruel and mean despot who sent hundreds of
innocent persons, including his close associates, to the
gallows and to prisons and concentration camps. He
was suspicious of all. He saw everywhere and in
everything “enemies,” “two-facers” and “spies”. He
was responsible for securing confessions through in-
human tortures. He used to fabricate evidence to
secure convictions. He killed over seventy per-
cent of the elected members of the Central Committee

¢ the party within a year of their election. He liqui-
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dated whole ethnic'groups like those of the'Chechens
and the Ingushes. He was thinking of andther blood-
bath just before his death. He concentrated all power
.in his own hands and did not allow party committees
and other organs to function. He falsified party
history in order to glorify his own role and work.
Khrushchev has also torn to shreds the legend about
the military genius of Stalin. He blames Stalin for
the lack of preparations when Hitler attacked Russia.
Warnings had been given to him of the impending
attack, but out of foolishness and lack of foresight he
BY
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War to the hilt between Communism and Capita-~
lism is inevitable. Today, of course, we are not
strong enough to attack. Our time will come in
twenty or thirty years. The bourgeoisie will have
to be put to sleep, so we will begin by launching.
the most spectacular peace movement on record.
There will be electrifying overtones and unheard-
of concessions. The capitalist countries, stupid,s
rand decadent, will rejoice to cooperate in their”
own destruction. They will leap at another
chance to be friends. As soon as their guard is
down we shall smash them with our clenched fist.
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ignored them. Khrushchev holds him responsible
for the judicial murders of Marshal Tuckachevsky and
other leading officers of the Army. During the war
Stalin played no role in the direction of operations.
He merely appropriated to himself the victories won’
by the military leaders and other organisers. He was
responsible for the break with Tito and had boasted,
Khrushchev tells, “I will shake my little finger and
there will be no more Tito.” Marshal Tito, the leader
of Yugoslavia, is still alive and kicking, while Stalin
lies in the mud kicked and spat upon by his close
associates.

To the communists and fellow-travellers these reve-
lations made by Khrushchev came as a bolt from the
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_bluei He cruelly desiroyed by his speech the God
that they had worshipped for over twenty years. The
God' was s?:n%ed of ' his “maritle of benevolence and
omniscience and exposed before the eyes of the world
as a mean and capricious tyrant who played havoc
with the life and wellbeing of millions of Russians.

It was indeed a cruel blow and it is yet to be seen .

" how the international ~communist movement will
survive it.

The communists have made no secret of the con-
fusion and bewilderment that the Khrushchev speech
has caused in their ranks. Senor Togliatti, the leader
of the Italian Communist Party, has stated in his
well-known interview: “The criticisms of Stalin made
at the Twentieth Congress, coming for the most part
unexpectedly, certainly hit the leadership of the
Communist Movement and also to a lesser extent, the
masses behind it....among them there was not only
surprise. There was also sorrow, and here and there
bewilderment.” The resolution of the Central Com-
mittee of the Communist Party of India also states
that “the facts mentioned in the report have come as
a great shock to communists and to millions of pro-
gressive people all over the world.” It also spehks
of the bewilderment caused amongst the masses.

The method that Khrushchey and other leaders of
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union chose for
making the revelations is significant. They did not
give any previous intimation of the facts that they
were going to make public to the leaders of the com-
munist parties of other countries. Even after the re-

port was made no copies were made available to the~

leaders of the so-called fraternal parties. They and
. the communists in" general had to turn to what they
call “enemy sources” for the speech as it was made.
Even now no authoritative version of the speech is
published. This shows the scant respect that the
Soviet rulers pay to the communist parties of other
countries. They are merely regarded as tools and it
is taken for granted that whatever is propounded in
Moscow will be ultimately accepted.

_Communist parties of various countries have not
disappointed this expectation of Moscow. Initially,
there was a lot of dissent and some plain speaking.
The Italian communist leader, Palmiro Togliatti led
the way. The British, the French and the American
communist parties followed. Tt became necessary for
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union to get to-
gether a meeting of its Central Committee. The
Committee met and adopted a decree giving
gome sort of an explanation about the rise and growth
of Stalin’s tyranny. The publication of the decree
has stilled the dissent. All communist parties have
dutifully accepted the explanation and ranged them-
selves behind their new leaders. The discipline that
was shaken for some. time has been re-established.
But one cannot be sure that the faith has re-
turned. The faith that is once shaken cannot
be reestablished so soon and in the same measure.

This is very clear from the reactions of some of the
fellow-travelling writers and thinkers. The most ex-
plicit has been the reaction of the American novelist,
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Howard Fast. In his article in New York Daily
Worker, Fast writes about the Khrushchev report: “It
is a strange and awful document, perhaps without
parallel in history; and one must face the fact that it
itemises a record of barbarism and paranoic blood-
lust that will be a lasting and shameful memory to
civilized man.” Expecting ‘that the document itself
would be a warning of the monstrous dangers in-
herent in secret and dictatorial gdvernment’, he
writes: “I, for one, looked hopefully but vainly at the
end of the document for a pledge that the last execu-
tion has taken place on the Soviet soil. I looked for a
pledge of civil rights, for the sacred right of habeas
corpus, of public appeal to higher courts, of final judg-
ment by one’s peers rather than by professional
judges.” But his expectation was not fulfilled. - He
writes with deep sorrow: “Instead, I learned that three
more executions have been announced from the Soviet
Union, and my stomach turned over with the blood-

letting, with the madness of vengeance and counter-y

vengeance, of suspicion and counter-suspicion.” An-
nouncing himself a friend as well as a severe and
implacable critic of Soviet Russia, he concludes:

/

“Never again will I remain silent when I can recognise .

injustice—regardless of how that injustice is wrapped
in the dirty linen of expediency or necessity. Never
again will I fail to question, to demand proof.”
More significant is the reaction of the Indian
thinker, Adib, who writes every week in the Times of
India on Life and Letters. He is moved.by the
‘nightmare’ described by Khrushchev. He writes
“The ultimate horror of the spec.” ‘» which Mr. Khrv
shchev detailed the crimes of Stalin el
of the victims but in the silence of those w..c
ty long years knew what was happening and said
nothing.” He asserts: “A silent witness to a crime is
also an accomplice.” Raising the question how all
this happened he asks: “Could one man do it all by
himself? .... Was there nothing wrong in a system
under which there could be no whimper of protest
even in the face of so much cruelty?” Adib is not
satisfied by the slick answers which he says are design-
ed to “cover the ugliness rather than explain it.” He
is convinced that there must be ‘some social base on
which the superstructure of one-man rule raised itself
(Continued on page 10)
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Notes

Dissolution Of Peace Front

IT was recently reported that the Kremlin’s World
Peace Congress would be dissolved shortly. The
dissolution of the Congress was expected as a natural
corollary to developments in Russia since the Twen-
tieth Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union and the dissolution of the Cominform.

For many years now,sthe World Peace Congress
and its stooge-organisations like the Peace Councils
in India and the rest of the world have been thorough-
ly discredited as Communist Front organisations
i started with the design of roping in naive and inno-
cent people in the cobweb of the communist ideolo-
gical system. Fortunately, the real motivé of the
Peace .Councils was known before it was too, late and
-many an honest man was saved from their clutches.
It was no wonder, therefore, that Mr. Khrushchev was
recently reported to have admitted that the Peace

Councils throughout the world had failed to win over:

general mass of the people. When during Stalin’s
time, the Peace Councils failed to evoke satisfactory
response from the thinking people in the free world,
.the. Kremlin’s World Peace Congress sponsored a
system of awarding Stalin Peace Prizes to lure at least

,some astray individuals ‘in non-Cofmmunist countries,”

and these individuals, "whenever lured were publi-
cised in Communist papers in Russia and elsewhere
as the “great leaders” of the “people’s” peace move-
ment of the world. Actually, they were little known
even in their own respective countries. '

While referring to the Stalin Peace Prizes, Mr.
Khrushchev, in his “Report on Stalin” to the secret
session of the Russiart Communist Party said; “Let us
take the matter of the Stalin Peace Prize. Not even
the Czars created prizes which they named after
themselves. Many of these prizes were awarded to
his (Stalin’s) sycophants in Russia and abroad.” What
a tribute to Dr. Saifuddin Kitchlew and Major-Gene-
ral S. S. Sokhey the two Indian winners of the Stalin
Peace Prizes! The “tributes” are enough for them to
hang one’s head in shame.

Identity Of Ideals

R. MORAR]JI Desai, Chief Minister of Bombay,
while speaking at a meeting held to celebrate

the 180th American Independence Day on 4th July,
declared that mere material prosperity had never been
the dream of America. He stated that Americans
were “in fact pioneers of fostering a happy human
race based on absolute equality of opportunity. This
is the real American dream and not material prosper-
ity. It has been fulfilled to a large extent, though not
fully.” Proceeding, he observed that no country need
fear aggression from a nation which produced lead-

ers like Abraham Lincoln and George Washington.
Further, he said, that the American ideals were in no
way different from those pursued in India, and the
basic concept of socialism — equality of opportunity
— was also the same as that cherished by the United
States. These are undoubtedly high tributes to Ame-
rica and the American people, and the tributes are
well-deserved.

“Still” asks Mr. Desai, “when friends across the seas
criticise us, I wonder if they have forgotten their own
ideals.?”

It is obvious that here Mr. Desai has in view the
American uneasiness at India’s foreign policy. We
ourselves have often been critical of America when-
ever she has tried to soft-peddle her opposition to the
colonialism of some of the Western European nations.
But we will be reluctant to agree with Mr. Desai if
he choses to find fault with any one, who grows un-
easy at India’s foreign policy. We have no objection
to honest neutrality. But India’s foreign policy is
one-sided “neutrality”, it is heavily prejudiced in
favour of the Soviet Bloc on the chess-board of the
cold war. If a record of India’s alignments in inter-
national relations is made, it will be quite clear that
India has catered more to the interests of the commu-
nist world than of the free world. Even China’s rape
of Tibet was gulped in a complacency. In view
of these glaring facts it will be difficult to find fault
with America if she grows uneasy, at India’s foreign
policy. Yet, we have no -doubt .that Mr. - Desai’s
sentiments with regard to America and the American
people will go a long way in cementing happy rela-
tions between the two great countries.

“Thoughtless Statement”

WE agree with Mr. Purshottamdas Tandon, a
former Congress President, when, at Allahabad
some time ago, he expressed amazement at a reported
statement of the Congress President, Mr. U. N.
Dhebar, in which he had said that if people really
loved their Prime Minister they should not do any-
thing that he did not like. Mr. Tandon rightly said
that such a statement could be made only in a moment
of thoughtlessness, “I want the people to be indepen-
dent in thinking and not mere yes-men,” he stressed.

It is unfortunate that in our country today there
is tco much of unthinking obedience to the will of
the Prime Minister. We do not deny that our Prim=
Minister is a great man or that his sincerity to the
cause of the country is above question. Yet, as human
history has shown, great men and sincere men have
often committed mistakes and blunders, which have
cost humanity dearly. Even Gandhiji admitted
Himalayan blunders and was ever ready to be cor-
rected. And, as Mr. Tandon rightly points out, no-
body could say for Gandhiji what Mr. Dhebar has
said about Pandit Nehru.

An attitude such as that advocated by Mr. Dhebar
is bound to sow the seeds of totalitarianism in India.
“Eternal vigilance is the price of libertv.” Onlv an
effective application of that principle in our dailv lives
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can provide perennial safeguard for democracy. How-
ever great may be a national leader, his policies and
programmes need to be scrupulously watched and
even disapproved whenever they are likely to affect
people’s interests adversely. And the leader, if he
is a democrat, must always take the people into
confidence.

That the trend which Mr. Dhebar expressed is wide-
spread was prominently brought out last week in the
reactions of Congress parliamentarians to the speech
that Mr. C. D. Deshmukh made explaining the reasons
of his resignation. They expressed surprise that
Mr. Deshmukh should have launched a frontal attack
on Mr. Nehru “who symbolises the basic unity of the
nation.” At this rate it may not be long before it will
be said that any criticism of Mr. Nehru is an attack
on the unity of the nation. This is, indeed, a dange-
rous trend which needs to be vigorously combated.

The State As Educational Publisher

TWO announcements early in June refer to’'new
ventures in the world of publishing that promise a
fillip to the production and distribution of good books.
One relates to a Central Government plan to set up
a National Book Trust to encourage the production of
good literature and to make it available at moderate
prices to libraries, educational institutions and the
general public.

The Trust will publish the classical literature of
India, translations of famous books+ from- foreign
languages, translations of standard -books-from- one
Indian language to another, standard works of Indian
authors and standard books in the educational, artistic
and other fields of knowledge.

The Trust includes reproductions of Indian paint-
ings, sculptures and other art treasures within the
scope of its publications.

The Trust may also assist in the publication of ap-
proved books by universities, learned: societies, and
institutions. Regional Trusts may be constituted on
the same lines as the National Trust.

The second announcement relates to a Conference
in Madras of booksellers, publishers and wholesale
distributors hailing from South Indian States. The
Conference was held on the 9th and 10th June and
was inaugurated by the Madras Education Minister
Mr. Subramanyam. The stimulus for this conference
came from the Southern Indian Languages Book
Trust started last October with financial assistance
from the Ford Foundation of the U.S.A.

The conference decided on starting a Book Industry
Council to bring together all branches of the Industry
and organize a widespread distribution system for in-
creasing book sales and spreading the reading habit.

These proceedings and decisions of the conference
are evidence of the awakened consciousness of pub-
lishers and booksellers in regard to the new needs
of the vastly increasing reading public in the present
era of expanding literacy and schooling. Though the
Central Government’s plan for a National Book Trust
is commendable for its zeal and scope, it raises far-
reaching questions of democracy, for it proposes to
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enter the field of book publishing “in a big way,” to
use the Prime Minister’s words on a former occasion.

It is not healthy to have the State as a large pub-
lisher on its own. It is an unwelcome addition to the
eéver-increasing proliferation of bureaucracy. ~ The
administration of this Trust will give undue power
to the hands of officials and politicians in the selection
of books and the grant of patronage to authors and
translators. The selection of classics and the selec-
tion of particular works for large scale publication
by the State involve delicate questions of scholarship
and taste bgst:ﬁft to the free judgement of authors,
artists and publishers. :

It would®be a better plan for the Ceftral Govern-
ment to confine the scope ®f ‘the proposed National
Book Trust to that of giving grant-in-aid to publish-
ers and authors in cases where the market is not yet
ready to absorb standard works. The principles of
the grants-in-aid may be published and administered
by the Trust on the analogy of the practice in vogue
in regard to the universities and industries.

The State will then stimulate and maintain stand-
ards without becoming a trader and publisher on its *
own. This is a healthier practice freeing it from the
temptation of influencing thought in accordance with
the views of ruling groups or of patronisifig the not-
so-worthy among publishers and writers for extrane-
ous considerations.

Further, it will preserve a wide field for enterprise
and encourage the growth of a free and’varied re-
public of letters and arts establishing its own standards
of judgement. bR

Socialists In. Communist Jails

SREEDOM First published with its June issue a

" supplement giving the list of Trade Unionists and
Social Democrats in jail in Soviet Russia and other
Communist countries. It will be recalled that a simi-
lar list was presented by Mr. Gaitskell, the leader of
the British Labour Party, to Mr. Khrushchev, during |
the latter’s visit to Great Britain, to which his only *
reply was an angry outburst.

We are happy to note that a Labour Committee to
Release Imprisoned Trade Unionists and Democratic
Socialists has been formed in New York to continue
the agitation for the release of imprisoned Trade
Unionists and Social Democrats. The Committee has
received world-wide support. We are particularly
gratified to note that a number of important leaders
of the Indian,Trade Union Movement have joined
the Committee.

Two Centenaries

IN July were celebrated the birth centenaries of two
distinguished Indians. One was that of Loka-
manya Bal Gangadhar Tilak and the other of late
Mr. Gopal Ganesh Agarkar. The Tilak centenary
was celebrated as a national event owing to his long
association with the national movement and the pro-
minent part that he played in it. Leaders of all parties
paid him well-deserved tributes on the occasion.
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The other centenary was equally important. Agar-
kar died at an early age, long before the national
movement had assumed a mass character. His
role was difterent from that of Tilak. He did not
believe in mere political independence. He stood for
an all-round regeneration ot the country — social,
political and geconomic. In emphasising a rational
outiook and complete social equality he was far
ahead of his time. Now that independence has been

attained and a new socieiy is being developed, his,

teachings will prove of great significance.
Conformity In Excelsis *;

HAT elder statesman#Mr. C. Rajagopalachari, has

rendered a distinct sepvice by calling attention
to the waning influence of the Press today in India.
He poinis out that “after independence, patriotism
and public cooperation in India have swung to the
other end of the arc, and the Indian Press has gone
all out for praise and admiration leaving the Prime
Minister in a dangerous state of loneliness, for un-
*qualified adulation day in and day out is loneliness.”

Mr. Rajagopalachari stressed the benefit that “great
Governments derive from public criticism without
which they are bound to deieriorate in self-compla-
cency and unchecked self-will.” A free play of thought
and expression in public discussion is vital to the
health and vigour ot democracy. The value of an in-
dependent Press giving a lead to the country, in
addition to functioning as a forum- for-the ventilation

<of all shades of opinion, is all the greater today in
“view of “the weakness of opposition parties who are
divided into separate small self-interested groups.”

He notes sadly that “the daily Press which dat
present flourishes in a business sense is daily chiming
concord and approval and in all cases waits to form
an opinion until the Prime Minister indicates his own
and contributes little or nothing by way of criticism.”
“Papers now have lost the habit of criticism either of
the Government or of their small adversaries”. For a
democracy to be good, says C. R., “the Government
requires statesmen who educate and guide the people
and are not merely politicians occupied in conserving
their popularity for future power. Without guidance,
adult sutfrage and democracy based thereon, will con-
firm the worst fears of those Indians who opposed
the movement for independence.... The Press too
should not only aid at reflecting and forecasting
public opinion but should try to educate and give
‘guidance to the reading public.” ¢

We endorse the foregoing analysis of the present
state of the public Préess in the country as well as the
exposition of the essential role of the Press as a leader
of instructed opinion in a democracy.

Modern democracy functioning in large nation
states with populations running into tens of millions,
throws up new classes of politicians, newspaper and
periodical journalists and organisers of pressure
groups of various kinds who engage themselves in
meeting some need or other, legitimate and illegiti-
mate, of innumerable interests. A stable and progres-
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sive democracy needs the evolution of clear and well-
understood. codes of public conduct governing the
classes dealing with power in public life. Among
these the Press occupies a dominant place and has
great influence in developing an alert and informed
public opinion on questions affecting the welfare of
the nation. The Press has to evolve a tradition of
respect for truth irrespective of persons and coura-
geous impartiality in comment, eschewing the arts
of the demagogue characterised by the ancient prac-
tice of suppressio veri and suggestio falsi. Today
another factor in worsening the tone of public discus-
sion is the increasing prevalence of unscrupulous
methods such as tendentious reporting, criticism by
abusive epithet, slander, character assassination and
smear campaign. These motifs are being added to the
usual temptations of sensation-mongering to which
papers aspiring for large circulation are prone.

Mr. Rajagopalachari’s warning and advice are
timely. :

Aid with Rope Attached

Mr. Richard Nixon, U. S. Vice-President, observed
the other day that Soviet aid “is offered not with
strings but with a rope. And the recipient runs the
alm]c:’?t certain risk of having the rope tied around its
neck”.

As the man who successfully unmasked the Soviet
spy, Alger Hiss, despite patronage in the highest
places, Mr. Nixon is evidently a good student of
Marxism-Leninism, for the concept of aid with a rope
attached originates from none other than Lenin in
his Left Wing Communist: An Infantile Disorder
(reprinted in the Essentials of Leninism, Vol. II,
published by Lawrence & Wishart, 1947). Explain-
ing the true meaning of the United Front which he
advocated the Communist Party of Great Britain
should offer to the British Labour Party, Lenin then
wrote:

“I want with my vote to support Henderson in
the same way that the rope supports a hanged
man.
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The Guiity Men And Their System

by K. K. Sinha

AT the twentieth congress of the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union held in February 1956, three
years after Stalin’s death, a new chapter was opened
when Stalin was condemned by Khrushchev, the First
Secretary, and Mikoyan, an important leader of the
Parly. Following it, thousands of party propagandists
are today busy educating the membership in terms
of the speeches, namely, condemning the “cult of
personality” initiated by Stalin and resurrecting the
Leninist principles of collective leadership.

What can be the significance of this change, if
change it be? Does it mean that Russia’s leaders have
now undergone a profound change and, with time
passing, should become more acceptable to the rest of
the world, more dependable and trustworthy, and that
by this they have initiated a chain reaction of civilis-
ing influence operating on communist theory and
practice? Or, does it mean no essential departure
from the broad stream of communist practice?

It may be interesting to pose one or two questions
before going into the matter. If, as they declare, the
Russian leaders were too afraid to protest against the
behaviour and policies of Stalin, why then did the
non-Russian communists keep mum? What were
they afraid of? Now they come before us diitoing
Khrushchev and Mikoyan in the same fashion as does
the entire CPSU. Whatever they may say today, the
fact that they did not utter a single word against the
Stalin regime in Russia all these decades, although
their heads were relatively safe, only goes to prove to
the hilt that they are morally cowards or intellectually
duds or both. This is true not only of the Indian com-
munists but also of communists in other parts
of the world. '

The fact that communists are by nature authorita-
rian and subservient to Moscow is evidenced by yet
another phenomenon. Stalin was a Russian communist;
he was criticised in the Russian party congress.
Mikoyan declared it was an internal matter. Then
why should each national communist party rush to
declare its identity of views with those of the latest
of the Russian party? But they all did. This only
goes to show that a communist is not only intel-
lectually but also emotionally rivetted with his father-
image-Moscow.

Another question that is of crucial importance is:
If Stalin was such a bad fellow, then why did the
Russian leaders take such a long time as three years
to declare him in those terms? Why didn’t they do so
almost immediately after his death? Their plea has
been that they decided to do it “oradnally.”  Tf {hat
be so, then the Beria and the Malenkov episodes need
not be explained. These episodes indicate that Stalin
was not the only villain of the piece; there was struggle
for npower inside the party leadership even after

8

Stalin. Unless those skeletons from the cupboard are
fully brought out and pieced together, you should
not expect the world to believe that Stalin was a
megalomaniac and his competent lieutenants were
all chicken-hearted good souls, and that they were
mere involuntary instruments in the hands of blood-
thirsty Stalin in purging and liquidating their own
S&mx'ades whom they loved so dearly. Stalin may

11 have been what they have now chosen him to
describe, but these declaimers are no less guilty men.

The phenomena of Stalinist dictatorship riding
roughshod over Russian history for the last three
decades is too striking a fact to be missed or ignored.
But it was not only a dictatorship over the Russian
people but also over practically the entire world com-
munist movement. To condemn only one man for it
is itself too unmarxist an interpretation. There must
have been some ‘objective conditions’ to promote this
development. The entire Russian people may have
been historically conditioned for centuries to need a
dictatorship and may also have been forced by sheer
terror to accept it. But how do we explain the
voluntary acceptance of Stalin’s unbridled authority
by Indians, Italians, French, Germans, Englishmen,
Americaps etc: who are members of: the communist -
parties? Communism is frankly a systematised autho- .
ritarian doctrine. As a world movement it became the
organisational centre of attraction for all those persons
in every country who were essentially authoritarian in
character and needed such a doctrine and such a
party for their spiritual support. The iron-willed
Stalin, with the enormous totalitarian state-and party
behind him, suited the psychclogical need of such
persons for a father-image. Thus the ‘objective’
factors were ripe in the various communist parties to
accept the megalomaniac Stalin just as the German
fascists accepted their Hitler.

Thus the “cult of personality” is not a mere Stalinist
creation. It had the support of the communist ideo-
logy on the one hand and of the personality needs of
the individual communists on the other. Will the
communists now crusading against the cult dare
question their own selves and their ideology?

Here one would notice a very interesting pheno-
menon. Condemnation of the Stalin cult of personality
is going hand in hand with the resurrection of the so-
called Leninist principles. It is significant to note that
the present leaders could think of attacking “Great
Stalin” only with the aid of exciting the sentimewutal
emotions of the people about “Beloved Lenin.” A
simple intellectual presentation of the issues was con-
sidered insufficient to convince the ruled: it had to
be buttressed by an equal, if not greater, sanction of
emotional authority. In this emotional state of mind of
the party members, is it possible to expect a sober and
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scritical appraisal of the larger issues involved in

_ Stalin’s condemnation? What is rather more likely
to happen in the process is the transference of
loyalty from Stalin to Comrade X, the “Great Pupil
of Lenin.”

A close study of Lenin’s writings and actions would
indicate how.he shifted from a more or less liberal
attitude towards freedom of criticism within the
party in the earlier years of the revolution to an ulti-
mate dictatorial attitude suppressing’ criticism alto-
gether. Of course there still remained a substantial
degree of difference between Lenin’s form of dictator-
ship and Stalin’s personal dictatorship. Dictatorship
within the pdrty was however a logical corollary to the
theory of one-party dictatorship over the State. &

It is of no substantial consequence if the party
relies more on Lenin now than on Stalin; ideologically
there is not much of a difference. Lenin’s name is
being utilised only to help those who would other-
wise feel nervous and insecure in the absence of
Stalin as a hero, to find themselves a little at ease and
less shaken from within.

* The big question remains however, as to why the
CPSU leadership thought it proper to attack Stalin
personally .and at this particular time. Much of its
answer is veiled in mystery. One can only guess.
Possibly the series of purges initiated by Stalin had
seriously thinned the party cadre. Possibly the reign
of protracted terror and the consequent living on

_tenterhooks by most of the leading party .members.

were eating into their nerves, and they seriously wan-
ted to ‘have conditions where they could éase their
strained existence.” The vile struggle for power
launched immediately after Stalin’s death saw no
ending and this probably led each of the participants
even of opposing camps to realise that the Stalinist
heritage of ruthlessness in party strife must be ended
for the sgke of at least physical survival. Probably
Stalin in his later days had become really intolerable
and impossible even' to his closest (!) associates, as
Khrushchev has described, and yet they could not do
anything because Stalin was already glorified to an
unimaginable extent in the eyes of the people. The
present leaders took time firstly to agree among
themselves about the steps to be taken to deflate
Stalin and then to plan this dramatic action over a
long period of time, so that they could manage and
control the resultant reactions which were bound to
be of large dimensions and imponderable character.
Whatever may have been the motives of the leader-
ship, single or diverse, the point to untlerscore is that
while immediately the Party may be able to adjust
itself to this new psychological situation, the relation
of forces within the party and the emotional basis
created by the totalitarian cult of communism are
bound to generate conditions, in due course of time,
for the rise of yet another dictator, benevolent or
malevolent. 3
But the effect that will be created by this phqbno—
menon on the minds of the Russian people, namely, a
sense of intense shock and distrust, and consequently
anxiety, will be difficult to erase. The line of their
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reaction may be substantially simple. The closest
associates and disciples of the National Hero and
Saviour, Stalin, are now openly attacking their Guru
and Master on grounds more or less personal, not
during his life time but only after he has been safely
cremated, and criticising him for actions in which
each of them had fully participated. It is possible
that today the Russian people will not be able to ex-
press their minds publicly. Because of this fact their
anger and distrust for the regime will become more
embittered. How this bitterness and tension will be
expressed in the near future is difficult to guess at
present.

However, we are more interested to know what
effects this new turn in the CPSU will have in the com-
munist parties outside Russia. Here is an opportu-
nity for them individually as well as collectively to
review their past and examine their ideal pa.rt{ and
to consider if they will still follow the path blindly
that Lenin and Stalin carved out for the Russian party
in order to meet the situation that faced them and to
fit the facts with their theory, or exert their own
minds {o consider if there is yet another way to com-
munism. Or, will they even go farther and raise such
questions as to whether communism, meaning the
dictatorship of the party or the class, is at all a worth-
while ideal? They have begun to talk about the
“different ways to socialism” already, because the
CPSU has now “allowed” them to do so. But the
question s-whether they will do their own thinking
and let the members have the freedom to do so, or
they will still await for the Voice from Moscow. To
the extent that a process of rethinking and revaluation
takes place within the ranks of each communist party,
to that extent the condemnation of the cult of persona-
lity will be worthwhile. It is not only a question of
giving up Stalin as an idol but also of giving up Lenin
and Marx as objects of worship; in truth it is a question
of giving up idol-worship altogether and becoming
self-respecting, thinking individuals.
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The

Poznan Portent

by M. A. Venkata Rao

THE workers’ revolt in Poznan on the 28th of June
is a portent. It revealed as in a flash the lurid
conditions under which the “sovereign working class”
in the proletarian State of Poland live and the smoul-
dering discontent that agitates their hearts. The fierce
rjots also reveal the classic reaction of totalitarian
States® to the demand for betterment on the part
of citizens, (rather subjects more abject in condition
than any serf under feudalism). The State is shocked
that “Oliver” should have dared to ask for more. The
riots broke out after a delegation {o the Minister of
Auto and Tractor Industry, Mr. Julian Tokarsky in
Warsaw, returned disappointed after a week of nego-
tiation for improvement in wages and other living con-
ditions. The Minister has since been dismissed, but the
revolting workers were ruthlessly suppressed through
the usual argument of guns. The Government has
since admitted that there were real grounds for the
dissatisfaction of the workers. The Tribuna Ludu has
analysed the situation and traced the trouble to
the glaring gulf between “the words and deeds” of
the Communist Party. The workers have been disil-
lusioned by the bleak conditions of over-work, lower
wages in the terms of purchasing power and the scar-
city and high prices of essential consumer goods of

daily use so characteristic of Soviet economy since the

October Revolution. The last straw that broke the
camel’s-back was bread famine. The slogans shouted
and inscribed on posters and streamers related to
bread and freedom. The Catholic Church adds that
some strikers also added the word God on the
streamers. Perhaps they did, but the prime mover was
certainly the disappointment with the treatment
accorded to the workers in the communist paradise.
In addition to the economic factor the suppressed
nationalism of the Poles has contributed its own effect
to the general discontent. The Poles have always been
a people with a strong national self-consciousness,
owing to their checkered history, having been
often maltreated by neighbouring Powers who divid-
ed the country several times among themselves. The
present regime in Poland is completely under the heel
of Soviet Russia which rules the Poles through a
panel of puppets. The nationalist element has been

deepened by the retention to this day of around two
million Poles in the labour camps of Soviet Russia.
The dark deeds of massacring 10,000 Polish officers in
Katyn Wood’s and betraying the Warsaw rising with
the relieving Red Army within reach are still feeding
the fires of hatred and revenge in the national mind.
To these war-time horrors: S added the further bar-
barism perpetrated by the#authorities of separating
eight lakhs of children Jflj‘om their parenis whose
fate is still unknown to them.

This affords a general clue to the situation in
Poland and in the satellites as well. The governing
factor in it is the completeness of the economic inte-
gration between Poland and Soviet Russia which
makes the Poles no better than hewers of wood and
drawers of water for the Russian over-lords. This has
destroyed the old balance of industry and agriculture
in the land, one result of which has been the present
famine. The Soviet Pattern of Planning with its over-
whelming emphasis on heavy and armament indust-
ries, has had the inevitable result of starving the
country of consumer goods. Essential goods of every-
day use like clothing and shoes have become scarce and
cost fantastic sums beyond the reach of workers and
even of the new middle classes.

The regime is now facing a dilemma whether to
liberalise and conciliate or dig its toes in_ and
intensify the terrar. There are signs that the autho- _
rities are having two minds about allowing the new
freedom after Stalin’s dethronement to go too far.
But the new atmosphere has released forces making
for a dissolution of the whole dictatorial regime. The
people are fed up with rule by Moscow-supported
puppets. None of the declared goals of socialism and
communism, equality of income, equality in political
and social standmg, high and low, (considering each
other as comrades and brothers) ‘and the delectable
state of affairs in which contributions will be accepted
from all according to capacity and services will be
rendered to all in accordance with needs has come
true. In place of the promised heaven of a classless
society the workers find themselves fettered to their
factory and office with bonds as sirong as those which
bound the old serfs to the land. The trade unions can

curbed and “cabinned” mercilessly. The sore is no longer champion the workers' cause. They have
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Reactions To

Famous European thinkers and writers issued the
following statement on Poznan riots:

“When workers can no longer endure the condi-
tions under wlich they live, they resort to the strike,
and their right to strike is recognised in all free coun-
tries. It is the absence of this right in the Soviet
Empire — the USSR and,its satellites — which has
brought about in Poznan’the intervention of troops
and tanks against proteiﬁgg workers who are now
accused as criminals liable to capital punishment.

The undersigned declare their complete solidarity
with the victims of this bloody and terrible repres-
sion. They demand that no further executions take
place and that there be public trials in the presence
of witnesses who have tﬁe confidence of the demo-
cratic West. They protest against the transparent
and contemptible manoeuver by which workers. de-
manding their right to live are represented as foreign
Jagents,

They demand, moreover, that an international in-
quiry be organised so that the western world can be
informed of the most pressing needs of the Polish
working class and can bring relief to the workers as
quickly as possible.

nd, in particular, they urge democratic workers’

. orﬁani’saﬁonﬁ to make international arrangements for
a vast collection of funds so that these organisations
can demonstrate, with deeds as well as with words,

stheir solidarity with the workers of Poland.
Albert Camus, Karl Jaspers, Jeanne Hersch, Arthur

Koestler, Francoi Mauriac, Jean Rounault, Andre
Philip, Ignazio Silone, Stephen Spender, Manes
Sperber, Alexandre Weissberg-Cybulski.

¥

POZNAN. PORTENT — (from page 8)

°
. become whips in the hands of the rulers to goad them
' to, work harder for lower wages for creating the
distant heaven of socialism..

This is the condition of affairs in the Soviet empire
after Five Year Plans, for the implementation of
which the entire population was mobilised by unremit-
ting State propaganda aided by the secret Police and
the slave labour camps. The lands under the Soviet
empire have been described- as a “country of the blind
(taking a suggestion from the social imagination of
H. G. Wells) where people were taugljt not to notice
things that the regime does not want them to see.”
But the word used by our Vice-President Radha-
krishnan namely nightmare is more appropriate.
Everyone is afraid of everyone else in this nightmare
country or empire. Far from presenting a solid Front
of impregnable defence, the Soviet sphere (mandala)
is one of mutual distrust, want, fear and the conse-
quent disunity.

The heroic revolt of the Poznan workers has thus
highlighted the primacy of freedom as the
principle of social and political organisation. That
the principle of Freedom First and Freedom all the

Poznan Riots

The following is a statement on Poznan riots issued
by some prominent Indian writers, public men, journa-
lists and trade union leaders:

_The tragic events which took place in the industrial
city of Poznan have once again focussed attention on
the denial of ordinary human rights in countries be-
hind the Iron Curtain. Ordinarily, when workers are
dissatisfied with their conditions of life and work they
resort to strikes in order to express their protest and
voice their demands. But when, as in communist-
dominated countries, the right to strike is denied, the
workers” protest readily takes the form of a revolt
against the regime. :

The revolt of the workers of Poznan has now been
crushed with guns and tanks. Thousands of workers
have been arrested and a few have been reported to
be executed. Savage repression has been let loose
against workers and their friends. It is now clear
from the little information that is available that the
workers of Poland were long dissatisfied with their
conditions of life and work. And it is this dissatisfac-
tion which found expression in the riots of Poznan.

Keenly interested as we are in the struggles of toil-
ing: masses for bread and freedom, we declare our
solidarity with the workers of Poznan. We demand
that the repression that has been started against the
leaders of the workers be halted and that nobody
be punished or otherwise dealt with except after a
public judicial trial. ‘We protest against the use of
troops and tanks to put down what was originally an
ordinary demonstration of workers. We demand
justice and fair play for the workers of Poznan who
have by their brave protest thrown some revealing
light on the real conditions of workers in communist-
dominated countries.

Sophia Wadia, Founder President, All India P.E.N.
E. P. W. da Costa, Editor, Eastern Economist. M. R.
Masani. J. B. H. Wadia, Proprietor, Wadia Films.
Maniben Kara, Vice-President, Hind. Mazdoor Sabha.
D. P. Sethna, Solicitor. Laxman Shastri Joshi, Editor,
Hindu Dharma Kosh. H. R. Pardiwala, Bar-at-Law.
Philip Spratt, of Mysindia. B. R. Shenoy. George M.
Fernandes, Secretary, Transport & General Workers’
Union. Raman K. Desai. V. B. Karnik. P. Y. Desh-
pande, Marathi writer. Nissim Ezekiel, Editor,
Quest. K. Krishna Menon, Secretary, Praja. Socialist
Party. K. K. Sinha, Editor, Journal of River Valley
Projects. A. B. Shah. Adam Adil. Sudhir Hendre,
Editor, Ambassador. Venkata Rao.

time cannot be evaded with impunity is borne out by
the grim fact that after forty years of “Bread without
Freedom”, neither bread nor freedom, neither life nor
honour, have been secured for the common man in
the Soviet regime.

Truly the Poznan revolt is a portent to Sovietism
but a beacon of hope to those under its cruel yoke.
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THE INDICTMENT OF STALIN — (from page 2)

and he thinks ‘it is not difficult to locate the base’. “To
talk of historical necessity” he declares, “is to botch
the moral issue.” He asks: “Where is the calculus
to determine the degree of necessity? Can there be
any justification whatsoever for the murder of
innocent men?”

If fellow-travelling intellectuals will raise these
questions and press for their answers they will realise
that there is no place for them in the communist party
or wighin its periphery. Communism attracted them
by its vigorous protest against the iniquities of capita-
lism and by its promise of a free and equal society.
But on attaining power it established a totalitarian
State and gave birth to the monstrosity of Stalinism.
Through acts of faith they had so long closed their eyes
to what was happening in Soviet Russia. That faith
is no longer possible after the disclosures made by
Khrushchev.

In the long speech that he delivered Khrushchev
has not told the whole truth about Stalin and his
condemnation of Stalin’s methods is also half-hearted.
He has not condemned or disapproved methods that
Stalin adopted in the earlier part of his career to
crush his opponents like Trotsky, Zinoviev, Kamaney,
Bukharin and others. He does not utter a word of
protest against the brutal ‘and violent methods that
Stalin adopted for liquidating those opponents. What
Khrushchev disapproves is only the treatment that
Stalin met out in the latter part of his career to per-

sons belonging to his own faction. His argument is -
that at that particular period of tifme and in" that-

situation it was not necessary'to use those methods
against those persons. His objection is not to the
methods of terror and violence but to the particular
use of those methods made by Stalin. The conclu-
sion obviously is that the methods as such are not
discarded or disapproved by the new rulers of Soviet
Russia. They will continue using them when they
consider it necessary and, at the most, instead of one
individual, a group of individuals will be the judge
of the necessity.

It is clear from the speech that Khrushchev, at any
rate, does not contemplate any break with the past.
In his speech he has dilated at length on Leninism
and how Stalin departed from its canons and dec-
lared in no uncertain terms his determination to revert
to it. The Soviet rulers will thus go back to Leni-
pism. But it is Leninism which gave birth to Stalin.
It is Lenin who developed the theory of a party of
professional revolutionaries, of the centralised leader-
ship and iron discipline within the party, of the party
as the directing authority of the State, of the
State as the coercive machinery for the suppression
of hostile elements and for the organisation of the new
society and of the Party State as the totalitarian
authority to regulate all social activities. He built
up the apparatus of the party and the State which
Stalin took over after his death and utilised in a man-
ner which Khrushchev is now finding undesirable.
The roots of all the crimes of Stalin are to be found
in the.theories and practices of Marx and Lenin and,

10

as long as the new rulers of Russia do not reject them,

there can be no guarantee against the rise of a new
Stalin.

In the course of his long speech Khrushchev has not
bothered to raise and answer the essential question:
How did all this happen and how did *this brutal re-
gime of terror and violence continue for twenty long
years without a word of protest? Everybody is asking
that question. A number of communist parties were
also forced to raise it. They have been silenced now
by the decree of the Central Committee of the Soviet
Communist Party. The decree may satisfy those tools
and agents of the Russian rulers, but it can satisfy
none else. s ;

The only explanation that Khrushchev and his
colleagues have offered is the so-called cult of persona-
lity. According to them sometime in the early thirties ¢
the cult of personality arose, Stalin was glorified as a
demi-god and then followed all his crimes and perver-
sions. This is an explanation which cannot satisfy the
meanest intelligence. Even Togliatti, the Italian
communist leader, was forced to say: “At one time,
all that was good was due to the superhuman, positive
qualities of one man; now all that is bad i attributed
to the equally exceptional and even staggering defects
of the same man. The real problems escape notice,
such as the method by which, and the reason why,
Soviet society could and did stray so far-from.the
democratic-path and from the legality which it had
traced out for-itself, arriving as far degeneration”.
Adib has stated: “The denunciation of the cult of
personality is only a decoy.”

The causes for the rise of Stalin and the type of
regime that he imposed must be found in the Soviet
society. The social base out of which Stalinism grew
is the huge bureaucratic State and party apparatus
which developed out of the political and economic
theories and practices of communism. The deter-
mining factor which nurtured its growth is the con-
centration of all political and economic power in the
hands of one individual, the dictator of the party and
the State. The social condition which sustained it is
the total subservience of the individual to the State and
the absence of all fundamental civil liberties and the
rule of law. All these are the inevitable consequences
of a social system based on Marxism or Leninism.
Under Stalin there was, as Togliatti has pointed out,
“an excessive increase in the weight of the bureau-
cratic apparatlis of the economic life and political
system.” But this was not the handiwork of Stalin.
It was the inevitable consequence of the social system.
And that led to the “degeneration”, gently hinted at
by Togliatti.

It is this “degeneration” which has overtaken Soviet
society. Stalin was merely the most malignant mani-
festation of that degeneration. In denouncing Stalin
and the cult of personality the new rulers of Soviet
Russia are merely dealing with one of the symptoms
of the disease. As a matter of fact it mayv be that
they are finding a scapegoat in Stalin.  As a result of
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the policies pursued under Stalin a vast amount of
discontent and anger has developed in the country.
There is a danger that it may burst at any time. By
making a scapegoat of Stalin they may succeed in
diverting the attention of the people from the system
towards a dead individual. He, and not the system,
is being represented as the real cause of all the misery
and the evils and the people’s wrath is being directed

against him and diverted away from _Athlg{,:.-.systen:f

Similarly, in the international field, Stalin’s iame; ha
become very closely associated with-aggression and
subversion.” By denouncing him the new Soviet rulers
may be hoping to gain some respectability for them-
selves and some new friends for their country. When
something gees wrong it is the usual practice in
Soviet Russia to put the whole blame on some one and
hold him responsible for all failures and evil conse-
quences. It is likely ‘that in théir ‘campaign against
Stalin, Khrushchev and his colleagues are partly fol-
) lowing this old Russian practice.” ' ¥ 5
The campaign agaifist Stalin has engendered the
hope in some quarters that the Russian rulers are after
all turning a new leaf. Some encouraging changes
*have taken place in Russia since the twentieth con-
gress. Those changes should be welcomed. But it
will be wrong at the same time to jump to the con-
clusion thaf the Soviet rulers have once for all turned
their back on violence and totalitarianism and em-
barked on the path of democracy and peace. There
may be optimism regarding the changes that are
taking place, but it should be tempered by caution.
It will be dangerous to forget that the rulers of Rus-
«sia are still committed to the creed of Marxism and
Leninism and that creed, as is wellknown, contains
within it the seeds of absolute power, regimentation
and police terror.

Since the initiation of the campaign against Stalin
not one fundamental change has taken place in Soviet
Russia. The communist party continues to be the
sole ruler of the counfry and the party bosses continue

, to exercise the same control over the party. In a
recent editorial Pravda declared that the Communist
Party will be “the only master of the minds and
thoughts of the people”. There has been some talk
about encouraging internal party democracy. There
is no evidence yet of the talk having materialised into
action. Besides democracy within the party will be
a mockery as long as there is no democracy within
the country which the large masses of the people can
enjoy. There was a suggestion made by many
foreign friends of the communist regime and by some
Academicians in Russia that the formatlon of different
political parties might be allowed. The suggestion
has been contemptuously rejected. Pravda declared
in a long editorial: “There is no social ground in
Soyiet society for the creation and existence of other
parties in addition to the Communist Party.” The Com-
munist Party is to remain according to Pravda “the only
spokesman, leader and organiser” of the Russian
people.

One looks in vain, as Howard Fast has done. for
the mention of the elementary civil rights of the

“the twentieth congress.
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people and for a pledge to hold them inviolable in
Khrushchev’s speech and in the other proceedings of
There is no mention of
those rights because Khrushchev and his colleagues
do not believe in them and naturally there could not
be a pledge to secure them to the people. They are
not democrats. They never were. They were the
willing accomplices of Stalin in all his crimes. They
were not mere silent spectators. They were the active
helpmates of the dead tyrant. The explanation that
they have given for not speaking out during the life-
time of the dictator is so pitiful that it makes their
silence all the more revolting. They are such abject
cowards that the dread of the dictator continued with
them for over two years after he was dead and his
body safely deposited in the Kremlin mausoleum.
They continued singing his praises for over two years
after his death. It will be difficult to find in history
another example of such despicable subservience to
the will of a tyranf: Khrushchev and his colleagues
have not even repented for their sins. One looks in
vain at the speech for a word of sorrow or repentance.

Who can rely on such persons to introduce in Rus-
sia the new values of freedom and democracy? But
social forces are more powerful than the plans and
intentions of the rulers. A new class of party orga-
nisers, managers, technicians and skilled workers has
come into existence. That class is now demanding
more amenities and a certain measure of security and
quiet life. It has been also realised by experience that
workers and peasants will not work harder and pro-
duce more unless they are offered some improvements
in their conditions of life and work. It is factors like
these and the international situation which are com-
pelling the rulers to effect some changes. The changes.
effected so far are of a superficial character. But if
the process continues it may pave the way for more
fundamental changes.

The campaign against Stalin is a part of that pro-
cess. The Soviet rulers may have started it with the
limited object of ridding themselves of a bad legacy.
Alarmed by the widespread repercussions of the cam-
paign even amongst loyal communists, Khrushchev
and his colleagues are now trying to restrict its scope
and to prevent discussion of fundamental issues rais-
ed by the disclosures. They may succeed in doing
that in Soviet Russia and other communist countries
where they hold absolute or near-absolute power.
But they cannot stop the discussion in other places.
The issue has been joined all over the world. The
vileness of Stalin is exposed. But was it the vileness
of one individual or of the creed which holds
one third of the world’s population within its
grip? Was not Stalin the necessary offspring of
communism, of Marxism and of Leninism? The
question is being asked even by devout commu-
nists. Even amongst them a searching of hearts has
begun. The faith which sustained them so long has
collapsed. Their own Khrushchev has destroyed their
faith. And that is a distinct service that he and his
colleagues have rendered to the cause of freedom and
democracy.
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Tengku . _Abdul Behman,
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Everyone wants my blood, but no one wants my ]ob
-Mr Cuy Mollet, The Times of India, June 10

Vy._(.-‘-';Mr.,Khrushchev is no longer talkmg like Stalin but

t until Mr. Khrushchev and his followers quit acting
ike Stalin will he have any effect on the Far East.
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" together. :
—Mr. Jagjivan Ram, The Times of India, ]uly 10.

Every attempt at fraternization with the present
successors of the Red Czar is bound to add to the

difficulties of their subjects.
—Thought, ]uly.,14.€
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