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bouhle-Talk at

Amritsar
by B. K. Desai

HIRTY-FOUR years after the party was founded,
communist leaders and workers assembled at Am-
ritsar to address themselves to the task of donning a
enew. garb and to caste-their party in the role of an
alternative to the Indian National Congress. Among
the leaders and workers present there was an evidence
of much self-satisfaction and even aggressive self-
confidence. Among the factors which contributed to
this buoyant mood were the increase in the party-mem-
bership within the last two years, the Party’s emer-
gence as ;the main opposition at the Centre and in
West Bengal and Andhra, assumption of office in
Kerala, the recent election of a communist Mayor in
»Bombay, improvement in its position among coal and
.steel labourers and the substantial increase in its vote
in the last general election where it increased its Legis-
lative Assembly vote from 45.5 lakhs to 127.8 lakhs
and its Parliament vote from 53 lakhs to 119.7 lakhs.
In addition to these factors the communists had one
moze reason to feel jubilant. That was the rapidly de-
clining health of the Congress Party. The set-back in
Delhi municipal elections, the trouble over Rajya Sabha
elections in Orissa and some other States, the signature
campaign in Mysore, the frustrating PCC elections in
the Punjab and the one-man revolt in West Bengal—
all these were the outward symptoms of a deep-seated
malaise that is eating into the vitals of the only political
party which could give the country a modicum of stabi-
lity so essential if democracy is to take root. They
portended disintegration and the resulting chaos in the
country that would only benefit the party out to
destroy democracy. “The Congresg is in a state of
political and moral decline, in a state of chronic crisis”,
so the CPI resolution describes the Congress. But
what was more depressing than these recurring symp-
toms was the deep-seated melancholic mood prevalent
in the-Congress and the evident disenchantment ex-
perienced by the people in general.
~ The communists appeared confident to capitalise on
this growing demoralisation in the camp of their
enemy. Most of the leaders were exuding optimism
and confidence. The CPI is the party of the future —
this was the dominant note of their deliberations and
press conferences in Amritsar. “Today the unity of
India can be maintained only by a further strengthen-

ing of the Communist Party and of the democratic
forces in the country”—asserted the General Secretary

at a press conference. The Congress was nu longer
able to hold the country together. It was now
the historic task of C.P.I. The ruling Party,
the communists were sure, was riddled with
corruption and’ othier ‘evils ‘and” ‘was beyond re-
demption. “Somewhat grudgingly he (Jyoti Basu—
West Bengal Communist leader) admitted that the
Congress Party still contained honest elements but
said he was confident that they would soon walk over
to. the Communist Party” (Statesman, April- 7). If
the country is to progress the people must follow the
communist lead, was his argument. “It is essential that
the people strengthen the Communist Party if the
establishment of real socialism is to be guaranteed”—
thus spoke Dange, the leader of the communist group
in Parliament. The communists did not stop at this,
According to newspaper reports, they freely discussed
at the session the question centering round Mr. Nehru's
successor and even found an answer. The successor,
according to them, was E. M. S. Namboodiripad, the
Kerala Chief Minister. Judging from the high pressure
build-up given to Namboodiripad in their official
organs (for instance, pictures of Namboodiripad were
more numerous and prominently printed than that of
any other communist leader in the Weekly New Age)
it is not unlikely that he has come to be looked upon
by them as the would-be successor to Prime Minister
Nehru. A year ago all this brag and bluster would
have sounded ridiculous, but at Amritsar it assumed
ominous siguificance.

Alarmed at the increasing strength of the commun-
ists, most of the national dailies, unlike previously,
tended to take note of the proceedings and resolutions
adopted at Amritsar rather seriously. “Prudence lies,”
warned the Times of India in its leaderette, “in over-
estimating, not underestimating, the enemy’s strength.”
Of course, no one, was taken in by the changes made
in the constitution of the Party and the fact that the
Party still retains its totalitarian and anti-democratic
core was stressed by most of them. “If the commu-
ists were honest about their democratic professions,”
wrote the Hindustan Times, “they should have dis-
solved the Communist Party of India and either joined
one of the existing political parties with a socialist
creed or formed a new party with democratic socia-
lism as its aim.” The reasons compelling the party to
change its constitution were also obvious to most
newspapers. Their belief in force and the principle of
dictatorship was a hindrance and not a help in compet-
ing with other parties for the vote of the people who
still cherish moral and spiritual values and generally
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abhorviolence. If the cult of violence is put aside,
it was pointed out, then the chances of the principal
parties at the polls become more or less equal and here
the communists stand to gain more because of their
superior organisation and resources than other oppo-
sition parties. As the Indian Express editcrially noted:
“The readiness of the Indian Communist - Party to
accept the ideal of socialism by peaceful means and to
vouchsafe freedom of organisation even to the oppo-
sition is not a measure of its confidence in its ability
tp achieve its object through peaceful means, but of its
belief ¢hat the disabilities of its rivals are bound to
increase.” “It has therefore,” as a columnist in the
Times of India put it, “temporarily accepted the
part of parliamentary democracy but only en route to
people’s democracy.” _

* % - %

v But, surprisingly;~mno one detected - the - obvious:

connection between the tactical shifts effected in the
international communist movement during the past
two years, which were embodied in an articulate form
in the Moscow Declaration signed by the twelve
ruling Communist Parties in last November, and the
major policy changes made at Amritsar. The pream-
ble to the party constitution is admittedly the most im-
portant part of the constitution in asmuch as it is a re-
statement of fundamentals and an enunciation of the
policy to be followed hereafter. But most of the
statements in the preamble embodying major tactical
shifts are literally borrowed from the Moscow Declara-
tion — they have been either paraphrased or import-
ant phrases in the Moscow Declaration have been just
taken over in the preamble. This can be seen from the
following comparison:

Moscow Declaration: The Communist and Workers’
Parties of the Socialist countries should firmly adhere
to the principle of combining the universal Marxist-
Leninist truth with the specific revolutionary practice
in their countries, creatively apply the general laws
governing the socialist revolution and socialist con-
struction in accordance with the concrete conditions
of their countries, learn from each other and share
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EXPERIENCE . v e a7 e s

Preamble: In the struggle for its immediate as well
as ultimate objectives, the CPI is guided by the philo-
sophy and the fundamental principles of Marxism-
Leninism......

Working out its policies on the basis of concrete
Indian conditions, the C.P. draws on thc rich experi-
ence of the International Working Class Movement. .
. ..., on the experience of the Soviet Union, China and
all countries of People’s Democracy as well as of all
Communist and Workers’ Parties.

Moscow Declaration: The meeting underlines the
necessity of resolutely overcoming revisionism and
dogmatism in the ranks of the Communist Parties

and Workers’ Parties.......... Dogmatism and sec-
tarianism hinder the development of Marxist-Leninist
theory........ .

- Preamble:... . It.(CPL). combats tendencies. of .reyi- ..
sionism, dogmatism and Sectarianism in all their
manifestations.

Moscow Declaration: Stronger fraternal relations
and friendship between the Socialist countries call for
a determined effort to overcome the survivals of
bourgeois nationalism and chauvinism.

Preamble: The CP fights against chauvinism and
bourgeois nationalism. P

Moscow Declaration: At the bedrock of the rela-
tions between the countries. of the world socialist
system and all the Communist and Workers’ Parties
P e the principle of proletarian inter-
nationalism........

Preamble: It (CP) bases itself on the principle of
proletarian internationalism. ' .

Moscow Declaration: In the present situation the
strengthening of the unity and fraternal cooperation of
the socialist countries, the Communist and Workers’
Parties and the solidarity of the international working
class, national liberation and democratic movements
acquire special significance. ;

Preamble: It stands for fraterral relations and co-
operation among the workers and peoples of the
world, for the unity of the organised communist
movement in the common struggle.......... for the
liberation of the subject peoples from the yoke of im--
perialism, for the establishment of democracy and
socialism all over the world. “

Moscow Declaration : The working class and its
vanguard — the Marxist-Leninist Party — seek to
achieve the socialist revolution by peaceful means.

Preamble: The CPI strives to achieve full demo-
cracy and socialism by peaceful means.

Moscow Declaration: Relying on the majority of
the people...... the working class can defeat reac-
tionary anti-popular forces, secure a firm majority in
parliament, transform parliament from an instrument
serving the class interests of the bourgeois into an
instrument serving the working people, launch a non-
parliamentary mass struggle, smash the resistance of
the reactionary forces and create the necessary con-

ditions for peaceful realisation of the socialist
revolution,
Preamble: It (C.P.) considers that by developing

a powerful mass movement, by winning a majority in
(Continued on page 9)



A Hungarian Writer’s Story

By Istvan Vizinczei

Mr. Vizinczei; who is bearly twenty-five, is a prominent young writer of Hungary.

Having escaped from

Hungary after the Revolution he is now settled in Canada.

I KNOW it can hardly add to the prestige of a young
writer if he talks a lot about himself: a writer
should be known primarily by his work. If I break

this rule, it is because I believe that my own experience .

—as a young artist whose literary development took
. blace entirely under Communism—might be of interest

to persons in the Free World who saw our Revolt

spdrked- and-inspired by young-intellectuals; .-~
I must admit that the Communist Party was gene-
rous to the young people it intended to train as the
new “Socialist intelligentsia.” Ever since the bloody
freedom fight of October 1956, the regime has grown
less prodigal—for the Revolt made it plain that youth

scould not be bribed; but until October 1956, very few

university students had to pay tuition. Most of them
received State scholarships so that they could study
without financial worries. Such scholarships were not
high (about $55 per month), but a student could get
along on them.

In 1950, Radio Budapest broadcast a long narrative
poem of ;mine. The literary monthly for youth, Uj
Hang, planned to issue it, and the manuscript was
already at the printer’s when the Party Center banned

"it because of its “bourgeois sentiments”. The poem
happened to deal with an unhappy adolescent love.
“Unhappiness is not a Socialist feeling,” the director of
the publishing firm explained—not too convincingly,
I may add, because only a few weeks before he had
been enthusiastic and had himself sent the poem to
the printer. Suddenly all avenues to publication were
closed to me. ¢

At the same time, however, the Literary Fund grant-
ed me a monthly stipend of five hundred forint. All
this might seem contradictory, but since I was not the
only one treated this way, I realized that this was a
carefully—considered policy. Young people were to
feel simultaneously the Party’s chastising fist and its
caressing hand, and to choose which they preferred.
This strategy, I hear, works, well in animal training,
but with human beings it failed completely. Or shall
I say that it did indeed prove effective: it made us
hate dictatorship.

®

A source of constant humiliation was the sanctity
and inviolability of Soviet culture. In 1952, one of my
classmates was barred from all schools in the country
(despite faculty protests) because during a debate he
happéned to have said that Sholokhov was “the only
Soviet ‘writer.” When, in the same year, the young
poet Istvan Eorsi declared at a meeting of the Writer's
Union that he considered Attila Jozef a greater poet
than Mayakovsky, the presses printing his book of
poems were stopped immediately.

Our political indoctrinators were so stupid and base
that the character of these apostles alone would have

been enough to make us detest the system. I might
mention, for example, the man the Party elected to
train writers. Gyorgy Mate, the Secretary ~f the
Writers” Union, was, before 1945, a news reporter
who, by his own admission, had lived off blackmail.
He would summon young writers two or three times
weekly for ideological discussions. At such times, he
often referred. to-his. former occupation. - “Yes, boys,”.
he'd say, “under capitalism, the only way you could
make a living was by such filth.” (Now he writes
articles for Budapest papers on the counterrevolu-
tionary nature of the Revolt.) '

Let me say a few words about the Young Writers’
Workshop, to which I and my colleagues owed a great
deal. This workshop was the first independent orga-
nisation of young intellectuals and played a key role
in the formation of the Petofi Club. The workshop
came into being in the spring of 1951 as an appendage
of the Writers’ Union and, naturally enough, was spon-
sored and controlled by the latter’s Party Committee
and the DISZ (the Communist youth union). Still,
it was the first youth organisation to escape the Party’s
controlling influence. Istvan Eorsi, Jozzef Gali and
I asked the directors of the Writers’ Union whether
we could establish this workshop. After much hemm-
ing and hawing (why wasn't DISZ enough for us)
they finally gave their permission and assigned us
three rooms in the Writers” Union.

Who were we? We were all under twenty, young
titans dizzy with praise (meant chiefly as encourage-
ment) and trembling at the thought of the punish-
ments (great and small) that the Party might have in
store for us. Though filled with confidence and feel-
ing equipped to act the part of the world’s redeemers,
we were also insecure, for there was always the threat
that we might wake up the next morning in an intern-
ment camp as the result of a whim of Gyorgy Mate
or some other bigwig.

Returning to the Young Writers’ Workshop, I should
like to mention two young men who were characteris-
tic of the membership. My verses appeared with
those of Istvan Eorsi in the columns of Irodalmi Ujsag
in 1950, and this marked the beginning of our friend-
ship. Perhaps I can describe him best by his last
act. On November 4, 1956, (the day the Soviet crush-
ed the Revolt), he wrote a poem entitled, “Menjen
Haza!” (Go Homel! ), which he courageously had print-
ed on handbills with his signature. He waited for
his arrest at home. Kadar’s courts sentenced him to
five years for this splendid poem.

The other writer is Jozef Gali, a Jewish boy who
after 1945 returned alone from Auschwitz, where his
parents, brothers and sisters had perished. He him-
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self had escaped that hell of Fascist insanity with a
body irrepara%ly damaged—a week heart, bad lungs
and eyes thut barely saw. Later he wrote a very
brave and true play about the Rajk trial, which was
presented. on October 6, 1956. During the Revolt
he heiped the Red Cross, loath to fire a gun even for
freedom. After November 4, he wrote a handbill
protesting the Soviet invasion. For that, the Kadar
Government branded him a Fascist and sentenced him
first to three years imprisonment and then to death. In
the end he got fifteen years.

* Istven Eorsi and Jozsef Gali were the leaders of
the workshop; we considered them the most talented.
At first,sthe Party did not have our meetings watched
and we could talk freely to one another. We were
of course still green and did not know what we really
wanted. We wanted to be “men of culture”—that
much was certain. Eorsi spoke enthusiastically about
T. S. Eliot’s poetry and recommended that we read
it. Not without fear did he bring up the forbidden
name, for Communist literary criticism had tersely
dismissed the great poet as an “imperialist inciter.”
In those days this term was applied to all writers who
did not sing Moscow’s praises. Hemingway, too, we
half-fearfully recommended to each other, because
until he was awarded the Nobel Prize (and even
Moscow had published his The Old Man and the Sea),
Communist journals referred to him only as the “clow-
nish protagonist of the capitalist world’s rotten indi-
vidualism who seeks popularity by hunting escapades.”

In view of the official attitude, it obviously meant
a great deal to us to discuss our “discoveries” in West-
ern literature and to know whom we could trust,
for this was a time when even parents were afraid to
speak before their children, who might inadvertently
repeat in the wrong place “what Daddy said last
night.”

Another outcome of the workshop was that young
people active in all branches of art could get to know
each other. The poets brought their musician friends,
the musicians the painters, the painters the sculptors;
then came the actors and all sorts of students with a
yearning for art and freedom—different forms of the
same flight of the human spirit. By now there were
several hundred of us at each meeting, talking enthu-
siastically about works that could not appear and
names that were banned.

I must confess that however much my friends and
I detested the Communist system, we could not think
outside Communism. Communism was the reality,
the hopelessly unalterable reality. And since we did
not have even the faintest hope of overthrowning
it, we dreamed of changing it, much as Polish youth
did in recent times. -

And why did we want to improve the system or
indeed do anything at all?> Why couldn’t we concern
ourselves only with verse feet and drama? The ques-
tion might well occur to a Western reader who regards
politics as outside the legitimate province of an
artist’s activities. As a matter of fact, I do dislike
politics and consider it a waste of time for the grow-
ing young artist who has yet to learn his craft. John
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Steinbeck was right when he said at the recent PEN
Congress in Tokyo, “Let the writer write, not talk.”
But Mr. Steinbeck lives in a free world, whereas we
faced a dictatorship. And one cannot avoid politics
in a land where a sad love poem is considered a “glo-
rification of bourgeois sentiments” and a sign of im-

_perialism. One cannot avoid politics in a land where

a man—even my enemy—may suddenly disappear
without my being permitted to ask what his crime
was. One cannot avoid politics ir a land where two
times two equals three, tomorrow five, and tken again
three—but never four. In a Communist land a writer
like Mr. Steinbeck would have to talk if he wanted the
world to know what he thought—for certainly they
wouldn’t publish what he wrote. One caunot avoid
politics in a dictatorship; and even on free soil one
cannot escape politics after escaping from an intern-
ment camp that includes half the globe. ’

In the whole course of its history, Hungarian lite-
rature has always been produced in an atmosphere of

close “family life.” Only by this word, it is possible
to express the bond, perhaps stronger than kinship,
that linked the writers of all generations. No Hun-

garian writer was ever too busy or poor to help
with good advice, criticism and even money. There
exists many a tale of how Vorosmarty and, in this
century, Babits and Gyula Illyes helped young writers.
This traditional life of the literary clan was smashed
by Fascism, and the Communist dictatorship prohi-
bited its revival. The older writers voluntarily exiled
themselves to their homes, lived off new editions of
their former works, and avoided social contacts. But
once we young writers found each other, we found-
the “hermits” too.

Before 1953, when Imre Nagy became Premier, the
publication of anything that could truly be called lite-
rature was unthinkable. That this did not completely
dishearten us or work towards our corruption was due
to the existence of our literary “family.” We were,
after all, now writing for those who knew most about
literature.

In this instance, the dictatorship unintentionally did
us a good turn. By barring us from public life, it
increased our dependence on each other, and this
led to an unusual rebirth of Hungarian literature.
Nowadays the Kadar regime blames the writers for
sparking the Revolt. At that time, however, many
of us often felt hopeless and kept saying, “It’s no use.”
But fortunately there was always some one to encour-
age us—not only about literary matters but also about
our country’s plight. We were also aided in our
personal affairs and minor troubles, for these men
considered themselves our spiritual fathers and felt
responsible for us.

Since, in any case, my chief interest was in the drama
and films, I enrolled in 1951 for courses on playwriting
and criticism at the College of Film and Theater Arts.
The school had about two hundred students (actors,
directors, cameramen, playwrights) and the Commu-
nist Party found it difficult to keep close check on the

small classes in these highly technical fields.
; (Continued on page 6)



Another Communist Affair

HE celebration of the sixtieth birthday of the
great Negro singer, Paul Robeson turned out to
be the usual communist affair. The decision to orga-
nise the celebration was taken abroad, obviously, in
the higher circles of the international communist
movement. Otherwise, it is not possible to explain
how thencelebrations were organised simultaneously
in twentysix countries, most of whom belonged to the
communist camp or were uncommitted nations and
how the communists in each country played a promi-
nent part ¥ organising them. ;
In India the communists got busy as soon as they
received the instruction. Immediately the usual
fellow-travellers were roped in and with their help

‘anumber of high ranking individuals-were -inveigled: -

into joining the preparatory committees that were set
up in a number of cities. On this occasion the task
was not very difficult. Paul Robeson is wellknown as
a singer and there are thousands of persons who love
%nd admire his songs. Who would not like to join the
‘celebration- of .the sixtieth birthday of this favourite
singer? The communists therefore easily succeeded in
securing the blessings of the Prime Minister and in
persuading a number of Judges and other high officers
to join the committees. The association of these pro-
minent persons threw the people off their guard and a
communist stunt for propaganda and publicity acquir-
ed the colour of a bonafide cultural event.

. It was the eminent public commentator, Mr. A. D.
Gorwala who first drew attention to and exposed the
‘real character of the celebrations. He pointed out
that the celebrations were being organised not because
Paul Robeson was a great singer but because he
was a communist or a fellow traveller and always
helped all communist activities. Mr. H. R. Pardivala,
the* wellRknown lawyer, followed him. In the course
of a letter published in the Times of India. Mr. Pardi-
vala wrote:

“Paul Robeson is undoubtedly a great musician.
All lovers of music will, therefore, rejoice on his attain-
ing that age. There are however many musicians and
other artists living all over the world who have attain-
ed equal, if not higher fame and age. Our fellow-
travelling friends have of course seen no reason to
rejoice over their birthdays.

“The sponsors of this move have sought to beguile
the unwary by representing Paul Robeson as a great
humanist. . The world has yet to krow of the huma-
nistic activities of Paul Robeson. The sudden outburst
of zeal on the part of the communists to celebrate the
birthday of Paul Robeson, the great artiste, should
not surprise anybody. It is only a part of their larger
game to seek any excuse to further the interests of their
Yt i

“It is common knowledge that to the communists
no art is real and no culture worthwhile which does
not serve and advance the cause of their party. It is
also common knowledge that functions such as this
are organised and utilised by them only as snares for
indoctrinating the innocent and duping the unwary.”

Other letters followed which threw more lignt on
the personality and actions of Paul Robeson. In the
course of a letter published in Indian Express Mr.
Mohan Das pricked the bubble of Paul Robeson’s
martyrdom. It had been represented by some corres-
pondents_that Robeson had been denied in his native
country, the United States; “the right to evenearn

his living”. Mr. Mohan Das nailed the lie to the

counter by pointing out that Robeson owned un ex-
tensive country house in Connecticut, had unlisted
telephone numbers, was free to sing whenever and
wherever he chose to, earned a minimum of $2000 for
every concert and. had amassed a fortune from his
programmes on the radio and the screen. . :
-.Some- light -was-also. thrown onthe alleged cham-
pionship by Robeson of the cause of Negro emancipa-
tion. It was pointed out that the premier organisation
of the Negroes, the National Association for _the
Advancement of Coloured Peoples, had repudiated
him. A quotation from an article in The Crisis, the
official organ of the Association, will be of interest in
this connection. “A few short years ago Negro Ame-
ricans were proud to point to Paul Robeson as another
example of the fallacy of the “white supremacy” myth.
...... The Paul Robeson whom Moscow today
parades before the world is not the same man....
They (Negroes) see no similarity between Paul Robe-
son, American, who overcame the obstacles of discri-
mination to win world acclaim for his artistic accom-
plishment and Paul Robeson, Moscow’s No. 1 Negro,
who spouts Communist propaganda as widely as
Vishinsky. ... Those closest to Paul Robeson in the
years through which he rose from obscurity to world
fame and respect, are perhaps most shocked about the
change he has undergone. To them Paul Robeson of
today is a tragic figure.”

Robeson is also being applauded as a “great huma-
nist.” Mr. Pardivala has questioned that claim and
has also thrown light on Robeson’s close association
with all conmunist front organisations. He writes:

“Let us next examine his “humanism”. Far from
upholding the cause of human dignity, he has always
justified the inhuman tyranny imposed by the Kremlin
on the people of Russia and the satellite countries. He
has been affiliated with nearly sixty Communist-front
organisations. In 1948 he went on record saying “I
want to destroy fascism, and to do it I am prepared. to
accept the opposite form of dictatorship.” Even a
tyro in politics will detect the familiar communist line
in this declaration. In the same year, in a press inter-
view which he gave in Paris, he publicly defended con-
centration camps in Soviet Russia. Paul Robeson
seems to be able to take the dictates of the Kremlin
without hesitation. To him the attack by the Chinese
Communists and North Koreans on South Korea was
not aggression. The vagaries of the Communist politi-
cal theory and practice during recent years appear to
be to Robeson as immutable as the Ten Command-
ments. His vehement insistence at the London Con-
ference of the World Peace Committee in 1949 that

§
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the non-Cominform delegates from Yugoslavia be
ousted, was a stand only an out-and-out party-liner
would have insisted on. By following the Stalin line
in this inner party squabble, he demonstrated the atro-
phy of his critical faculty. Only recently he repeated
without any compunction the total Khrushchev line
and depicaled the Hungarian revolt as a movement
of “fascists” against “workers”.”

The celebrations were organised on a big scale in
Bombay, New Delhi and other places. There could
be, however, no doub: about their political inplica-
dions. M-, M. C. Chagla, the Chief Justice of Bombay,
who presided over the celebration in Bombay, himself
admitted that the celebrations were being organised
because Robeson “was more than a mere artist”. This
was in answer to the question why, when many other
artists had reached the age of sixty, Robeson alone was

‘being honoured with the celebration of his sixtieth

birthday. Other advocates and defenders of the cele-
bration have been more explicit. They have all along
emphasised the political activities and attitudes of
Robeson rather than his artistic talents. It is clear
therefore that the celebrations were a political affair.

In his reply to the correspondents who joined issues
with him, Mr. Pardivala has in an able manner sum-
med up all these arguments and made some pertinent
observations about Mr. Chagla’s remark. He writes:

“In his inaugural speech at the C. J. Hall, Mr.
Chagla said that it was “a fantastic and malicious lie”
to call these celebrations a communist show. This
highly “judicial” language was hardly called for.
Nobody called Mr. Chagla a Communist, and he need
not have protested so much. He would have been
more to the point if he had told us where this move
originated from. A mere glance at the committee
will show that it is largely composed of known
fellow-travellers and sympathasiers of the Communist
Party. As usual they have inveigled a few persons
well placed in public life like Mr. Chagla, to join it
with the object of giving it respectability and a non-
political appearance. Even the posters pasted all over
the city betray that they were printed at the Commu-
nist Party press where even job work printing of a
non-political nature is seldom undertakert.

“It is surprising that persons so well acquainted with
the affairs of the world as Mr. Chagla should allow
themselves to be exploited by political partisans for
their political ends. Simple and unsuspecting people
are induced to attend such functions by the belief
that there could be no harm in doing so, if persons like
Mn Chagla can preside over them.

“Of all persons in public life those occupying
judicial positions must keep themselves above suspi-
cion of sympathising with any political creed. If they
do not do so, they will only drag themselves into the
arena of public debate, much to the prejudice not only
of their personal dignity but also of the prestige of the
high office they occupy.”

Turning his attention to the communist organisers
of the celebrations Mr. Pardivala writes:

“To those comrades and others like them, I would
only sk if they know the work done in the cause of
Negro emancipation and human dignity by Roland
Hayes, Ralph Bunche, Walter White, Max Yergen, Joe
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Louis, Jackie Robinson, Marion Anderson, DorotLy
Maynor and a host of other Negro leaders and artists.
And what about the eminent artists and writers behind
the dron curtain who have dedicated not only their
art but also their lives to the noble cause of human
freedom and dignity? The number of Russian writers
and artists who were shot or consigned to the concen-.
tration camp in Russia only because tney sought to
uphold human dignity and individual freedom is
legion. Even today eminent Russian writers like Boris
Pasternak find themselves unable to reach the people
through their work, because they would not toe the
party line. Great writers in Hungary-and other satel-
lite countries like Tiber Dery and others are rotting
in prisons because they refuse to accept Russian tute-
lage and betray their conscience and their country.
What about celebrating their birthday? It is time these

‘ comrades realised that in underestimating the intelli-

gence of others, they are not doing much credit to
their own”.

HUNGARIAN WRITER’S STORY—Continued from page 4

Yet even at this school we felt ill-at-ease. For ins-
tance, let me describe what happened with my one
act comedy. The play was about an ugly Party Secre-
tary who uses her power to catch men. The story
was taken from life. The Party’s shock troops contain-
ed a number of such women who—for want of some-
thing better—“lived for the movement” and broke
more than one man for purely personal reasons. Since
at the end of each year we had to hand in a play,
scenario or a critical study, I submitted this comedy
as part of my final examination. Result: they wouldn’t
let me go on with the exam. I was hauled on the
carpet and temporarily deprived of my scholarship.

Not wanting to cry over spilt milk, [ wrote another
play: Mama. They banned that too. The radio had
accepted it (no theater manager dared speak to me)
and had already taped it, when a telephone order—
this time from the Party Center-prohibited ti.e bread-
cast. This time I was not so huit; I had hardened.
Besides, Mama brought me some rewards. I sub-
mitted it for my diploma and was graduated as top
man in my class. The College wanted to send me to
the film festival in Venice, but the Ministry forbade
this: they said I was not reliable enough and were
afraid I might not return. Instead I went to the
Karlovy festival in Czechoslovakia as an alternate in
the Hungarian delegation; there I was allowed “to
revel” in the masterpices of Socialist film production.

I took part in the Revolt because I hoped that we
were not fighting in vain and that Hungary would be
free. When tanks smashed our dreams, I decided
to escape. I asked Jozsef Gali to come with me. What
was the point, I said, of our rotting in Jail?

“If you go, youre a coward,” he said. “We have
to show them that they can’t drive us out of our own
country. It is we who belong here.”

“We can do more for Hungary abroad.”

“Youre a coward,” he repeated. “To flee is cow-
ardly.”

I left all the same.
not judge.

Which of us was right, I can-

—Condensed from Eastern Europe






Nazi-Stalinist Alliance, A Polish Example

THE Communists and the Nazis are usually at log-
gerheads. Many a time they fight against each
other even to the point of mutual destruction. But,
on occasions, they have also collaborated with each
other. Who can forget the Nazi-Soviet Pact which
opened the flood gates of the World War of 1939—
19457 And who can forget the strange reluctance of
Stalin to believe that Hitler had actually invaded
Soviet Russia, a fact attested to by his successor,
Khrushchev in his famous indictment? This collabo-
ration iS possible only because of the ideological kin-
ship that exists between the two apparently divergent
,movements of Communism and Nazism. The Com-
munists have always denied the kinship. But there
have been in recent years many instances which prove
« the fact of kinship beyond any reasonable doubt.

Poland provides at present a striking example of
this kinship which exists between the two. The cent-
ral figure of the story is one Boleslaw Piasecki, a well
known Falangist of the pre-war years who has, since
the war, turned into an active supporter of Commun-
ism and more particularly of its Stalinist variety. Pia-
secki is opposed to Gomulka and is working in his
own way to secure the return of the Stalinists to power.

Born in a family of the old Polish aristocracy, Pia-
secki was still a young law student at the University
of Warsaw when he began his political activity in
ONR, the youth organisation affiliated with the con-
servative Polish National Democratic Party. His
thinking bore the strong imprint of the new totalita-
rian political philosophies gripping Germany and
Italy, and in 1934, at the age of 20, he led a rebellion
in the ONR which resulted in the secession of his
fascist-minded group to form the “National Demo-
cratic Falanga”.

After the Nazi invasion, Piasecki tried to secure an
understanding with Hitler.  When the attempt did
not succeed, he entered the resistance movement.
The name of the Falanga was changed to the
“National Confederation” and its partisan groups
began fighting against the Germans. But they also
fought against the Russians. Eventually in the spring
of 1945, Piasecki was arrested by the Russian Secret
Police. But after his arrest something happened and
instead of being hanged Piasecki was released by the
Soviet authorities. One version of the story is that
a prominent member of the Polish Communist Party
persuaded the Soviet Secret Police that Piasecki would
be valuable to the party for influencing the Polish
Catholics.

Piasecki not only endorsed all the political, social
and economic attributes of Stalinism, but affirmed that
it was the sacred duty of Polish Catholics to uphold
this triumphant ideology of the modern era. Piasecki’s
new line naturally brought him into serious conflict
with the Polish Church hierarchy and with the Vati-
can,*which placed his writings and Dzis i Jutro on the
Index. The communist regime, on the other hand,
gave him its full support.*

8

In the decisive intra-party struggle which gathered
momertum in Poland following the Twentieth CPSU
Congress, Piasecki ranged himself unequivocally on
the side of his Stalinist protectors. He acted in close
cooperation with the leading members of the Natolin
group and gave the fullest support to their efforts to
block Gomulka’s return to power.

Stalinist Communism has thus found an ally in a
professed Fascist. The two together are trying to
arrest the process of liberalisation which began in
October 1956, Whether or not they succeed, their
working together has provided one more proof of the
ideological kinship that exists between the two
movements. :

“HUNGARY FIGHTS FOR FREEDOM’—
AN EXHIBITION

HUN GARY Fights for Freedom Exhibition organis-
ed by Girgaum Khetwadi Branch of the Bombay
Praja Socialist Party from the 10th to the 16th April
undoubtedly served its purpose. It attracted a fairly
representative cross-section of people not only of the
locality, but the whole city. The pictures and the
posters covered all aspects of the Hungarian Revolu-
tion and established beyond any shadow of doubt
the terrible fact of Russian tyranny in satellite
countries. 2 :

Jayaprakash Narayan who inaugurated the Exhibi-
tion said that while Asian countries like India, Burma,
Ceylon, Indonesia and Malaya have seen the end of
capitalist imperialism,—the countries of Eastern
Europe have experienced a more sinister type of
imperialism, that of totalitarian Communist Russia.
This new type of imperialism exhibited itself iri an
unashamed and naked form in Hungary in October
1956. Although Russia’s show of force achieved
its immediate objective of suppression of the Hunga-
rian people’s fight for freedom, it exposed to the whole
world the Russian tyranny over neighbouring Eastern
European countries. Mr. Narayan congratulated the
Hungarian people on their heroic battle, and said
that though in the end they were overcome by the
superior physical power of the Soviet Union, they,
by dint of their unsurpassed courage and heroism,
had unmistakably demonstrated to the world that man’s
urge for freedom was undying and that revolt against
even the most powerful tyrant was possible.

Along with the Exhibition, a lecture series was orga-
nised on Hungarian revolution and related topics in-
cluding one of French imperialism in Algeria. Those
who spoke included Messrs, A. D. Gorwala, V. 8.
Karnik, Sushil Kavalekar, Ram Joshi, M. Harris, and
M. R. Dandavate.

The Democratic Research Service and the Congress
for Cultural Freedom helped the Girgaum Khetwadi
Branch of the Bombay PSP in organising the Exhi-
bition.






Freedom First

But here the Moscow leaders as well as their Indian
desciples are speaking with their tongues in cheek.
The Moscow Declaration openly states: “The possibi-
lity of one or another way to socialism depends on the
concrete conditions in each country...... In the event
of the ruling classes resorting to violence against peo-
ple, the possibility of non-peaceful transition to socia-
lism should be borpe in mind.” -

The CPI leaders too have followed the same techni-
que. Though the preamble does not repeat this con-
dition for obvious reasons, the General Secretary of
the Pagty has at many places frankly stated that the
Indian Communists never meant to renounce violence
as a magter 6f principle, and that this peaceful road
would only be traversed so long as the CPI does not
encounter resistance from its enemies. In the monthly

eojournal of the party, New Age, (April 58, Party Con-
gress Special ), he writes on this point: “Of course this

(peaceful transition) is~by no ‘frigansd"certainty,”

because the bourgeoisie may resort to resistance to
thwart the people’s will but then the responsibility for
violence will be on them...... The possibility sjof
peaceful transition) exists and we try to realise this
possibility.” ]

Thus, like the Moscow Declaration, the CPI also
looks upon peaceful methods as just a “possibility”.
Ghosh is frank in explaining the reason for this tacti-
cal shift: “This would,” he writes in the same article,
“help to extend the influence of the Party.......... 4

* L] #*

Too much, perhaps, has been made of the CPI’s
guarantee of the right to form opposition parties when
it comes to power at the Centre. This has been con-
strued as an indication of the liberal approach on the
part of the CPI and it has been pointed out that no
other communist party in the world, excepting the
British Communist Party, has permitted such rights to
the opposition.

It may be recalled here that in the earlier stages
the CPSU also had allowed opposition parties to fun-
ction though with unhappy results. Similarly in Red
China there are a few non-communist parties which
are no more than so many satellites of the Chinese
Communist Party. Thus this written guarantee by
the CPI is not without precedent in the history of
communism.

Besides, the term “communist” carries a definite
connotation and it cannot be obliterated by the ver-
bal changes made in the constitution. Communism is
an exclusive creed and is founded on the principle
of dictatorship of the proletariat, (or the “proletarian
hegemony”, as Ghosh puts it in his article.) This
principle precludes the existence of other parties
which do not strictly conform to the line laid down
by the Communist Party.

The preamble guarantees the right to function to
the opposition so long as “they abide by the consti-
tution”. But, as the Hindustan Times has pointed out,
what is there to prevent the communists from chang-
ing (the constitution and establishing one-party dic-
tatorship? Already Kerala Communists are openly
voicing their demand that the Constitution should be
amended at “flexible points.” Besides, the aim of the
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CPI is to establish People’s Democracy in India and
all the communist parties in the people’s democracies
of East Europe have, in the past, resorted to this
method of changing their country’s constitutions to
suit tHeir totalitarian policies. Here also, again, Ajoy
Ghosh has made this point clear in his article referred
to above. He quite frankly says: “The CPI, moreover,
holds that the existence of opposition parties, agreeing
to abide by a socialist constitution, is quite probable in
a future socialist India.............. It (CPI) has no
hesitation in stating that it will guarantee tiese and
other rights to all those who will not violate the

-socialist constitution or subvert the socialist state

through unconstitutional methods.” (emphasis added.)
Here the term “socialist” is significant which indicates
that the CPI is going to travel along the same road
traversed by the people’s democracies in East
Europe.

One of the problems the CPI faces in its efforts to
become a truly nation-wide force is that its influence,
which has grown in the last few years, is uneven as
between different States. The party is weak in almost
all Hindi-speaking States and its influence is generally
limited in rural areas. The nature of the problem can
best be illustrated by its position in West Bengal. In
that State the party commands considerable influence
in industrial areas, in particular, and in urban areas
in general. But it has very little influence among
peasants.

The Party has considerable influence among the
peasantry only in the States of Kerala and Andhra and
some parts of U.P. and the Punjab. In the Punjab,.
curiously, it enjoys the support of small land-owners
but the Harijan landless labour, which should nor-
mally be close to it, is positively opposed to the party.
Thus the party’s composition varies a great deal from
State to State creating difficult organisational problems.

The class composition of the delegates attending the
Amritsar Congress is also interesting. The analysis
was released to the press by the CPI office. Among
the delegates totalling 475, as many as 31 were land-
lords, 276 middle class (or bourgeois) representatives,
45 workers, 101 peasants, 13 landless labourers and
8 small businessmen. Thus the CPI stands self-confess-
ed as mainly non-proletarian in character.

#* #* *

Within a week of the conclusion of the Amritsar
Congress, reports of what really transpired at the
Amritsar Congress started trickling out. As usual,
they reveal faclional quarrels and ever-increasing
struggle for power within the CPI. The CPI politics
is bedevilled by these inner-party wranglings since its
birth, but it appears this time at the Amritsar Congress
unity, discipline, and solidarity were conspicuously
absent. According to press reports, Ajoy Ghosh, wno
has been re-elected the Party General Secretary, no
more enjoys a majority in the Party and could secure
re-election only because the “Right reformist” group
led by P. C. Joshi and the “Left sectarian” group led by
Bhupesh Gupta, being evenly matched could not cap-
ture the office for themselves. :

(Continued on page 11)
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Mr. Melvin Lasky, Editor of Der Monat, the well- .

known German monthly magazine and Chairman of
the Editorial Board of the magazines published by
the Congress for Cultural Freedom was in India in
the month of April. He spent a week each in Bom-
bay, Delhi and Calcutta and a couple of days in
Madras. He then went to Colombo and from there
returned to Paris. *

In Bombay the I.C.C.F. accorded a reception to Mr.
Lasky on 28th March. The reception was attended by
a number of members of the Committee with whom he
discussed the intellectual ferment that was growing in
Eastern Europe.

He was also accorded reception. by, the Press Guild..

‘Mr. R. V. Murthy presided over the function which
took place on 1st April. Mr. Lasky spoke at the function
about the role of writers in social movements.

As Editor of Forum Service Mr. Lasky met a num-
Dber of Editors and other journalists in Bombay, and
discussed with them the possibilities of developing the
Forum Service in India. In Delhi and Calcutta also
he met several Editors and journalists with the same
object in view. . ;

In Delhi Mr. Lasky addressed a meeting held under
the auspices of the P.E.N. Club. During his short
stay he had interviews with the Prime Minister and
the Defence Minister and a number of other promin-
ent officials and non-officials. The Asian Office orga-

*nised a reception in his honour.

Mr. Lasky was in Calcutta from April 13 to 17.
He delivered two lectures, one under the auspices of
the Department of International Affairs at the Jadav-
pur University, and the other under the auspices of
the, Ramgkrishna Mission Institute of Culture. The
topic of his first lecture was “Problem of Germany”
and of the second lecture “Problems of Culture Free-
dom in East Europe”. He met the wellknown painter
Mr. Jamini Roy and the talented Film Director Mr.
Satyajit Roy. He also met a number of other intellec-
tuals including Prof. A. S. Ayyub and Prof. Amlan
Dutta, Editors of Quest.

In the course of his short stay in Madras Mr. Lasky
had a long interview with Mr. C. Rajagopalachari. He
also met several journalists and other public men.

* % ® o

The Indian Committee accorded a reception to Mr.
Jayaprakash Narayan on April 11 on the eve of his
foreign tour. The reception was largely attended.
Rrominent amongst those who attended were Mr. Y. B.
Chavan, Chief Minister of Bombay, Sir Rustum
Masani, Justice V. M. Tarkunde, Justice B. N. Gokhale,
Mr. N. V. Gadgil, Mr. D. K. Kunte and Dr. T. R.
Naravane. Mr. J.B.H. Wadia welcomed Mr. Jaya-
prakash Narayan. Mr. Jayaprakash Narayan made a
suitable reply in the course of which he explained the
purpose of his tour.

“Freedom First
.D.R. S. NEWS

Mr. Norman Thoinas, editor Louisville Times, spoke
on “India in the American Press” on Monday, March
10 The speech was followed by a lively discussion
on the subject of Indo-American relations. Mr. Adam
Adil was ir the chair.

“Recent Changes in the Communist World” was
the subject of an interesting talk delivered by Mr.
Melvin J. Laski, editor of Der Monat, and the editor
of the well-known White Book on Hungarian Revolu-
tion, under the auspices of the DRS on Thrrsday,
April 8. Mr. H. R. Pardivala, Bar-at-Law, presided.

Mr. Jayaprakash Narayan delivered a publir lecture
on “Parliamentary Democracy” under the auspices of
the DRS at the Indian Merchants Chamber Hall on
Wednesday, April 9. The Hall was packed. to,
capacity. Mr. R. P. Masani presided over the lecture.

DOUBLE-TALK AT AMRITSAR—Continued from page 10

_Ajoy Ghosh was in such a precarious position that
under the pressure of the “Left sectarian” group he
expressed his desire to move an amendment to the
political resolution which he himself had presented
earlier. But he was not allowed to amend his resolution
because the “Right” group was opposed to it. Unable
to face the music, Ajoy Ghosh “fell ill” at the time of
replying to the debate and it was left to B. T. Randive
now a “centrist”’, to defend Ghosh’s resolution.

" Moreover Ghosh’s panel of 25 names for the new
Central Executive was also not accepted by the dele-
gates who suggested 15 more names. The results of
the elections show that the Left, the Right and the
Centre have won 13, 7, and 5 seats respectively on
the Central Executive.

Besides, Ghosh’s proposal to have “young blood” in
the nine-man secretariat was also rejected. It was
suspected that Ghosh wanted to pack the secretariat
with his own “henchmen”. The old leaders like Ran-
dive, Joshi, Dange and others, who have been known
in the past to spend more time in factional wrangling,
have managed to get into the nine-man secretariat.

As a result of this wonderful display of “inner-party
democracy”, Ajoy Ghosh and A. K. Gopalan, it is
learnt, are shortly leaving for Moscow. “Ostensibly”,
as the Hindustan Times commented, “they are visiting
Russia for “medical treatment” but, in fact, to report
the proceedings of the Amritsar session to their princi-
pals in the Kremlin and to seek their advice for the
solution of the new crisis facing the Party.”

INDIAN COMMUNIST PARTY DOCUMENTS
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With Many Voices

“The deep

Moans round with many voices. Come, my friends,

*Tis not too late to see

You must be together—so tough, indeed, that the
enemy will always know the Hungarian working class
will not waver. You should not think that if a coun-
?ler-revolution comes to Hungary you can depend on

elp from the Soviet Union.
selves.
e —Khrushchev, addressing Hungarian workers
at Sztalinvaros, April 5.

» The Soviet Union has always supported us, repelling
imperialist attempts to interfere in our internal affairs
....and if the need arose and we asked for it, it would
lend us also the support of its military forces to defend
our national independence and the people’s power.

—Janos Kadar, Hungarian Communist Party
Secretary, April 4.

I must say that you Hungarians should not stand
like fools with your mouths open. . . .you slept soundly
with your fists clenched like children, and when the
counter-revolution came, Russia had to help.

‘—Khrushchev, April 21.

Judging by what I have seen so far, I think that in
a communist society, Sarvodaya workers will find them-
selves behind the bars.

—Jayaprakash Narayan, Hindustan Times, April 11.

Under a democratic set-up the people have to make
a choice (for a Government) between “two evils” as
political philosophers put it. But in our country at
the present moment they have to choose between “an
evil” and “a devil.” -
—Current, April 23.

To tne Editor,

FreepOM Finst,

C/o Democratic Research Service,
127, Mahatma Gandhi Road,
Bombay 1.

Please enrol me as a subscriber to Freepom FIRST.
{ remit the annual subscription of Rs. 3| Rs. 2 for

members of the Indian Committee for Cultural Freedom.

Address: .. cosissiaminnieme s S R RS e e e i e

Signature

You must help your-

a newer world.”
—Tennyson.

The communists too have become a democratic
party—at least on paper. It has become a fashion
these days to swear by democracy, but murder it
whenever an opportunity presents itself.

—Jayaprakash Narayan, Indian Express, April 14.

For all practical purposes it appears as if there is
a}lxl ugvgfitten understanding between the Congress and
the .

— Current, April23.

\/VVe may be pardoned if we suspect that there is a
good deal of sneaking “co-existence” between the Con-
gress and the Communists.

—Blitz, April 26.

If the Amritsar resolution (of the Communist Party)
were implemented probably the Communists might
cease to exist as such.

—Prime Minister Nehru, Indian. Express, April 25.

India is the second greatest country in the world
because she has the second largest population in the
world. ;

—V. K. Krishna Menon, Times of India,
March 18..

The Communist decision to eschew violence and
abolish conspiratorial “cells” as the basic unit of the
Party organisation will only increase their capacity to
infiltrate other political parties.

—Hindustan Times, April 27.

Mr. V. K. Krishna Menon thrives on indignation, he
is always at the epicentre of self-directed earthquakes.
—Vighneshwara, Swarajya, April 26.

The Plan is fast becoming a totem. And the slogan
is: up the totem pole, come what may.
—“Periscope” Thought, March 22.

We have to prefer co-operation with the West in

order to shut the gates of hell.
—President Bourguiba of Tunisia, Times of India,
March 21.

. We Viet Namese do not share the neutralist idea.

We cannot, since the communists are not neutral.
—President Diem of Viet Nam, Times of India,
March 24.

Temperamentally he (Nehru) is like Mr. S. A.
Dange (Communist-Bombay) in believing that the
solution lies in sloganising “progress” in “nationalisa-
tion and more nationalisation”, in tilting only at the
windmill all the time.

—“Periscope” Thought, March 22
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