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OI4LIN __AND DICTATORSHIP
"We are in favour of the withering away of the state,
Lol S RS BE Mo, game tlue 1n favour of strengthening the

have hitherto existed. The Supreme development of the powerx
of the state, with the object of preparing the way for the
withering away of state power - such 1s the Marxist fayrmaukx
formula., Is that 'self-contradictory'? VYes it is fself-
contradictory!'!. But this contradiction is g living thing and
it 1s & complete reflection of Marxian dialecticsg "— Stalin
wIote 418530 _

One of the biggest 'self-contradictions"/qik:dzfle fact
that intellectuuals who are attracted towards the Communist

Party not through direct participation in the working-class -




e
struggle but through theoretical conviction, are often
attracted precisely by the fact that the Communists are 1in

the forefront of every campaign in defence of civil liberties
and for the extension of freedom., Freedom - Liberte - Merdeka.
— Freiheit - Inkululeko - 1in every language of the world
Communists have rallied behind thuat banner,

And yet, paradoxically, there-—hes—beem=éne chilefl

characteristic distinguishing the Communists from the Labour

Ny .;hg LJRJW\ beliéve
Parties and Social Democrats, ——mna=thet 1s—the—itnststence

by Communistsithat freedom, both political and economic

can be won only if capitalism is crushed and replaced by
| > "’Q i'\;uﬁmﬂ L;) IEG_ GPMM*'\""IS

socialism, and that owing to the certainty that the desperate

forces of capitalism, ousted from power will resort to
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every means including war and violence to prevent the march to

soclalism, it _is necessarj in the period immediately after the
M—_\“—_—_——_——

people seize power, for the state to be ruled by a form of

dictatorship - the dictatorship of the proletariat.

True, Communists have stressed that this is a dictatorshp
different from any known in the pest; one based on the intere sts

of the majority of the people and not on those of the oppressing

winority, bt IL._.:} have |
wis
Co never denied that s+e was dictatorship

\> aa gl
nevertheless, uand dictatorshipn}nvolvugsrestrictions on

freedbm -~ freedom to orguanise opposition parties, freedom

of the press ) s Of speech, wme of travel.

P;ﬂ-"&bfn:&.é ﬁ‘e.é ‘
Dietatorsintp—tsorrevbieend boanbniebs saw,dictatorship

tﬁim
of the proletariat as a naJ:EEi stuge which the Soviet Union
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haed to pass through in order to achieve a society where there

AD
would be no-weasde=ef slums and starvation,,pass laws and Jails’

4 a soclety where not only would aictatorship be a memory of

the evil past, but even the whole machinery of state whilch

limits man%/ liberty - the police forces and laws and
parliaments)would wither away,and mankind would live as one
family on a new level of existence.

Prca\hul,ﬁ

Sommwesemds have always looked confidently toward the day

when the Soviet Union would find herself sO secure that she

could*Fegin to relax the dictatorship. While the fear-ridden
Wésten
i : countries retreated from the real freedoms of

bourgeois democracy towards Oppression and dictatorship, the

.'."1-; "y {rh(\ﬁ
socialist state woﬂid—bc—abieﬂ%ewudvance from dictutorship to

democracy on a new, higher, level,




The first signs of readiness for such relaxation have
been apparent over the past two years or so, with the easing
of restrictions on travel, the realatively uninhibited flow
of scientifict information, the raising of the tight
security guard which surrounded the government leaders. Xxul

But the real signal for a dramatic change, after the
mild hints in the published reports to the 20th Congress of
the Soviet Communist Party, was Kruschov'!s secret statement

on the cult of the inadividual.
- wet
“
A trustworthy text of this statement 1s noﬁiavailable, bt

the view that_théir Sgviet friends have '~ not to m;Lce worfis

w 1111110 Tl = several COu

al

bungled”%heir handling of the important announcement. ' It

asrxbél made possible fC hﬁ%‘é@?‘t%’%ﬁﬁ?ﬁé‘




picture 1s. yProgressivg 0 had seéen Soviet—aiebutorsnt

of the pr letariatfégf; ard neckgssity ahd had thought that
b :
the men at tgpfgﬁgmit of the dictatorship wgre of so Xreat a)

alibre th&\t the hardg ipjiifdfg;aturship ere only on

K

>
nucklées of those whqgse gfm was to dextro sréialism now

—ttme—tt-wasmrtt a

though the detuils are not yet certain, the overall
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[Epd that picture shows clearly that progressives outside
the Sovie§ Union - and imside it - who had believed that
the men at the summit of the dictatorship were of so

superhuman a calibre that they weie able to reduce the

evils of dictatorghip to a minimum were wrong. [ége very

leaders - Stallin 1ncluded - who had written and spoken

sO clearly to emphasise the dangers of individual decisions

instead of democratic onesj; who had emphausised that power
must be firwly based on the uemocratic decision of the
whole pERpXejyxgxXpke palty and not an the cuprice of
individuals no matter how gifted; who had insisted on the
need for utmost"socia}ist legality" in dealing with

(1;‘1_.\..-:“-\;*\:) k... kul"-‘hvl.h., % ."diﬂﬂ'fr
of fenders - had allﬂbeen living a huge lie/for the past

twentv vears,
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When people asked we to expluin the adulation of

S,alin }Le)saia that it was a necéssity during a particular
historic perdod, that the'tributes paid were not to him
as an individual but to him as a symbol of the whole party

and the whete first socialist state, and that Stalin himself

was a moaest man who hated the excesses ®f but submitted

to them because this was the will of the party. It seems

thatlkeswere wrong ana that, accoraing to the Kruschov rep ort,
Stulin haa come to ldve and believe in the tributes as
being directly adaressed to himself.

And 1t seems that while it was believed that it was a
truth bBardlyzwaxkRzuertiarnigxitkak that hardly needed ment -

ioning that me «ll important decisions were the result of
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the fullest possible aemocratic discussion within the
party, and that none was ever taken arbitrarily by Stalin
himself, this wus also not so. A number of declsions, it
Seems, were maue by Stallin alone, and the inevissible resul ted,

it décisions are tuken by an individaal alone - some of them

were wrong,

Ana, perhaps worst shock of all, it seems thuat

a number of people - anu possibly u la ige number of people -

who supported palicies in opposition to the party line were
treated Y\ v
Xximdead as traitors though thkere opposition was quite

legitimate, or if not legitimate, did not amount to treason.

The reaction to Kruschov's revelations had differed
BN IEJ& C,o\_t:."a..i.l""‘ sim: R he o, -.-::,’F-l ._-,pl*m-i__! e HYR l'[L'E, [v..v.,_-, L&)Cﬂ ne [Tn'..r'.-.nf,[/.

L

extremely widely in different countries.r\The huge Communi st

Party of Indonesia anad the vervy sctive one in Tndi: h:ave Aone
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AT the
no wore than publish/official statements made in Moscow
and Peking,.ardxgypEax Xpxkeigrikexgashaken  Raxexexgtioomeaed
Their leaders have welcomed the positive effects of the
announcement ana they appear owemr=te™pec well-pleased with
the situation, At the other ena of the scale there has
been an enormous lmpact on the very small hard-core Comnmun-
ist Party in the United States whose newspapers have
played up their horror at the injustices revealed and have

carried a number of articles in which comuunists write of

the "heavy load of guilt" which they feel they bear,; ol e hay
FTVLIN oW, g ‘j & B Gt il B AAS *“m

In-—E-r-?f-a-tg, Haerry Pollit whe—8

feed that the intellectuals in the party were focussing to o

much attention on the reassessment ofi Stalin while the

t.tafu““', M b \.
worke (s werg’mOIehconcerned with the new opportunities for

5 | : g 54 s T } | Nk &
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In South Africa, for rcasons muek somewhat similar

to those¢ in the colonial anu semi-colonial countries, the
haruful efiects of the revelations have been limited and
there?;zaégzggbus scope for stressing the pesitive aspect s
and their significuance xm:mMx for out progressive movement.
0ne_geLs-xhs—é&pfessicn—cvcn—that‘Fﬂough the public 1is
eager for discussion progressives have been slow to take
the opportunity offered.

What are the positive aspects that need stressing and
which can serve to assist the march to freedom?

Standing out most boluly is this. That by bringing
the criticisms of the methods of the Soviet party leadership
during the past twenty years mercilessly to light, Kruschov

has taken the best meaBs 0of ensuring that now a new era 1s
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indeed beginning. With the immense bur st of discussion that

hus taken place tnroughdut the Soviet Union, with the
progressive movement all over the world alerted, there is

little doubt that the conditions which were created for
dictatorial rule will not again be able to arise.

Deliberately Kruschov has focussed the world spotlight
ATELS 1 A

on the Soviet Communist Party so that :>in other
countries will mmixxxgiarxfxumzioRgerxfeelzferixwiktkz know with
confidence that the era i1s past when they should feel it

their duty to rally under all circumstances toddefend the
actions of the Soviet Union uagainst her enemies. Thexfeaxiexk

URIRQXIZZHOWZEXXREXXERRXERYImxsmz8bkang. How is it imaginable

XA
after this that anyone, from the lowest committee to—tie- OF ‘ae

nighest, will be avle to set himself up as the man who hakes
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the decisions and must be obeyed?

There are two types of question asked about the Kruschov
statement, One is "Why on earth did he make revelations like
this wnich xxuixx he knew would be seized upon by the enemies
of the Soviet Union?" ana tae other is "How do we know that
this cun't ahappen apgaini". The two gquestions amBwer each
other. The searing criticiswus of the past which exposed the
torn flesh of the Comumunist Party were necessary precisely
Po put people on their guurd, to show what axg had happened
so that they would not let it happen arain.

Progre ssives who felt .it their duty to refruain from
from joining in attuacks on the Soviet Union under any

circumstances in the past - and whoge-idre=mywedfs; feel no
fguiltn at all for doing so - will 63;;+£y feel it therr duty
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constructive
to volce/criticisms and misgivings in the future.

}'i' ANNL @ Pk
And to start off with I—-?ett&&—m“u%hat there ar< aspects

of the very ip'ouncement of the errors
r

H)wb o> s ﬁifnt-;l.,\ P.l‘,....- o v ALl ”.4___ “F T (RS . B

are not somplctely satisf&ctof}“}.but that is of course the

IR B i B
subject of & separate aiscussion,

What stands out and cannot be sufficiently emphuasised 1s
this - that the despotism of the tsurs meant uabsolute misery,
AHK desp.ir and darkness for the people of Russia and ner colonies;
that this misery, despalr uand darkness have been replaced 1in the
soviet Union by a full life of hope,amnd relative plenty, security
and the confidence that & new izzi’is opening where man will be
4 full free individual as deeamt of before only in written

utopias; that the strengbh of the Soviet Union has made possible

the mare ranid winnine of fraedon by the neonle of China and of

l hLL" 'n.rii'lu.l:.--l ‘,

/
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other countries which have suffered the yolk of imperialism -
AND THAT THIS TRANSITION FROM TSARISM TO SOCIALISM WAS POSSIBLE
ONLY BHROUGH THE DICBATORSHIP OF THE PROLETARIAT.

Th&t theie were aspects of that dictatorship which led
to injustice and bloodshed is clear. But Just as all the
AX® mess, bloodtand agony are pa&rt of the birth of the
human baby, so/mgis, blood and wgony of the Soviet people huve
glven rise to thugir socialist state.

Inasmuch as their sufferings,arns expemiences - and
strength - now smooth the paths of other peoples to freedom

by new routes, what an enormous debt we owe them!




