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Questions and Answers on the XXth 

By Eugene Dennis 

Congress, CPSU 

At the request of Political Affairs, Eugene Dennis, General Secre- 
tary of the Communist Party, commented briefly on a series of ques- 
tions arising from the current discussions on the XXth Congress. The 
questions and answers, which were received on March 20th, are printed 
here in full—Ed. 

1. What is the overall significance of 
the XXth Congress of the 
CPSU? 

The 20th Congress is a truly his- 
toric event. It has had a tremendous 
impact on the whole world. This is 
because it registered great achieve- 
ments, as well as projected the way 
to new advances in the struggle for 
peace and in the further develop- 
ment of Socialism. The Congress 
dramatized the results of the bold 
and flexible peace initiative of the 
Soviet Union in the past period 
which has been so successful in se- 
curing a relaxation of international 
tensions. It offered to the world its 
slogan—“Let’s trade,” iristead of 
“Let’s arm”—as a concrete means of 
promoting peaceful co-existence—a 
policy which corresponds to the vital 
national interests of all countries, 
not the least our own. 

The new Five-Year Plan continues 
the rapid growth of industrial pro- 
duction and will make possible not 
only a substantial improvement in 
the economic well-being of the So- 

viet people, but makes it possible for 
them to bring to the masses of peo- 
ple in the undeveloped countries a 
new form of aid to their develop- 
ment—aid without strings, which 
will enable them to industrialize and 
help solve their own age-old prob- 
lems of poverty and national sover- 
eignty. 
The historic significance of the 

growth of the role of the countries 
of Socialism and Peoples Democracy 
in strengthening the cause of peace 
and in demonstrating the superiority 
and new successes of the socialist 
system was summed up in the state- 
ment of Khrushchev that “the 
emergence of Socialism as a world 
system is the main feature of our 
era.” 

Besides registering these achieve- 
ments, and adopting policies to con- 
tinue and advance them, the Con- 
gress made some basic theo 
retical contributions to the develop- 
ment of the science of Marxism- 
Leninism on the basis of the new 
international experience and pro- 
found changes in the world situa- 
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tion. In addition, the Congress made 
a profound evaluation of the harmful 
consequences of the cult of the in- 
dividual that arose under Stalin’s 
leadership and took far-reaching 
measures to strengthen and expand 
inner-Party and Soviet democracy. 

* * * 

2. What was new about the state- 
_ ment on non-inevitability of war? 

First: considerable ambiguity was 
swept aside, leaving this new fact 
of life in its full grandeur. For the 
first time in history, war is not 

inevitable. Many Americans have 
had in the back of their minds the 
idea that there is some law of nature 
that when two great social forces 
confront each other, it has to end in 
war. But the XXth Congress has 
placed before the whole world the 
fact that humanity can now make its 
own decisions effective on this ques- 
tion. We are not the helpless prey of 
forces beyond our control. The peo 
ple of the world are strong enough 
now to prevent war. Imagine what 
a differences this is from 1914 and 

1939! 
Throughout the entire post-war 

period we American Communists 
have repeatedly said war is not in- 
evitable. But the Congress added 
something new. It declared that 
the time has now arrived when 
Lenin’s thesis of “inevitable war un- 
der imperialism” no longer applies. 
This is due to the fact that while 
imperialism still retains the economic 
basis for war, it is no longer a 

world-wide system, and the peace 
forces of the world—which include 
the powerful lands of Socialism, as 
well as India and other neutral coun- 
tries—have now become a major 
force strong enough to prevent war. 
The maintenance of the obsolete 
thesis obscured the recognition of 
these facts and made it possible for 
the warmongers to use it to hinder 
the struggle for peace. P 
War is not inevitable. But this 

does not mean that a lasting peace 
will be attained automatically. How- 
ever, in the new world situation 
now unfolding the people are 
strong enough to prevent war, if 
they but unite and make that 
strength effective in bridling the ad- 
vocates of war, the advocates of ag- 
gressive military alliances and of an 
atomic race. 

* * * 

3. What light do the theoretical dis- 
cussions of the Congress throw 
on the road to Socialism? 

The Congress pointed out that the 
forms of transition to Socialism in 
various countries will become more 
and more diversified. They will by 
no means be just a repetition of the 
experience of the Soviet Union or 
of the People’s Democracies. The 
only decisive and indispensable fac- 
tor that will be common to all is 
the political leadership of the work- 
ing class headed by its vanguard. 
It is true that in most of the period 
between the two world wars, think- 
ing on this question tended to be- 
come somewhat “frozen.” However, 
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the changes that have taken place 
in the world since the Second World 
War have re-opened this question in 
the full richness in which it was 
originally envisaged by Marx and 
Lenin. They always emphasized 
that everything depended on the 
period, the relationship of class 
forces, the concrete situation and 
traditions of each country. 
Viewing things from this angle, 

Khrushchev points out that it is 
perfectly possible that given the 
present and growing strength of So- 
cialism on a world scale, and the 
internal change taking place within 
various capitalist countries, many 
peoples may now be able to achieve 
their transition to Socialism through 
peaceful means based on winning 
the majority of their peoples for So- 
cialism and winning a stable major- 
ity in the parliament of their coun- 
try. Khrushchev points out that this 
new generalization is based consider- 
ably on the experience of the labor 
and Communist movements of other 
countries. 
We American Communists have 

ourselves perhaps made some modest 
contributions on this score, since we 
have for some time been exploring 
the question of the American road 
to Socialism. In the past we made 
clear that we are not advocates of 
force and violence as a means of ef- 
fecting the transition to Socialism, 
and particularly in the period since 
World War II we have made clear 
that we strive for the constitutional 
and democratic path of transition. 
We believe that the possibilities of 
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such a path will be enhanced by the 
course of events in our own country 
and the world. 
To realize a peaceful transition 

requires among other things, a broad 
and militant people’s democratic 
coalition led by a united and class- 
conscious working class which will 
uphold and enforce the Constitution 
of the United States and its Bill of 
Rights, and decisively curb the 
monopolies—the historical _ practi- 
tioners of force and violence, the 
perennial opponents of all demo 
cratic advance and social progress. 

Obviously this will entail big 
popular struggles on the economic, 
political and electoral fronts—sharp 
class struggles which will be forced 
upon the people by the offensive of 
the monopolies against peace and 
the liberties and standard of living 
of the people. Naturally we must 
continue to study this question and 
develop our position more fully. 

* * * 

4. What about the role of Stalin? 

Apparently what is going on now 
in the Soviet Union is that for the first 
time they are finding it possible to 
make a fully objective assessment 
of the role of Stalin, his many and 
great contributions as well as the 
gravity of his errors and weaknesses, 
and in particular his responsibility 
for the fostering of the cult of the 
individual and for certain costly 
mistakes and harmful violations of 
the Soviet Constitution. occasioned 
by the absence of real collective lead- 
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ership during the past two decades. 
Necessarily our own ability to judge 
this record and the progress of this 
present reassessment is greatly limited 
by the absence of first-hand knowl- 
edge or contact. However, we be 
lieve that the frankness of the CPSU 
leadership in facing this question 
and boldly placing it before the 
membership of the CPSU and the 
whole Soviet people does a great 
service to their Party and to the 
whole people. Only a Party that is 
really strong and enjoys the con- 
fidence of the people based upon 
actual achievements on their behalf 
would be able to open up such a 
question and pursue it publicly. In 
turn, one can feel sure that this 
discussion will become a new source 
of strength to the CPSU and to all 
other working-class parties. 

* * * 

The press indicates that there was 
a special report of Khrushchev to 
a closed meeting of the XXth 
Congress on the question of Sta- 
lin, the cult of the individual, and 
collective leadership in the CPSU. 
If this was of such importance, 
why didn't it appear in the main 
report? 

vl 

Possibly because the press in the 
capitalist countries would have 
seized upon this noteworthy feature 
of the XXth Congress to obscure its 
most important decisions and pol- 
icies on the new epic 5-year Plan, 
peaceful coexistence, the non-inevita- 
bility of war, the possibility of peace- 

ful transition, etc. At least this way, 
for the first two weeks after the open- 
ing of the Congress the world did get 
the full impact of these policies. To 
day, however, a reading of the press 
would make it appear that the only 
thing that happened at the Congress 
was the 
Everything else that happened at the 
Congress is being blotted off the 
newspapers, kept off the radio and 
TV. Big Business and its press is 
trying to use the issue of the re-evalu- 
ation of Stalin’s role to wipe out of 
the people’s mind the significance of 
the Congress for the peace and well- 
being of the people everywhere. 

* * * 

6. Why doesn’t the CPUSA criticize 
the Soviet Union even though it 
is now clear that many things 
were wrong there? And what 
criticism should be made of the 
attitude of American Marxists 
in relation to the role of Stalin? 

The facts disclosed about the er- 
rors of Stalin in regard to the ab 
sence of collective leadership are, of 
course, new to us and without any 
doubt come to us all with something 
of a shock and raise many questions. 
The Soviet Union has been the first 
and leading country of Socialism and 
has with few intermissions been con- 
tinually under every form of attack | 
by the capitalist forces all over the | 
world. Not the least among these 
forces was the whole network of 
calumniators, vilifiers and slanderers 
whose unremitting hostility to the 
Soviet Union was hostility to So 

re-evaluation of Stalin, | 



s. To 
press 
only 

agress 
Stalin. 
at the 
t the 
> and 
ess is 
evalu- 
ut of 
ice of 
well. 

e. 

ticize 
igh it 
‘hings 

what 

if the 
rxists 
talin? 

1e ef- 
ie ab 

re, of 
t any 
thing 
tions. 

> first 
n and 
| con- 
ittack | 
r the | 
these 
k of 
lerers 
> the 
» So 

cialism and to working-class rule un- 
der any conditions. Our attitude has 
been similar to that when confronted 
against unions and workers in the 
course of a strike. We support the 
workers and their organizations and 
are not deterred by the fact that 
some secondary errors on their part 
have been used as a pretext for de- 
nouncing the strike by those who are 
against all unions and against the 
workers generally. 
However, it is true that in fight- 

ing these slanders we often tended 
to gloss over the problems, difficulties 
and shortcomings which the CPSU 
leaders themselves admitted. In 
heralding the epochal achievements 
of the Soviet Union, we also often 
fell into the habit of attributing these 
accomplishments to Stalin instead of 
to the CPSU and its Central Com- 
mittee, to the Soviet people and to 
the system of Socialism. We some- 
times allowed our discussion of the 
magnitude and grandeur of the his- 
tory-making progress of Socialism 
in the Soviet Union to take on an 
aspect of virtually attributing in- 
fallibility to the leadership. In ad- 
dition we sometimes tended to take 
a position on certain questions with- 

out having a first-hand knowledge 
of the facts. Incidentally this first- 
hand knowledge of facts was and is 
denied us by the Administration’s 
restrictions on passports which pre- 
vents us from having any contact 
with developments over there and 
thus being in a better position to 
estimate them. 
Moreover, one of the main lessons 
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we must draw from this situation is 
that dogmatism and doctrinairism 
must be uprooted from our Party’s 
approach to the theory and applica- 
ation of Marxism-Leninism. Our 
Party must continue to study with 
utmost attentiveness the experiences 
and the theoretical conclusions of the 
Marxists of all countries. But this 
must be a scientific study which al- 
ways considers the time, the place, 
the actual relationship of class forces 
that led to those conclusions. But 
the key task is for us to study the 
situation of our own country and to 
apply creatively and develop the 
theory and practice of scientific so- 
cialism in the U.S., in accord with 
the conditions and needs of our own 
people. It follows from this that we 
must encourage in our Party the 
freest atmosphere for critical and 
self-critical examination of all ques- 
tions. 

7. What lessons can be drawn for 
the American Communist Party 
from the discussion around the 
role of Stalin? 

Together with the ever-pressing 
need to examine all questions and 
developments factually, objectively 
and scientifically, the chief lesson is 
the lesson of collective leadership, 
criticism and self-criticism. No matter 
how great any leader may be, no mat- 
ter how well equipped for his tasks, 
if work is not done collectively, if he 
together with the other leaders does 
not continually participate in criti- 
cism and self-criticism, if he does not 
maintain ties with the masses, he 



will make serious mistakes. 
We have much to learn from this. 

The question of collective leader- 
ship, criticism and self-criticism can- 
not be settled once, for all time. The 
earlier writings of Stalin himself 
contain excellent statements on this 
question and explanations of their 
particular necessity in a Communist 
movement. As we see, however, from 

their experience and as we ourselves 
have learned from our experience 
following our struggle against 
Browderism, the struggle for collec- 
tive leadership must be a continuing 
process. We must constantly en- 
courage in our Party the fullest polli- 
tical initiative, collective responsi- 
bility and the freest atmosphere for 
critical and self-critical examination 
of all questions. 
We have much to learn on the 

question of how to ensure the kind 
of criticism and self-criticism and 
democratic centralism without which 
there can be no collective leader- 
ship. In the recent period, owing 
to the attacks of the Adminis- 
tration upon the Bill of Rights and 
upon our Party, we were unable to 
work normally, and many abnormal 
practices developed. Now, however, 

as I mentioned in the speech at Car- 
negie Hall on Jan. 20th, we are 

26 POLITICAL AFFAIRS 

taking a new look at all the major 
features of our policies. 
Some things we have been examin. 

ing, for example, are: First, whether, 
while we correctly signalized the 
aggressive role of U.S. imperialism 
in the post-war period and the new 
dangers of war and fascism—and asa 
matter of fact pointed out in 1951 
and since that world war was neither 
imminent nor inevitable and that 
the drive to fascism could be halted 
—we may not have presented this 
question at times one-sidedly in 
actual practice. Second, the question 
of our overall relations in regard 
to the trade unions. Third, whether 
at a time when we see the new level 
and scope of the heroic struggle of 
the masses of Negro people in the 
South for integration and full equal- 
ity, the slogan of self-determination 
is valid. Fourth, a critical re-exami- 
nation of our Party Program, The 
American Way, that was adopted in 

1954- 
All of these questions involve a 

study of the realities of American 
life today, utilizing and enriching 
the science of Marxism on the basis 
of American experience and tradi- 
tions to advance and promote the 
interests of the American people. 
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