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that unqualified support of the Soviet Union opened the 
way to the charge of being foreign agents simply ignore 
the fact that this charge has been made of every group in 
American history which advocated international working
class solidarity and basic social change. It is hardly likely 
that the adoption of a hypercritical attitude toward the 
Soviet Union or the advocacy of some specifically national 
form of socialism will induce the bourgeoisie to drop this 
potent epithet. 

Workingclass victories are not won by equivocal sup
porters but by the fierce and unremitting struggle of 
dedicated partisans. As long as the balance of power was 
in favor of world capitalism and plans for smashing or 
bleeding socialism still seemed feasible, the October Revo
lution could survive only by being defended singlemind
edly and as a whole. 

Roman Spartacists, French Jacobins and Communards, 
British Chartists, American Abolitionists, Russian Bolshe
viks and Chinese "Reds"-all have exhibited a similar 
singlemindedness. Yet it was they who were historically 
correct and not their detractors who pointed to errors but 
remained blind to that which was in the process of becom
ing. Revolutionaries may err "in thinking that two times 
two makes five," as Lenin noted, but for the critical 
objectivist "two times two is a bushel of apples." 

Freedom of criticism is one thing under conditions of 
peace and security and quite another when the revolution 
is under enemy attack, when violations of discipline may 
lead to demoralization and defeat. 

In the past, moreover, as Togliatti has pointed out "in 
almost every case, those (Communists) who had begun 
by criticising this or that aspect of Communist policy in 
the Soviet Union ended up in a very short time by joining 
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the flock of official slanderers of the whole Communist 
movement, eventually becoming open t'>r masked agents 
of the most reactionary political forces." (Toward A 

Socialist Democracy, June, 1956) 
The reason uncritical support of the Soviet Union now 

may appear erroneous is that the old garment no longer 
fits the new conditions. The historically superfluous often 
appears ridiculous, especially when out of inertia, the atti
tudes of one period are imperceptibly carried into another. 

Critical and qualified support of the Soviet Union has 
become possible because world imperialism is being com
pelled to turn from an unqualified determination to 
destroy socialism to a position of qualified hostility and 
peaceful competition. 

THE OVERESTIMATION OF THE WAR DANGER 

Most leaders of the U. S. Communist Party are in 
:1greement that the party overestimated the danger of 
war in the last decade and that this constituted a grave, 
ldt-sectarian error. "While we asserted that World War 
I fI was not inevitable," declared Eugene Dennis, general 
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