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JAPANESE R O W ’S REPORT

The Revolt in Prison Camps of Siberia
This report of the revolt of the prisoners in the Norilsk prison 

camp in the Soviet Union was received by us from a Japanese 
Trotskyist. He obtained the information contained in the report 
from a group of returned Japanese war prisoners who were in 
the Norilsk prison camp at the time of the revolt.

Last year we published Brigitte Gerland’s reports as a par
ticipant in the great Vorkuta prisoner uprising of 1953. The present 
account fits in with ¡and rounds out the picture she presented o f the 
situation in the Soviet prison camps in the period following ‘Stalin’s 
death. — Ed.

The story o f .the great revolt 
of the Norilsk prison camp was 
f irs t  Hold by 34 Japanese war 
prisoners who witnessed the re
volt and were sent ¡back to Japan 
last year.

Norilsk is near the east bank 
of the mouth of the Yenisei r iv 
er. I t  is a town of prisoners. 
They produce copper, gold, p la ti
num, cobalt; and there are com
bines of these minerals. There 
is a six story building, construct
ed, of course, by the forced la
bor of the prisoners. The city 
had in March 1954, 3b0,000 c iti
zens (mostly those who had serv
ed their terms but were not a l
lowed to return to the free areas 
of the Soviet Union.)

Among these citizens there 
were 45)000 common criminals; 
about 1&0>000 political -prisoners; 
60,000 emigrants; 16,000 govern
ment officials. In addition, actu
al prisoners numbered 46,000 as 
follows: 15,0010 -political prison
ers; 30,000 common criminals. 
The ratio of men to women was 
4 to 1. In  national origin, mos.t 
of the Soviet prisoners were 
Ukranians and the rest from the 
three Baltic nationalities. Non- 
Soviet prisoners included Ger-

mans, Czechs, Japanese, Koreans, 
Chinese, Hungarians, Italians, 
etc.

Just like the general strike of 
Vorkuta, the direct cause o f the 
revolt was the death of Stalin. 
With his ideath 'the hope o f im 
mediate amnesty flared up, but 
the ¡decree of amnesty pn "March 
27, 1953 released .¡only those who 
committed murder, t(jeft or rob
bery. Political prisoners were 
completely excluded ¡and were 
enraged a t (the crushing of their 
hope.

The revolt was firs t started at 
the F ifth  Special (political) camp 
which stands in. the east of Gorb 
Stroi north Norilsk. Near this 
are the Fourth and Sixth (-wom
en’s) Special camps. A t the time 
of the .event, the F ifth  was said 
to hold 15,000 prisoners, but 
this figure -seems .to be uncertain. 
The Fourth camp had 4,000. Most 
o f these prisoners were Ukra i
nians who -were moved there 
from other places in  the summer 
of 1952. The prisoners of the 
F ifth  and Fourth camps were en
gaged in the construction of the 
six-storied building. Next to the 
F ifth  camp was the -brick fac
tory where women prisoners 
worked.

Guards Touch Off Outbreak
The prisoners communicated 

w ith  each other secretly by 
throwing stones wrapped in let
ters. On May 7, 1953, at lunch 
time-, they were exchanging let
ters in that way. One of the let
ters thrown by some woman 
didn’t  reach its destination, but 
dropped between the two outer 
and inner barbed wire entangle
ments.

Fearing a guard migWt find 
i t  and take it, men prisoners 
tried to reach for the letter. The 
sentinel .shot a man in  the arm. 
Outraged, the men protested, and 
threw stones at the sentinel. A fte r 
two or three intim idating shots 
into the sky, the sentinel shot 
into -the prisoners and wounded 
one more of them. This was a 
violation of the promise that un
der no conditions would guards 
shoot into the camp.

The angered crowds rushed to 
the office of the director of the 
camp and demanded that the ! 
sentinel he tried and punished. 
Angered by the evasive answers 
of the director, they thrust him 
away and overturned the desk. 
The 'day sh ift thus entered into 
sabotage. On May 9, the night 
sh ift entrenched itself in the 
building under construction, 
started a sit-down strike, and 
didn’t  return in the morning.

Thus the whole F ifth  camp 
went on strike. The news spread 
a t once to other camps. The 
Tenth, Fourth, and the women’s 
Sixth also went on strike in sym
pathy.

The night sh ift of the F ifth  
camp painted in huge white let: 
ters on the sixth story “ Down

w ith the Soviet bureaucrats,”  
“ Hurrah fo r the death of Sta
lin.”  The night sh ift that had 
gone on, sit-down strike returned 
to camp on the morning of the 
12th and joined the day sh ift in 
its strike. A  powerful sentiment 
of resistance dominated all the 
prisoners, and they began to 
organize a formal struggle.

The director, in great conster
nation, at 9 AM broadcast the 
warning: “ Those who sabotage 
the work w ill be punished -with 
three .years penalty; go to work 
at once.”  But to prisoners al
ready under Jong sentence, three 
years did (not matter. Instead, 
they, caught the director at his 
office near the .guard house and 
shouted at him : “ You are not big 
enough to deal w ith ; bring Ma
lenkov here.”

In  order root to reveal their 
leaders, the prisoners acted to
gether and shouted together. Sur
prised by the event, the head of 

| the combine stepped out and tried 
to persuade them—in vain-. A t 
last one evening the Governor 
flew to Norilsk.

Some said he was major Gen
eral Panikov, director of Yeni
sei Stroi of Krasnoyarsk. But he 
only sat at the table on the road 
in front of the post room, and 
didn’t  say a word. His secretary- 
spoke. The prisoners w-ho sur
rounded them shouted “ You are 
not big enough to talk w ith; 
bring somebody from Moscow.”  
To this he only answered "No 
superior official w ill come. I f  
you do not stop your strike at 
once, you w ill get three years.”  
And there was no hope of solu
tion.

What the Prisoners Demanded
A t last a lieutenant-general of 

the MVD, a vice-minister under 
iBcria, came from Moscow and 
broadcast that the delegates 
should come with a petition. In 
stead of being caught by sucli a 
trick, the prisoners went up to 
him in a body, and after an ex
change of words, seven or eight 
explainers presented their peti
tion. The leader of these explain
ers was a former member of the 
CP and a graduate o f ¡Moscow 
University. He was a genuine 
communist who criticized the 
present conditions in  the USSR. 
He had been sent to the camp, 
after a document was discovered 
on him in  which he stated that 
what was happening in the USSR 
did not agree with communist 
'teachings.

The petition read as follows:
(1) Cut down prison terms and

improve rations. '
(2) Reduce work hours from 

12 to eight.
(3) Since most of us political 

prisoners are serving 15 to 25 
years, provide cultural facilities 
for us. Our intellectual advance
ment ought to be very important 
for Soviet construction.

(4) Let us- serve our terms in 
some other districts, not in 
Norilsk. In Norilsk, too, exchange 
work places fa irly . There are big 
differences between various wox-k 
places.

(5) Completely stop a ll na
tional discrimination in treat
ment of prisoners.

(6) Change the camp director

and establish the strictest audit 
o f the accounts of the combines. 
(The audit was supposed to be 
made once or twice a year by the 
combines, but its method and 
frequency were very lax, and of
ficial's made p ro fit from the la
bor of prisoners.)

The lieutenant-general prom
ised an investigation and an 
answer. Thus the firs t wave of 
the s trike  was ended. The author
ities utilized this lu ll to disperse 
the strength of the prisoners. On 
May 19, they moved Japanese, 
Koreans, Chinese, Hungarians, 
Italians, Germans, Czechs—in all, 
about 300—into' other camps un
der the pretext that, as the re
sult of Stalin’s death, they would 
be allowed to return to their 
countries. On May 20, about 7,- 
000 were moved from  the F ifth  
into the Fourth camp, in order 
to reduce the strength of the 
F ifth  camp. . .

The answers o f the authorities 
were very unsatisfactory. On May 
21, the second strike was started. 
About 1 AM, guards appeared in 
a fire  engine and tried to bar ac
cess to every camp from outside 
—in this way to separate them 
from each other and overwhelm 
them one by one. A  prisoner 
who happened to be awake sound
ed the alarm. The prisoners at
tacked Ithe fire  engine and al
most killed the driver.

A fte r this incident the prison
ers placed the ir own guards and 
set up their own self-governing 
system in opposition to the au

thorities. Thus all camps came 
under their power. On May 23, 
the authorities began armed sup
pression. They moved all the fo r
eign prisoners to a neanby hill, 
and entered into fina l negotia
tions. When the negotiations 
broke down, the armed forces 
formed a semi-circle penetrated 
through the fron t and back gates, 
pfessed the prisoners towards 
the road between the warehouses 
and the bakery and fired volleys 
at them. Many insane prisoners 
who were taking a bath there, 
were surprised by the noise o f the 
shooting. They ran out in fron t 
of the prisoners into the midst 
of the volleys, and more than 
half of them were killed on the

instant. The sight was too grue
some to bear. These mentally- 
deranged individuals raised anti- 
Soviet shouts, stood before -the 
gun-fire and fe ll dead.

One o f the Japanese ex-pris
oners who was involved in the 
tragedy related that on his way 
to ‘ the detention house, the 
corpses were ly ing so thick that 
i t  was impossible not to step on 
them. The road was blood stain
ed all over. ¡And he could not 
forget 'the wounds of the corpses, 
which were jus t like cuts in 
flicted by sword but were really 
caused by machine gun fire . The 
revolt of the (Fifth camp was thus 
suppressed with armed forces.

The Strike Spreads
¡Other camps which rose up in 

response to. the F ifth  presented 
the same bloody sights. One of 
the Japanese repatriates said, 
“ When we were moved to an un
named camp and arrived there, 
the women’s Sixth camp was also 
besieged and was under attack.”

Through the noise of r ifle  f i r 
ing there was heard the screams 
of women, and among the soldiers 
were seen headis wearing necker
chiefs. Women prisoners threw 
f ilth  from the latrines, or jumped 
out naked in fron t of the soldiers 
and resisted them. Normally, they 
never allowed their body skin to 
show. This was their last method 
of resistance.

A t the time of the firs t strike,

the Tenth camp had captured 
many Aftamats (a kind of auto
matic rifle ) and ordinary rifles. 
Now they detained the director 
in the detention house as a host
age, following which a battle l i t 
erally was fought between the 
prisoners and the troops. The 
prisoners were besieged near the 
camp gate and were annihilated.

The general strike which was 
started at the F ifth  and Fourth 
camps and instantly spread to 
the 'Second, Third, Sixth and 25th 
—that is, to all special (political) 
camps of Norilsk and became a 
general insurrection of a ll po
litical prisoners—this revolt was 
thus crushed by armed force.

The Third camp alone refused

to surrender to the ultimatum 
shouted from over the barricade 
by Major ‘General Semiyonov, 
commander of Norilsk garrison, 
and IMajor ¡General Panikov, di
rector o f Yenisei S'troi -The pris
oners chased the officers, pro
claiming, “ We won’t deal with 
the director; bring some responsi
ble man from  the ¡Central Gov
ernment from  Moscow. "We w ill 
settle the matter with Voroshi
lov.”  They continued to refuse all 
negotiations.

The Third camp had at the 
time 2,500, prisoners. The pris
oners continued, under perfectly 
organized control, a long strike 
of three months. They pulled 
down the red flag, raised a black 
flag, flew huge kites from w ith
in the camp and distributed leaf
lets over the city. The leaflets 
read, “ We won’t  deal w ith men 
in Norilsk. I f  they want to neg
otiate, let them bring in a re
sponsible man from Moscow.”  
“ Publish the truth  about the 
Beria A ffa ir.”

The garrison authorities, hav
ing exhausted all methods, de
cided on armed repression, at 
about 11 P.M. on August 11. be
sieged the Third camp, and fired 
volleys from outside the fence. 
The terrible noise of fir in g  re
sounded throughout the. city. The 
citizens could not sleep at all. 
How long’ they lasted—those five 
or six hours-.)

I t  was 6 > \. M. when at last 
the terror and: strairf came to an 
end. Out of th-e 2,500, about 1,500 
were killed. Countless others 
were s-eriously wounded. The doc
tor^ ¡who w;ere mobilized took

three days just fo r f irs t  aid.
Thus the insurrectionary strike 

ended after more than three 
months, but the result was not in 
vain. For an evaluation of the 
event, the comments of the Jap
anese repatriates were fu ll of 
rich suggestions, from which the 
following conclusions may be 
drawn:

'The direct cause of the revolt 
was the shooting of 'May 7, b iit 
there was an underlying move
ment which caught up this inci
dent and ¡systematically develop
ed it .  ¡Deeper down, the uprising 
was due firs t to the hope arous
ed in the ¡prisoners by Stalin’s 
death and then the betrayal of 
these hopes. But the revolt may 
have been already planned even 
prior to ¡Stalin’s death. The 
Ukrainians who led the revolt 
had been sent 'to .Norilsk in the 
summer o f 1952. I t  was said they 
had also ¡planned a strike at their 
former camp, and had been mov
ed to this (city on tha t account.

Even when the news of Stalin’s 
death reached the prisoners, they 
purposely refrained from any re
action likely to be noticed by the 
authorities. “ When we were 
working at Golu Stroi, we learn
ed through the radio that Stalin 
was dead,”  said a Japanese re
patriate. “ One of us in his great 
joy, put up a white cloth tied to 
a pole on a pile of bricks as a 
flag. And we were noisily ta lk
ing in our excitement. Then 
a Ukranian about 34 or 35 years 
old came to us and warned us to 
be careful. I t  seemed that he was 
one of the leaders.”

What the Strike Revealed
’From the arrival of the Ukrain

ians and until about the death 
of Stalin, four prisoners were 
mysteriously killed. A ll were con
sidered as spies fo r the author
ities. The guards w ithin the 
camp did not search fo r the mur
derer; they might have . been 
afraid of reprisals. Nor was it 
ever known how the weapons 
w ith which the murders were 
committed, had been brought ¡in
to the camp.

These facts suggest that the 
revolt was secretly and system
atically planned and led". Then 
What were the causes fo r the re
volt? A careful study of the 
prisoners’ petition w ill reveal 
them.. In a word, the prisoners 
demanded better treatment.

But the th ird  clause of their 
demands needs special attention. 
I t  demanded improvement in the 
cultural facilities. One of 'the re
patriates said, “ A fter sharing 
life  together with the Ukrainians 
my opinion about their ideas is 
as follows: “ The present Soviet 
can never last long; something is 
bound to happen before our term 
of 25 years'is served out. We do 
not want to become wrecks by that 
time, who can do no activity ‘when 
the time comes. For tha't we 
want some economic margin and 
more than that a cultural devel
opment.”

“ Therefore their plan is fa r 
reaching and of long view, and 
their organization strong. The 
leaders were unknown, not only 
to the authorities but to us all 
who acted together w ith them.

“ Nevertheless, leadership was 
always definite and prompt. The 
slogans of the leaders reached 
all the prisoners in an instant 
and became one common shout of 
the whole crowd before the au
thorities.”

But how could the prisoners 
hold on to their convictions so 
fiercely against the formidable 
power of the government? The 
-following, results o f their strug
gle w ill answer eloquently. The 
demand fo r the removal of the 
iirector was realized and he was 
transferred to another camp.

“ Wages were definitely im 
proved. A common laborer got 80 
or 90 roubles a month before the 
revolt, hut after i t  he got 290 
roubles a month. A fte r the event, 
camp officials curbed their thiev
ing and also their personal ex
ploitation of prisoners.”

“ Therefore the prisoners fought 
w ith  conviction as they discov
ered the weakness of the govern
ment’s authority. Theirs was any
thing but a reckless adventure 
born of the anger of the moment.

“ The leaders seemed to have 
been the Ukrainians above men-

tioned; b ifl victims of the great 
purges lof the 1930’s were also 
included in the leadership. There 
thus arose a strong unity.”  And 
the form er prisoner mentioned 
the name o f Baranzin (? ) a fo r
mer private secretary o f L. T ro t
sky who was imprisoned in  1937; 
former ¡university professors, fo r
mer army officers including one 
lieutenant-general, Iriz inski; 'the 
president of 'Latvia in 1932, Alex
androvich, etc.

Then the repatriate said that 
on May 7, the instant the strike 
broke out, the news spread like 
an electric shock throughout the 
area reported as fa r as Dudinka. 
A t the coal mine of Kaerukan 
(? ) on May 9, a strike broke out 
in the F ifth  camp. There too, 
the Ukrainians led it. They firs t 
killed 40 or 50 of the worst bosses 
and then ¡began the strike.

The repatriates also said that 
while the Norilsk revolt contin
ued, reliable news reached the 
prisoners that in ihe Vorkuta 
camps a revolt had broken out. 
The repatriates said that only 
two or three days after the strike 
began the intelligence organ of 
the U.S. caught the news and 
broadcast over the Voice of

America a report o f the revolt 
that was ¡fa irly accurate.

We can draw this further very 
important conclusion from the 
summary of the reports of the 
eyewitnesses. (1) The prisoners 
sentenced to long terms showed 
an unshakable conviction that the 
present bureaucratic dictatorship 
can not last long, and that the 
prisoners demand fo r facilities 
fo r their cultural development 
and fo r maintaining their physic
al strength anticipate the day of 
their future activity.

I f  they can hold such convic
tions under the hardship of the 
Arctic region, why can’t the work
ers in the ¡rest of the Soviet 
Union? I t  is ¡clear that 'the pris
oners Iderived their ¡revolutionary 
convictions from witnessing daily 
the hopeless corruption of the 
bureaucracy. A sim ilar > revolu
tionary conviction, derived from 
the same source, must be grow
ing throughout the ¡USSR and 
Eastern Europe. .This is reflected 
in (Khrushchev’s speeches and 
confirmed (by the revolt in Poz
nan, -Poland. Every new conces
sion the (bureaucracy gives the* 
workers confirms and strength
ens this conviction. *

As we open the drive to win 
new readers w ith our special 
three - month introductory sub

scription fo r 60

f
 cents all indications 

point to a successful 
campaign. A c r o s s  
the country in the 
past months there 
has been a stepped- 
up circulation of 
the M ilitant among 
r a d i c a l  - minded 
workera, particularly 
among those asso
ciated with the Com

munist Party. Increasing numbers 
are accepting the paper with in
terest and sympathy. That can 
only lead to new subscribers.

We won’t  get on a limb pre
d ic ting 'the  top-scoring area in 
the subscription campaign but we 
w ill f la tly  predict that the Min- 
neapolis-St. Paul M ilitant Army 
w ill be right up front. The 
element o f risk in this prediction 
is of course made minimum by its 
consistently impressive record in 
every previous drive. Further, 
the Minneapolis-St. Paul sales
men have already cleared the 
deck fo r an all-out drive fo r new 
subscribers. During the month 
of June they cleared up all 
lapsed subscriptions in the area, 
putting themselves in a position 
to get new subscribers without 
any need to worry about neglect
ing, the old ones.

During the “ Minnesota M ili
tant Month”  57 six-month and 
one-year subs were turned in. 
The salesmen also sold five copies 
of Daniel Guerin’s book, Negroes 
on the March and also obtained 
two subscriptions to Fourth In 

ternational (now Internationa^ 
Socialist Review.)

The following letter from  our- 
Twin Cities agent, W inifred fte l*  
son, reveals one of the “ secret9 
of their success.”  She writes; 
“ Paul and I were on vacation so 
we devoted 9ome of our time ¡to 
M ilitant and literature work. . V 
We went calling Monday, Tues
day and Wednesday evenings»; 
Monday we visited a subscriber 
who renewed last week. He is a 
member of the Dining Car Em* 
ployees Union and friendly to us, 
very much so, regretting not' 
having the time to come to our, 
meetings. He and his wife both 
were immediately interested in 
buying a copy of ‘Negroes on tlie 
March.’

“ On Tuesday we visited an ex- 
• Comniunist Party member who 
has been friendly to us in the 
.recent period. . . He said he had 
sent his sub direct to you but we 
had a good discussion with him 
on the Khrushchev speech and he 
is going to take copies of the 
M ilitant containing this document 
fo r distribution among his old- 
time CP friends. . .

“ Wednesday we went to seq 
another railioad worker. . . His 
sub expired a while back — he’s 
been laid o ff twice in the past 
year. . . Now that he’s working 
again, he renewed his sub and we 
talked with him and his son and 
daughter-in-law. His son is $ 
m ilitant worker too, and reads 
the M ilitant r igh t along — ap
preciates i t  too. %

“ Fun to be on vacation, isn’jt 
it?  We really enjoy ourselves 
when we have time to get out 
and do this kind of work, and 
discuss with people.”

The Crisis in the European and American CP's
By Morris Stein

The world crisis of Stalinism 
has assumed varying forms in 
the ‘Communist parties of the 
capitalist icountries. The Com
munist parties of France, Ita ly  
and the 'United ¡States typ ify  
three distinct variants as to the 
intensity ¡of the crisis and the 
form i t  has taken.

O f the. three, the French Com
munist Party remains the least 
affected. Its  four-day congress, 
concluded July 21 at Le Havre, 
differed litt le  from previous con
gresses. The proceedings revolv
ed around the report by the 
party’s general secretary Mau
rice Thorez, who until the cult 
of the individual fell into dis
repute, was hailed in the OP as 
the “ French Stalin.”

The cult of the individual was, 
of course, dutifu lly condemned 
Iby Thorez, His target, however, 
was not the cult, but those who 
tried to probe into its origin and 
social roots. “ I t  would be an 
idlaaDistio deformlation o f his
tory,”  he said, “ to attribute to 
an individual no matter how 
eminent, the unbelievable power 
to modify by himself the social 
regime. As to the affirmation 
that the cult of the individual 
flows from Soviet system, from 
the allegedly anti-democratic 
character of the system itself, 
this is contrary to all the facts.”  
, W ith this airy generalization 

Thorez dismisses the 30-year 
Stalinist perversion o f the Soviet 
system and shuts o ff any line of 
discussion that investigates this 
development.

Thorez’ remarks were in  no 
way intended as a contribution 
to the discussion on the origin 
and nature of Stalinism. I t  was 
meant as an order to end all' dis
cussion. And this is what the

Congress delegates took i t  to 
mean. Not a single speaker dared 
question or refute Thorez. His 
report was approved by the cus
tomary unanimous vote. To fu r
ther emphasize s tric t adherence 
to Stalinist monolithism the out
going members of the Central 
Committee and the Political Buro, 
were re-elected en-bloc.

As fo r France itself, Thorez 
saw no sign of the cult of the in
dividual. One speaker, Ooghe, 
secretary of the Pas-de-Calais 
federation, did detect the danger 
of the cult of the individual in 
France. But the danger had been 
surmounted, he said, when Aug
ust Lecoeur, one of the party’s 
secretaries was expelled some 
time ago. I t  was1 Lecoeur, accord
ing to Ooghe who tried to build
a cult around himself.

*

To ¡make sure tha't the danger 
of Lecoeurism is not revived, the 
CP bureaucrats organized a goon 
squad to break up a public meet
ing at Henin-Lietard, where Le
coeur hvas scheduled to ¡speak 
shortly ¡before the CP congress. 
Lecoeur himself was badly beat
en up.

The Thorez line, represents the 
determination of the Kremlin to 
contain the crisis of Stalinism 
and prevent i t  from becoming a 
crisis that w ill endanger the very 
power and privileges of the bu
reaucratic caste. Thorez himself, 
by his mode of liv ing—a private 
v illa  in the aristocratic Cannes 
resort, w ith costly chauffeur- 
driven automobiles at his dis
posal—is flesh of the flesh of 
the Soviet bureaucrats. His line 
;s the Kremlin’s line. This i« 
shown by the recent statement of 
the Central Committee o f the CP 
of the Soviet Union.

To strengthen Thorez’ hand 
against the rank and file  in the

French party, the Kremlin bu
reaucracy sent a delegation to 
the Congress fo r the f irs t  time. 
I t  was headed by Suslov, a mem
ber of the secretariat of the CtP 
of the Soviet Union, who took 
pains to refer to Thorez as “ a 
very dear friend.”

In contrast to the treatment 
given Thorez, Togliatti, general 
secretary o f the Ita lian Com
munist Party, was openly repri
manded in the resolution of the 
Central Committee of the CP of 
the Soviet Union adopted June 
30.

An Italian periodical, Nuovi- 
Argomenti, June 16th; quoted 
Tog lia tti as follows: “ Soviet
Democratic life  was limited, 
partly s u f f o c a t e d ,  by the 
ascendency of a bureaucratic 
and authoritarian method of 
leadership, and by violations of 
the legality of the regime.”

In  this statement Toglia tti is 
at odds with Thorez not only on 
the “ facts”  about the internal 
regime, in the Soviet Union but 
also on what constitutes an 
“ idealistic distortion of history.”

Toglia tti spys categorically: 
“ As long ¡as we confine ourselves, 
in ‘substance, to denouncing the 
personal faults of Stalin as the 
cause of everything we remain 
w ithin the realm of the *pei- 
sonality cult.’ •... . The true prob
lems are evaded, which are why 
and bow Soviet, society could 
reach and did reach certain forms 
alien to the democratic wav and 
to the legality which i t  had set 
for itself, even to the point of 
degeneration.”

A fte r the OPSU issued its  res
olution Togliatti, just as every 
other top Stalinist functionary, 
was compelled to fa ll into line. 
Even then, however, he tried to 
uphold his point of view, i f  only 
by implication, “ in  my opinion,

and I have said so openly, the 
line followed by the Soviet com
rades in the construction of a 
Communist society was undoubt
edly righ t,”  said Tog lia tti; “ but 
w ithin the general framework 
of this acknowledgement, there 
may be differing opinions on the 
value and importance of the er
rors committed under Stalin’s 
eadership, the violations of le

gality, the restrictions on democ
racy, and so on, over the eco
nomic and political development 
of the Soviet Union.”

As can be seen, Togliatti beat 
a considerable retreat from his 
earlier declaration's, without, 
'owever, going as fa r in support 
of t h e  CPSU resolution as 
Thorez.

I t  has become common knowl
edge that w ithin the leadership 
of the American Communist 
Party there are three distinct 
tendencies. There has been no re
port made to the membership 
about the differences, but the di
vision is readily discernible from 
a reading of statements appear
ing in the Daily Worker.

There is the viewpoint of W il
liam Z. Foster, which is equiv
alent to the Thorez position. Last 
April at the time of his firs t 
pronouncements on the Stalin 
cult following the 20th Con
gress, Foster kept omphasizing 
Stalin’s contributions and mini
mizing even those crimes of the 
Stalin dictatorship that Khru
shchev had revealed. In one of 
his articles, Foster described 
Stalin’s monstrous crimes as 
merely “ incorrect methods of 
work.”

The editors of the Daily W ork
er, on the other hand, have taken 
a stand sim ilar to that of Tog- 
l ia t t i ’s. They have been fa r more 
critical than Foster of Stalin, 
Stalinism (they have themselves

used the term) and Stalin’s heirs. 
Eugene Dennis, Genera! Sec
retary of the American CP has 
tried to straddle the two points 
of view.

A ll 'three groups fe ll into  line 
with the resolution ¡of the CPSU. 
A t the same time in its own res
olution, the National Committee 
of the American party clung to 
its right to maintain ¡differences 
on two points on (which the Daily 
Worker had previously ¡criticized 
the Soviet government sharply— 
namely, “ the question o f bureau
cratic distortions ¡of ¡Socialist so
ciety, as well as the happenings 
‘n the sphere o f Jewish cultural 
institutions and the ir leadership.”

While the American’ leadership 
is toeing -the line laid down in 
the resolution of the CC o f the 
CPSU i t  is significant that it 
s till voices implied criticism on 
questions that involve the very 
basis of the rule of the Soviet 
oligarchy.

(How account fo r the d iffe r
ences in the original reaction to 
the end of the ¡Stalin cult, and 
then in the degree of complian
ce with the edict of the OC of 
the CPSU? Do they reflect gen
uine ideological differentiations 
in the Stalinist apparatus? Or 
do they stem from the different 
problems c o n f r o n t i n g  the

Deep in the Siberian mine
Keep your patience proud,
The bitter toil shall not be lost
The rebel thought unbowed.
The heavy hanging chains 

w ill fa ll,
The walls w ill crumble a t a 

word; /
And freedom greet you in the 

light,
And brothers give you back 

the sword.
— Pushkin -(1827) •

French, Italian, and American 
parties respectively ? We w ilt 
deal w ith these questions in  a 
forthcoming article.
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