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" WHO'S FOOLING WHOM IN CHILE?

What does the future hold for those socialist, democratic
and progressive political parties, national organizations, religious
groups and other political forces that enter into alliances with
commmnist parties? Do the commmnists enter the alliance in good
faith, with the thought of acting within the alliance merely as
equals of the other parties and forces involved? Is it their
true intention, within the bounds of their own political ideals
and principles, to remain flexible to the political, social and
ideological desires of the majority within the alliance for the
common good of the alliance and the nation? Will the non-Marxist
parties and forces of the alliance and their political, social and
ideological ideals survive in the communist party version of the
socialist state?

An explicit answer to these questions is found in a theoretical
trilogy issued in February this year by the top echelon of inter-
national communism, the Central Committee of the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union (CC, CPSU). The central thesis appeared in
the main journal of the CC,CPSU, Kommunist (issue No. 3, 1972),
in a lengthy, wide-ranging article entitled, ''The Falsifiers of
Scientific Communism and Their Bankruptcy.' Bearing the imprint
"Prepared by the Institute of Marxism-Leninism of the CC, CPSU,"
the article carries the authority and political weight of a party
directive, binding on all party members as well as on all parties
worldwide. While providing the theoretical basis for upholding
Moscow's ideological orthodoxy, the article ranges well beyond mere
theory in prescribing in explicit terms the strategy and tactics for
unifying and consolidating the "democratic, anti-imperialist and
revolutionary forces' of the world under Soviet political hegemony.

To underline the international significance of the pronounce-
ment, the CPSU simultaneously published two other articles further
clarifying those sections of the Kommunist theme most pertinent
to foreign communist parties. These articles appeared in
Mezhdunarodnaya Zhizn (issue No. 3, 1972), a Soviet international
afTairs monthly that appears in English and French editions as
well as in Russian, and in New Times (issue No. 8, 1972), a Soviet
international affairs weekly that 1s published in Russian, English,
French, German, Spanish, Polish and Czech. Both articles were
signed by Alexander Sobolev, well known among leadership elements
of international communism as head of the section of the CC, CPSU
responsible for history of the international communist movement.

Regarding political and ideological pluralism and the role of
the communist party, questions of vital importance to non-communist
parties and groups in alliances with communists, the "February
decrees'" of the CC, CPSU lay down the law as follows:
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a) 'On Political Pluralism:

....................

"The modern revisionists advocate political

- pluralz&m. Tn their opinion, the dictatorship of the
proletariat and the experience of the socialist
countries in the organization of political life
have outlived their time and should be succeeded
by spontaneous development and competitive struggle
among all social and political forces, all political
parties, which in effect signifies abandoning the
use of the instruments at the disposal of the
working class organized as the state to uphold the
people's revolutionary gains. At a time when the
monopoly bourgeoisie is steadily building up the
machinery of its domination, its political
mechanism of self-preservation, the revisionists deny
the people and their leader, the working class, the
right to suppress the resistance of the exploiters."

b) On Ideological Pluralism:

""The modern reévisionists advocate ideological
pluralism. Negation of the universal, international
character of Marxism-Leninism is agcompanied with the
claim that there exist different, national forms
of Marxism. At the same time it i$ maintained that
equal and competitive co-existence of diverse ideological
concepts is possible in the working-class movement and
the socialist society."

c) On the Role of the Communist Party:

"Rejecting the need for a leading role by the
communist party, as confirmed by the experience of the
building of socialism in the USSR and the other socialist
countries, the revisionists try to limit the party
functions within the socialist society and bring them
to a minimum. They suggest that the party should be
considered merely as one of the social organizations not
distinct from the other mass political, professional,
or cultural organizations, playing not a leading role but
merely the role of an 'equal partner." The severe con-
sequences which attempts to abandon the Marxist-Leninist
doctrine on the leading role of the party and the Leninist
organizational principles may lead to were revealed by
the 1968 Czechoslovak events. The activities of right-
wing revisionists plunged the country into a profound
crisis and created the danger of losing the socialist
achievements."

World news media pay little or no attention to such weighty
articles as those carrying the '"February decrees' of the CPSU.
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As a matter of course only the top leadership elements of local

communist parties make it a point to read and digest the
characteristically lengthy and dull theoretical pronouncements
emanating from Moscow. As a result those who stand to lose the
most (the non-communist parties and forces who join in common
causes, alliances or coalitions with communists, other political
parties and forces in countries and areas where such "united
fronts' exist, and even the rank and file members of local
communist parties) normally are unaware of Moscow's latest
political and theoretical line. Under such circumstances, which
are considered desirable in most cases by both the local commmist
party and Moscow, the leadership of the local party is allowed
to formulate its own local line in the manner most politically
expedient for the local constituency.

A case in point, and apparently an attempt at deception of a
most blatant variety, involves the treatment of the CPSU "February
decrees" by the Communist Party of Chile (PCCh) and the Communist
Party of the USA (CPUSA). Both parties are considered among the
most stalwart and conscientious followers of Moscow's brand of
communism. Neither has ever engaged in anti-Sovietism or denied
or even questioned '"the international significance of the experience
of the CPSU." On the contrary, both have always considered the
CPSU the unquestioned leader of commmist parties everywhere and
the essence of actual socialism as built in the USSR as the goal
to be emulated by all commmists.

How then explain the fact that in the April 1972 edition of
its leading journal, Political Affairs, the CPUSA chose to publish
a full English translation of an article from the August-September
1971 issue of the theoretical journal of the PCCh, Principios,
that directly contradicts the political and ideological Iine of
the CPSU? The article in question is entitled '"Ideological
Pluralism", written by a member of the Central Committee of the PCCh
Sergio Vuskovic Rojo. It makes the following points:

>

a) On Political Pluralism:

"To Chile, the historical legacy of the workers'
movement presents us, as one of its most valuable
experiences, with the durable existence of trade union
unity, but also with the existence of various parties
in the political sphere. Therefore, in our country,
democracy and liberty are guaranteed by political
pluralism and trade union unity. On the cultural and
ideological levels the mere existence of a multi-party
system is a guarantee that no new alienations foreign

to the history of the Chilean popular movement will
arise.'

"This style, so typically Chilean, of opening for
ourselves the road to power was outlined in an interview

3
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with comrade Luis Corvalan (Secretary General of the PCCh)
in the magazine Rindscita of April 30 of this year. In
it he states the Following: 'The Popular Unity coalition
has won the government of Chile within the bounds of

the State of Law. Today we operate, and will continue

to operate within such bounds, because there is no other
road for the structural transformation of the country
towards socialism. What if the adversary rushes into
sedition? Well, the Goverrment of Popular Unity will
naturally use every means, will make an appeal to the
masses for the restoration of the law, in view of the
new conditions created by the reactionary adventure.

The State of Law is not a cumbersome piece of furniture
which we must discard at the first opportunity. And I
repeat: the scope of political and social pluralism
which points out the road today is that which will
characterize socialism in Chile tomorrow.'"

b) On Ideological Pluralism:

"Just as political pluralism implies the existence
of various parties, ideological pluralism implies that
in the Popular Government now, and under socialism
tomorrow, there are and there will be various ideologies.
The corollary of political pluralism is ideological
pluralism. That is to say that today, and tomorrow in
socialist Chile, there will be complete freedom of
religion, of the diffusion of religicus or non-religious
ideas. Besides Marxism, other ideologies will be able
to defend their points of view, will have their publi-
cations and seminaries, will maintain Catholic churces
and high schools, Masonic temples, or Protestant places
of worhip or those of other beliefs. Classes in
religion of a voluntary character will continue, together
with the new social and ideological activities which
will keep arising in the revolutionary process."

c) On the Role of the Commuiist Party:

"Starting from the premise that the guarantees which
are established camnot mean the stopping of change or the
class struggle, which continues, the fact remains that
not one of the parties in the Popular Unity coalition

wants to be the one governing party, either now or in
the socialist Chile of the future."

) The timing of the appearance of the Political Affairs article
is especially interesting since one normally would have expected
that it would be precisely in its April issue that the CPUSA

would have published its own guidance derived from the CPSU
"February decrees."
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As far as the PCCh is concerned, since the Chilean article
was published in August-September of last year Rojo should by now
have been branded as a ''revisionist" and a corrected version of
the PCCh line, in conformity with the CPSU line should have been
published. Nothing of the kind has happened. In fact, in public
statements since February, PCCh leaders have continued to reassure
the electorate of Chile that the PCCh, as 'an equal party" of the
alliance, firmly believes in a permanent state of political and
ideological pluralism.

One cannot but conclude that both the PCCh and the CPUSA,
with the approval of the CPSU, are attempting to deceive not
only other left-wing political parties but even their own rank
and file members.

The following reference materials are attached:

a) Excerpts from the main Soviet article: ''Falsifiers
of the Theory of Scientific Communism and Their Bankruptcy,"
from Kommunist, No. 3, February 1972.

b) The English language version of the article from
Mezhdunarodnaya Zhizn, Russian, No. 3, February 1972, entitled
"The Struggle of the CPSU for Unity of the World Communist
Movement and Against Opportunism and Revisionism.' This

version appeared in the Soviet monthly International Affairs,
No. 4, April 1972.

c) The article, "Anatomy of Modern Revisionism,"

from the Soviet English language weekly, New Times, No. 8,
February 1972,

d) An English language translation of the Chilean CP
article, ''Ideological Pluralism' in the CPUSA theoretical
journal, Political Affairs, No. 4, April 1972. The original
article appeared in the journal of the PCCh Principios
August-September 1971. ’ ’

) e) A commentary on the Kommunist article that appeared
in the British fortnightly newsIetter, Soviet Analyst, 30
March 1972, holding that the Soviet line is a reaffirmation
of the most blantant Stalinism by the CPSU.
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KOMMUNIST, Moscow
February 1972

THE FALSIFIERS OF THE THEORY OF SCIENTIFIC
COMMUNISM AND THETR BANKRUPTCY

In the contemporary cpoch the progressive soctfal dc;elopmnnt in
taking place at an ever faster pace. The leading trend of social develop=
ment -~ the revolutionary transition from capitalism to socialism and
communism of mankind -- is making its way in the variegated and complex
intertwining of historical events. This transition is linked with the
implementation of the universal-historical mission of the working class,
the most systeématic fighter apgainst all kinds of social and natfonal
oppression. The main achievement of the international working class and
the main result of its revolutionary struggle are the formation and con-
‘solidation of the world socialist system. The growing power of the USSR

. =« the first country of victorious socialism - and of all socialist
" ecountries is now exerting a decisive impact on the world revolutionary

, provided a clear characterization of revisionism. '"In the field of

process. . :

Systematically opposing imperialism, the communist and worker
parties are also engaged in an frreconcilable ideological and political
strugple agninet right-wing and "left-wing" opportunism in the contem-
porary revolutionary movement. "Left-wing opportunism, mainly represented

by neo~Trokekyism and Maoism, is trying to replace the scientific

Marxist line of the revolutionary movement with political adventurism,
and reactionary-utopian and barracks "socialism." Rightewing opportunism
is trying to replace this line with bourgeois reformism. As a whole, as
V. I. Lenin taught, revisionism always means political surrender to the

difficulties and ithe class enemy, and the abandonment of proletarian
positions, ' . ‘

i

The characteristic feature of the contemporary stage lies in the

fact that rightewing and "left-wing" opportunism frequently merge with

nationalistic trends and with the most reactionary extreme anticommuniem
and anti-Sovietism, ‘

1 : R i e

P

The struggle of the working class against revisionism has its
history. Suffice it to recall the political bankruptcy of regenades

such as E. Bernshteyn, K. Kautskiy, and others like them. V. I. Lenin

' politicsa,'" he wrote, '"revisionism tried to revise the real foundations

of Marxism, namely the doctrine of the class struggle. Political
freedom, democracy, and universal elections eliminate the grounds for
the class struggle, we were told . . « " (Complete Collected Works,

vol 17, p 22). He also said that "they determine their behavior on
the basis of specific cases, adapting themselves to current ‘events, to
political pettiness, forgetting the basic interests of the proletariat
and the basgic features of the entire capitalist system and the entire
capitalist evolution, sacrificing these basic interests for the sake of

real or surmised temporary advantages. Such is the revisionist &gaic "
Approyedzip Rejeane A9ROA9A2tr CIA-RRMAT9:0§A4A00030045 0001

in their struggle against modern opportunism,.
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Revisionists members of the '"Manifesto" group in Italy, R. Car~
audy in France, E., Fischer, and F., Marek in Austria, and others,
grossly distorting and falsifying the ideas of K. Marx, F. Engels,
and V. I, Lenin, are presenting their "creativity" as the further de-~
valopment of the Mn:xtst-Lenmht thoory. In a relatively short pariod

.of time the bourgeois publishing liouses have brought to the.book markot

large quantities of their revisionist output.

An annlyeia of the revieionist views indlicates that on Lasic
matters they are in fact supporting the poaltions of bourgeois ldcolo-
RY, anticomnunism, and anti~Sovictism. Beginning with the revision of
{ndividual Marxist concepts, such people who, formerly, were within the
ranks of the communist party, have become open renegacdes, abandoning
the pasic principles of the revolutionary doctrine of the working class,
and eplucing them with bourgeois ideological principles.

' \

' The abandonment of the revolution and the prenching of rcformn
which do not affect the political power of capitaliem and a factunl re~
conciliation with the bourgeois society is the essence of the revisionist
views concerning today's revolutionary movements.

The basic problem of the soclalist revolution is that of power,
of the dictdtorshipiof the proletariat. The socialist revolution begins
with the scizure of political power which is used as the main | tool for
cconomic, social, arnd cultural changes., Using various pretexts the
modern revisiontsts firmly oppose the dictatorship of the proletariat,
fdentifying Lt with ."party dictatorship," "the rule of the apparatus in
the name of the party," and so on, They claim that the fact that the
dictatorship of the'proletariat mandatorily presumes the leading role

of the communist party does: not stem in the least from the Marxist prin-
ciples,

!

We are familiar with V. I. Lenin's numerous statements developing
the basic Marxist principle to the effect that the dictatorship of the
proletariat is inconceivable without communist party-leadership; practical
experience indicates that a multizparty system does not conflict in the
least with the need for such leadership. The communist party is a vane
guard of the working class., It is its most conscientious, organized,
and unified dotachment. It is only under the leadership of the party
that the working class can implement {ts dictatorship over the overthrown
exploiting claases, and engage in constructive and educational work,.
ro o ——

! Unlike the Marxista, the reviaionists speak of the multiplicitw
of "morals of soclalism,' meaning a variety in the very nature of
gsocialiem. This 1s eloquently confirmed by the fact that all those
supporting che concept of multiple "models of socfalism" try, as n rule,
to formulate "models" of a society whose socicaconomic and political
system would be entirely differunt from those of real socialism. They
openly proclaim that they are striving toward the type of socialism which
would be radically different from the models so far known, and that the
‘model" they are buillding should embody the features of "real coctalism."

P
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Thiu type soclalism iy distinct from real soclalism nbove all {n termu
of its basla., According to the Inventors of the "new wsoélnllsm" the
socinlist state ownerehip of copltal goodu, dominating in the world
socialint system, creates statism, and bureaucracy. It restricts de-
mocracy wnd lends to tha distortlon of socialism. Fov this raeason thoy
reject socialist state ownership, replacing it with an abstract socialist
"aoclal ownership managed by the sum total of working people" (Roger
Garaudy. Le grand tournant du socialisme, p 191). It is natural that
the superstructure erected on such a base would be sul,stantinlly dif-
ferent from the superstructure of factual socialism. According to its
inventors, such speculative socialism is "true socialism,"

Such claims are radically different from the Marxist-Leninist
doctrine. The classics of scientific socialism frequently pointed out
that state socialist ownerahip of capital goods is the baais of the
entire socialist society, ,

| What are the "arguments" brought forth by the revisionists in sube
stantiating their concept of the multiplicity of "models-for socialism?"
They stem, above all, from the following premises: since unlike the
slave-owning system, feudalism, and capitalism, socialism is not a
distinct socioeconomic system, since it carries both the elements of
the old system ~- capltalism or feudalism -- and the prerequisites for
the future system -- communism, That is precisely what, according to
the revisionists, predetermines the profound and basic differences
among the various '"models for socialism'" which depend on the economic,
aociopolitical, and ideological structure of each country. In other

words, socialism is considered as a transitional system between capital=
fsm and communism. . .

Marxism-Leninism, however, considers socialism not a transitional
system but the first stage of the communist system. The transitional
period covers the process of the revolutionary reorganization of capitale
fnm into socialism. This view is of basic theoretical and practical
significance. In fact, in the transitional period, a variety of socio-
economic strata and exploiting classes exist within the society against
which the victorious proletariat and its allies are engaged in a class
struggle. With the completion of the transitional period, as a result
of the socialist reorganization of the entire economy, the vestiges of
exploiting the classes are climinated. As to the first phase of come
munfem -~ socialism == it is characterized by the total and complete
domination of the socialist ownership, socialist production relations,
the existence of nothing but soctalist type classes and strata, and
tha absence of social contradictions between town and country and
between intcllectual and physical labor.

—— s ol e ek ———

Anulyzing the: building af socialism in the various countries,
the revisionists reject nearly all the essentlal aspects chnrncteri7ing
the new society. Their purpose {s to develop the type of 'model of’
soctalism' which would essentially resemble a 'hybrid society" which
combines both socialist and capitalist features. ,
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The revisionists draw the conclusion that the communists must
perpetuate bourgeois democracy and merely broaden its frameworks. Ace

cording to the revisionist concepts the democratic nature of the future

socialist asociety in the European countries and its deeper development
compared with the aexisting socialist countries could be ensured only
through political pluralism, through a multiple-party system which
allows the existence of political parties with programs basically

different from those of sclentific communism and opposed to the com-
- munist party, ' '

What ig the attitude of Marxist-Leninists towards party pluralism_.-

under socialism? This question is inseparably linked with the attitude
of the communists toward the other working class parties and the non-
proletarian political organizations.

The communists clearly realize that the working class would be
unable to build socialism without unity within its ranks or without an
alliance with the remaining toiling masses. The question of the alliance:
between communists and other workers parties arnd political organizationg
of nonproletarian democrats in the various countries depends on the
dévelopment of the class struggle and the role which such parties play

in the revolutionary movement and the political life of their country, -

Ho&gver, the basic characteristics of this alliance are its socialist

objectives and the vanguard role of the communist party which ensures
the reaching of such objectives.

Senge e e — -

et e ey e s

Having gained political power, the working class strives toward
the elimination of the private ownership of capital goods. This pre= §
sumes the expropriation of the capitalists and the landowners and the
reorganization of a petty market economy into a large-scale socinlist
social economy. As historical experience shows this inevitably leads -
to the climination of class antagonism, to the ever greater rapproche=
ment among class interests and to the establishment of friendly co-
operation relations among all classes and strata within the socialist
society. In this connection, under socialism, the grounds for the

existence of any type of opposition parties opposing the communist party,
is eliminated. ’

o '

v i et + N PN et

Development of the world revolutionary process fully confirms

the Marxist-Leninist view to the effect that the working class can
destroy capitalism and create a socialist society only under the leaderse
ship of a revolutionary party of a new type, based on the Leninist ore
ganizational principles, and equipped with a knowledge of the basic

laws governing social development and an understanding of the objec=-
tives and paths of itsistruggle. "The experience of the historicol -
development of many countries and of the clasa struggle convincingly,
proved how nccessary to mankind are the activities of communist parties,
and how fruitful such activities are in terms of social development,"
emphasized L. I. Brezhnev, CPSU Central Committes Secretary General,

nt the 1969 International Conference of Communist and Worker Parties.
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The revisionists try to present the Leninist doctrine of the party
and its role in the revolutionary struggle and the building of socialism
ns a 'system of viewa separate from the basic concepts of Marxigt
theory. Yet, it is well known that the need for a political party of
the proletariat was proclaimed as early as the Communist Party Manifesto.
Emphasizing this basic Marxist view, on 18 December 1889, in a letter
to G. Trier, F. Engels wrote: "In order for the proletariat to turn
out sufficiently strong and be able to win in the decisive moment it

‘{8 necesbary -~ a view which Marx and I have defended since 1847 -- for
it to set up a separate party, separate from all others and opposed to
them, a party which would consider itself a class party" (K, Marx and
F. Engels, Works, vol 37, p 275).

E. Fischer culls for the abolishment of the communist parties as
they have developed and to act differently, to dissolve them within a
"left-wing" forces coalition in which the communists would not ha.e their
own organizational structure. ''In my view," he states, "most existing
parties have become ohsolete in terms of their form and type. I sce the
possibility for the formation of r~w associations of fighters-and pecople
thinking alike, despite the old and frozen positions. If you wish, such
aussociations would consist of Marxists and non-Marxisgts, of communists
and social democrats, Catholics and Protestants . . .'" (Stern, No 49,
1969.10 }4&). What 18 left entirely unexplained is how such hetecrogenous.
nagoclations could be associations of "alike-think "
“would the objective of thelr "atruggle™ be. Tn an;ngégzquséﬁagggzgﬂf“
ciattons, deprived of thcif‘pfoIethtinn"thacientiousnee;, organization,

and discipline, would represent no serious danger to the capitaliat
monopolies, '

rd

The modern revisionists are particularly active against the leading
role of the communist parties in the socialist countries. This is no
accident., The question of the place and role of the communist party
in the. life of the soclalist society is basic for 1its solution affects,
above 311, the destiries of socialism in each individual country and
the future of the entire world socialist system. -

Rejecting the need for a leading role by the communist party, as
confirmed by the experience of the building of socialism in the USSR
and the other soclalist countries, the revisionists try to limit the
party functions within the soclalist society and bring them to a minimum,.
They suggest that the party should be considered merely as one of the
social organizations not distinct from the other mass political, pro-
fessional, or cultural organizations, playing not a leading role but
merely the role of an "equal partner.” The severe consequences which
attempts to abandon the Marxist-Leninist doctrine on the leading role
of the party and the Leninlst organizational principles may lead to werae
revenled by the 1966 Czechoslovak, events. The activities of right-wing
revisionists plunged the country into a profound crisis and created the
danger of losing the socialist achievements.

Using various methods the ripht-wing socialists try not only to
untdermine the leading role of the communist parties in the revolutionary
movement and the building of a new society but to destroy the party '
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undlermining its ideological foundations -~ Marxist philosophical
materialism. Attacking the French Communist Party and, through it, the
communiet movement as a whole, R. Garaudy writes as follows: "If the
party dore not wish to be a doctrinary sect but the nucleus of all
forces which intend to build socialism in France, it can not have any
niven "official philosophy." It can not be basically neither idealistic
nor mnterialistic, neither religious nor atheistic" (Roger Garaudy. Le
grand tournant du socialisme, p 284). The abandonment of philosophical
materialism as the basis for a proletarian outlook and the attempt to
separate party policy from scientific revoluticnary philosophy are yet

another confirmation of the betrayal of the cause of the working class
by the revisionists.

st rical experience has repcatedly proved that it is precisely
the communists, guided by the Marxist<Leninist theory in their policies,
that have made and continue to make a decisive contribution to the re=
volutionary reorganization of the world. Under the circumstances of
the sharpened idcological conflict between socialism and capitaliem
class ideological principle-mindedness is particularly important to
the communista. Any retreat from proletarian ideology, whether as a
concegssion to idealism which, using Leninist terminology, as before

" '"turns to its own use even the slightest possible confusion in philo- M

sophical thinking" (Complete Collected Works, vol 18, p 380), or in
another form, objectively increases the positions of bourgeois idecology
and, essentially, 1s equivalent to the abandonment of an independent
proletarian policy. That is precisely why the communist parties can not
remain neutral in the conflict among antagonistic outlooks.

The revisionists are fiercely attacking the organizational foune
dations of the Marxist-Leninist parties. Above all they are rejecting .
the international nature of the Leninist organizational principles.
These principles, naturally stemming from the very essence of the com=
munist party as a party of revolutionary action, the revisionists try
to present only as the product of specifically Russian conditions and
the.circumstances of the political struggle at the turn of the century.
They claim that, having established the organizational stricture of the
party, V. I. Lenin considered it unchangeable and that today's Marxiste
Leninist parties are no different at all from the Bolshevik party of
that time in terms of organizational forms, when Bolshevism operated

under clandestine conditions. Thus the revisionists deliberately confuse

the essenge of the matter, trying to replace the question of the prin=-
ciples of the organizational structure of the party with the question
of the specific forms of its organization so that they may more easily
accuge the communist parties of: being out-of-step with modern conditions.

It 18 above all the principle of democratlclcentra}%fm that is
opposcd by the contemporary revisionists. They claim that the Ilmple-
mentatfon of thls principle hinders the development of true democracy
within the party, that it converts the party into a Yhierarchic or-
ganization," a '"bureaucratic pyramid," and so on. Arbitrarily breaking

6
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the dinleeticnl unity hetween democracy and centralism encompassed ;
within Lthis lendinp principle of the orgianizational’ atructure and ace |
tivitices of the communist partices, the revisionists try Lo present
~matters as Lthough centralism and discipline within the party allegedly
tnovitably tead Lo Lty burcaucratization, ‘

g -

- s o - s - - at ok

Revinioniat practices clearly show what they would like to makeé
of democracy in party life. The activities of the '"Manifesto" group, of
R. Garoudy, E. Tischer, and other renegades proves that while allegedly
favoring "free exchange of ideas," "the initiative of one and all," and
so on, in fact they favor freedom of activity for antiparty groups and
factions and the admission of the type of "initiative" which would be
opposed to pnrty interests. '

The so-called "new!" revisionist theoretical concepts we have
" analyzed arc opportunistic and petty bourgeois. Their inherent features
-are eclecticism, the substitution of materialism with idcalism and
idialectics with metaphysics, as well as a distorted and one-sided inter=
pretation of the new social phenomenn. - The revisionist views represent
“i certonln danger to the revolutionary forces of today, to the working
¢lass and the Marxist-lLeninist parties because, prescenting themsclves
a4 followery of the doctrine of Marx, Bngels and Lenin, ficst of all,
the revislonists exploit for reactionary purposes the hroad popularity
of Marxist-Leninist ideas; mecondly, accusing the communist parties of
"dofgmatlism," they present themselves as the '"renovators" of Marxism,
claiming that their theoretical speculations are nothing but the creative
development of revolutionary theory; thirdly, they are actively sup-
porled by the propaganda machine of the monopolistic bourgeoisie which
provides them with a very bLroad area for dissemination and enable them
to use their "ereations" to influence the minds of n certain segmeont of
the working people. '

Uncompromising struggle agatnst dibasident revisioniat activities
and thelr attempts to distort the tlicory of scientific communism is a
mnjor prurcqulsite for nchieving the ideolopicnl, political, and organi-
zattonnl unity of communist and worker parties, and the unification and
consolidation of their ranks on the principled Ffoundntions of Marxism-
Leninisme | . ' '
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INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS, Moscow
April 1972 1

INTERNATIONAL POSITION OF THE USSR AND CPSU FOREIGN POLICY

THE STRUGGLE OF THE CPSU FOR UNITY OF THE WORLD

COMMUNIST MOVEMENT AND AGAINST OPPORTUNISM AND

REVISIONISM

A.SOBOLEY,
D. Sc. (Philosophy)

NDER the present historical conditions,
. tunity is becoming an increasingly impor-
an
communist movement. This is primarily because
the communist movement is the most influen-
tial, organised political mass movement of our
day marching in the vanguard of the democra-
tic, anli-imperialist and revolutionary forces.
The fale of pcace, democracy and socialism, as
well as the future of all mankind, depend on the
militancy and cohesion of the communist
~movement,

- An analysis of the laws governing soclal
development shows that the consolidation of
the unity of the world communist movement is
an objective historical trend. Unily Is a. politic-
al und ideological expression of the real needs
of the world revolutionary process in the cohe-
sion of all revolutionary anti-imperialist and
anli-monopoly forces. :

This historical trend, however, does not
make itself felt directly, automatically or spon-
taneously. The unity of the world communist
movement arises out of the vigorous social,
political and idcological struggle, and various

objective and subjective difficulties have to be

avercome to maintain it.

That is why the problem of unity, the rea-
sons for the urgency of it under the present
conditions and the prospcects for its achievement
should not only be viewed subjectively as just
political and idcological struggle against vari-
ous opportunist and faction
personalities. The gist of the problem of the
world communist movement's unity can be un-
derstood correctly only by thoroughly analysing
the present-day confrontation between socialism
and capitalism, as well as the objective and
subjective Tactors and circumstances which
determine the arrangement of class forces and
the course of the struggle between them; it can
be understood only against the general back-

factor in the further development of the -

roups, trends and -

ground of the socio-economic, political and
ideological battles which form the content and
development of the world revolutionary process
and condition the growing role played by com-
munists. -

The CPSU with its diverse political, orga-
nisational, idepological, and theoretical activities
plays an exceptionally important role in the
struggle for the unity of the world communist
movement. The struggle to consolidate the com-
munist movement is the internationalist duty
of each communist party loyal to the banner of

‘Marxism-Leninism. The principle of party equa-

lity in the world communist movement organi-

. cally includes an cqual historical responsibilit

for the militancy of the revolutionary vanguard.
As cqual among equals, the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union is, at the same time, the
most experienced contingent of the world com-,
munist movement, and it makes a particularly;
large contribution to the struggle for consolida-|
tion of this movement and for the enhancement)
of the revolutionary and transforming role
played by the communist parties. The CPSU/
wages its struggle against the Right and
“Left” opportunists, against the nationalists
and splitters and those who, directly or indi-
rectly, undermine the militancy of the commu-
nist movement; this struggle is based on crea-
tive Marxism and proletarian internationalism,
a Leninist analysis of the present stage ol
historical development and consistent imple-

mentation of a principled political line.

The 24th Congress of the CPSU has made
a very valuable contribution to improving the
communist movement's militancy. The major
importance of the decisions adopted by the
Congress is that it has furnished an answer
to many urgent questions of our day and has

‘made a new and concrete contribution to the

theory and practice of the international com-
munist movement. It has further enhanced, and
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consolidated its prestige and historical role as
the leading force .in the social progress of
mankind and as the leader of the revolutionary
activity of the working class and all working
people.

®

HE PRESENT epoch is marked mainly by

the great confrontation between world
socialism and world capitalism, which is be-
coming more active, multifaceted and dynamic
with each passing year. It has entered the phase
when the advaniages of socialism come more
and more clearly to the forc and thereby mul-
tiply socialism’s transforming and magnetic
force, while the contradictions and social ilis
of capitalist society are becoming increasingly
morte acute, conflicting and explosive, the anti-

. popular character of capitalist society manifest-

ing itself particularly vividly.

The struggle between socialism and capital-
ism finds its real expression in the world revo-
lutionary process with the following characte-
ristic features: _

— Firstly, the revolutionary process has be-
come fruly worldwide. All countries have be-
come the arena of the sharpest clashes between
the forces of peace, democracy, national libera-
tion, revolution and socialism, on the one hand,
and the monopoly bourgecoisie and its allies, on
the other, All nations have been drawn into this
struggle.

— Secondly, in its social aspect the revolu-
tionary process has become universal. 1t is
directed against all outdated socio-economic

relations, all archaic structures, apainst capi-.

- talism, feudalism, the survivals of semi-feudal-
ism, slave-ownership, communal relations,
against everything that impedes the social
progress of mankind. General democratic, na-
tional liberation, anti-imperialist, and other
movements, while retaining their independence
for a more or less long period, in the final
analysis, lead to a socialist revolution. In other
words, the world revolutionary process includes
socialist and communist construction, soclalist
revolutions in the capitalist countries, broad
mass democratic movements against reaction,
aprarian rcforms directed against the survivals
of feudalism, oligarchy and the latifundists; na-
tional liberation movement against imperialism,
non-capitalist development aimed at climinat-
ing cconomic backwardness and archaic socio-
cconomic structures and paving the way to so-
cialism.

-~ Thirdly, the driving forces of the world
revolullonary process are expanding, while the

tional proletariat is the main driving force of

- larly students are joining in the active struggle

forms and methods of revolutionary activity are
developing and becoming enriched. The interna-

the revolution. But fresh contingents of pea-
sants, intelligentsia, white-collar workers, arti-
sans, urban middle-classes, youth and particu-

for peace, democracy, national independence,
revolutionary transfiormations of society and the
transition to socialism. Some strata of the na-
tional bourgeoisie take part in the anti-imperia-
list struggle in couniries suffering from coloni-

al oppression.
The substantial expansion of the driving]
forces of the world revolutionary process setzl
1

before the communists important political and
ideological tasks, the principle task being th

_struggle for the masses of people, above al

for the majority of the working class and its
consolidation on a revolutionary basis. This
also envisages a union of manual and white
collar workers, aimed at overthrowing the pow+
er of the monopoly bourgeoisie, and a union o
all progressive and patriotic forces directed
towards liquidating colonialism, neocolonialism
and all forms of imperialist oppression. Prob-
lems pertaining to the ideological relations be-
tween the allies in the struggle against impe-
rialism inevitably come to the fore. :

The present historical conditions and thq
level of the class struggle make it possible {d
raise the question of inculcating socialist ideo
logy into the democratic movement. It is neces{
sary primarily to explain the essence of theg
Marxist-Leninist policy and the aims of thg
struggle, as well as to educate the non-prole;
tarian revolutionary masses by using their own
political experience. All this helps to raise thg
class struggle to a higher level. However, the
task of political unity of all anti-imperialis{
forces, particularly of ideological relationg
among them has far from becn solved.

— Fourthly, the warld revolutionary process
is indivisible in the broadest sense of the word
and this finds expression in the internationa
character of the class struggle.

In their time, Marx and later Lenin, deve
loping Marxist ideas, discovered the dialeclicy
of the international and the national in the deve
lopment of the socialist revolution. In our day
the internationalisation of the class slruggi:l
has reached a very high level. Today there ar
no isolated revolutionary and liberation acti
vities and processes in the world.

The interconneclions between the three main
revolutionary streams are becoming stronger
the interdependence in the activity of all na
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tional revolutionary contingents and democratic
movements and currents is growing while the
role and significance of the worldwide coniron-
tation belween socialism and capitalism, be-
tween democracy and reaction for the success of
. the struggle waged by each national revolution-
- ary-democratic conlingent are becoming more
important.

At the samc time, a stormy process of

~growing individualisation of the actual histo-
rical conditions of revolution and socialist
construction takes place. The dialectical con-
nection belween the international and the na-
tional has become closer and, at the same time,
morce flexible.

The individualisation of the concrete histo-
rical conditions in the revolutionary activity is
in itself a step forward in the gencral develop-
ment of the revolutionary struggle but, at the
same time, this individualisation is fraught
with possibilities of growing nationalistic sen-
timents, isolationism, and propaganda of non-
Marxist views.

Life repcatedily shows that socialist con-
struction, national liberation movements, and
revolutionary transformations in any country,
regardless of the wishes of political leaders
hnd theorists were, arc and will increasingly
become the results of the world efforts of the
international working class and its creation —
the sacialist system. This gives rise to the prob-
lem of lurther coordinating the international
and national strategy and tactics. It is becom-

~ing perfectly clear that an objective necessity
to claborate the international strategy of the
confrontation between socialism and capital-

ism is growing and, that taking this into ac- -

count, it is necessary to improve the national
strategy for preparing and carrying out the
revolution in any particular country. Fresh op-
portunities to intensify.the dynamics of revolu-
{ionary proccsses will open up as these prob-
lems are solved.

—- Fiithly, the world revolutionary process

is irreversible. This is the historical law of the

present social development. In the course of the
worldwide confrontation between socialism and
capitalism the reactionary forces may and do
score temporary and partial successes, and se-
parate sctbacks and failures of anti-imperialist
forces are possible in the course of the strug-
gle. However, historical initiative has irrevo-
cably passed to socialism. Monopoly capital has
neither socio-political reserves nor spiritual and
ideological values to meet the decisive historic
challenge of our age — the challenge of so-
cialism.

Todair it has become even clearer that the
golicy of manoecuvres and adaptation pursued
y the monopoly bourgeoisie does not consoli-
date capitalism as a social system but inten-
sifies its incurable ills. °

HE INTERNATIONAL communist movement
is the vanguard force in the world revolu-
tionary process. lts prestige, influence and mili-
tancy increase as tﬁe successes scored by the
revolutionary forces it guides grow. This is the
result of the struggle waged by the communist
parties for the ideological, political and organi-
sational consolidation of their ranks as they
mhastcr the science and art of political leader-
ship.

The international communist movement is
the only political force which has scored the
greatest historic achievement, namely, the
establishment of the world socialist system. In
its triumph, socialism exerts a decisive influ-
ence on the entire course of social development
and raises the hopes of people throughout the
world.

An analysis of the leading trends in pre-
sent world development shows that the growth

‘of the prestige and influence of the communist

parties, as well as the enhancement of their
revolutionary and transforming role In and
responsibility for peace, democracy, national
freedom, revolution and socialism are an histo-
rical regularity of the social life of our day.
The rapid development of the communist
movement and the enhancement of its revolu-
tionary and transforming role is in no way a
series of continuous successes. In the commu-
nist movement there are various splitting fac-
tions and groups, opportunist vacillations in
the policy of some parties, and revisionist
distortions in theory. The revisionist and
splitting currents can be singled out approxi-
mately as follows: .
— Right-wing revisionism, which in essence’
consists of revising Marxist-Leninist thcory
on the objective regularitics of the class strug-
gle and socialist construction, and of denying
revolution as a form of transition from capi-
talism to socialism, as well as of professing
reformism, trivial cvolutionism and srontaneity.
and of denying the leading role ol the com-
munist party and the working class as the main
revo!utionary forces;
— “Left"-wing revisionism which i{s an
attempt to replace the Marxist-Leninist theory
on laws governing the preparation and imple-
mentation of the revolution by a subjec?ive

/
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and idealist theoty of voluntarist violence upon
history;

— Nationalism, which denies the dialectics

of the international and the national and, di.

rectly or indirectly, completely or partly opposes
the national interests to the international;

-— Maoism which is a specific ideological
and political trend seeking to replace Marxism-
Leninism with Mao Tse-tung’s ideas.

- No single objective or subjective factor can
account for the emergence of the difficulties,
sharp contradictions, revisionist ‘currents and
splitting trends in the world communist move-
ment. Moreover, they cannot be explained only
by mistakes, delusions of illwill of a particular
political leader. Of course, the subjective qua-
litics of a politician can make a serious imprint
on the development of the factional and split-
ting struggle but the deep reasons for the
emcrgence of different variants of revisionism
are varied and complicated.

Lenin taught that every type of revisionism
should be regarded and studied as a social
product of the cntire historical epoch. All mo-
dern trends and manifestations of revisionism
should also be regarded as the effects of com-

plicated causes operating on an international

and national scale.

One of the main causes is that the monopoly
bourgeoisie is now Intensifying its ideological
and polilical struggle against the revolutionary
forces, primarily communists by combining par-
tial concessions, and social and ideological
demagogy with the subtlest forms of violence
and fraud. Using every possible means the rul-
ing classes seek to inculcate in the minds of the

working people the carcfully camouflaged pat-’

terns of bourgeois ideology and to carry out,
directly or indirectly, various ideological sub-
versions among communists,

It may be said that the gamble on the dis-
integration of the communist and the entire
revolutionary movemnent from within is one of
the most important trends of the class strategy
of imperialism. In his time Lenin wrote: “The
more victorious we are, the more the capitalist
exploiters learn to unite and the more deter-
mined their onslaught”.!

The process of enlarging the social base of
the world revolutionary movement by includ-
ing the intermediate strata is a process that
enpenders serious differences in the conscious-
ness and organisation ol scparate contingents
ol this movement and is an important factor
that feeds varlous non-Marxist views.  Ounce

' V. 1. Lenln, Collected Works, Vol. 30, p. 450.

drawn into the revolutionary movement, the
mass of non-proletarian working people bring
with them a powerful revolutionary potential
and hatred for capitalism. At the same time,
they have a vague and sometimes utopian or
even reactionary notion about socialism. They
lack a clear objective and organisation. All
this inevitably exerts an influence on the com-
munist movement.

We should further note the complicated and
contradictory effects of the rapid growth of the
communist parties. The people of non-proleta-
rian origin who join the party have no prole-
tarian training, often lack experience in the
class struggle, and possess an inadequate
knowledge of Marxism-Leninism; this also
facilitates the emergence and dissemination of
nationalistic views, as well as the Right- and
“Left"-opportunist deviations.

One should also bear in mind that countrics
with different levels of development have cm-
barked on the road of socialism. That is why
the difficultics encountered by a country which
overturns its system of social relations only
add to the difficulties of levelling out its deve-
lopment and overcoming backwardness.

It is also necessary to mention the compli-
cated consequences of the awakening and scif-
assertion of a nation. The very process ol a
nation’s awakening and sclf-assertion is one
of the greatest achievements of our age. It is
the result of scores of nations and hundreds of
millions of people being drawn into active poli-
tical life, as well as the changes in the politic-
al balance in the world. At the same time, this
process involves nationalism and infringes
upon the dialectical connection between the
national and the international to the detriment
of the latter, There are also other factors which
feed the complicated gamut of revisionist,
anti-Leninist trends in -.the communist move-
ment.

. All modern Right and '"Left” revisionist
trends have some common political, methodolo-
gical, gnosiological, ideological and theoretic-
al peculiarities which determine the content and
pattern of revisionism as a whole.

The denial of the internationalist character
of the Marxist-Leninist theory, as well as the
unity and continuity of Marxism and Leninism,
and the revision of the basic propositions of
the revolutionary theory present the most im-
portant features ol modern revisionism.  The
agprossive altacks against Marxism-lLeninlsm
vary in thelr design and arguments. llere is a
iyplcal way of reasoning. _ '

— Leninism is opposed to Marxism and
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Lenin fo Marx; a subjectivist and voluntarist
approach lo lhe realily is slandcrously attribut-
ed o V. 1. Lenin, an approach that” allegedly
neither refleels nor explains the latest phienome-
Chain capitallst development and in class rela-
tons and therefore cannot serve as an instru-
ment for cognising the present world;

~— Leninism, as rcvisionists assert, is a
phenomenon engendered by the specific condi-
tions in backward Russia, and it cannot be ap-
.plicd to the explanation and solution of the
socio-cconomic problems of developed capital-
ist society, particularly under present-day con-
- ditions, when, under the impact of theé scientific
and technological. revolution, capitalism has
allegedly made a qualitative change;

-— the ideas of_mature Marx are a distor-
tion of the ideas of young Marx, the genuine
content of Marxism — “humane Marxism” —
having been claborated in Marx’s early works.

On the basis of this reasoning the revision-
ists have issued the call: Back to young Marx,
to “genuine, authentic Marxism”. Of course,
mey completely distort the true views of young

arx.

E. Fischer, an Austrian revisionist, asserts
that Marxist philosophy is-a theory about a
“whole” man. Islilovan Djilas, who has complet-
cd his revisionist path as a renegade, sald in
his interview to Sulzberger: “..Young Marx
was not a ‘Marxist’l He was half Hegelian...
[ am for ‘open Marxism'.. We go back from
Lenin to Marx like the protestants who went
from the Vatican to the Bible". 2

Mctaphysical absolutisation of some aspects
of social relations serves as a methodological
basis for present-day revisionism. Revisionists
virtually deny Marxist dialectics. Opposition
of national peculiarities to international essence
and international conditionality of soclal deve-
lopment is typical of revisionist methodology,
while concrete and historical phenomena are
raised to the level of peneral laws.

In the final analysis, all revisionist theore-
tical and methodological propositions lead to
a denial of the general pattern of social deve-
lopment, of class strugple and revolution. It
Is also a denial of the entire process of transi-
tions from capitalism to socialism, and of the
common patlern of organisation of a socialist
society, They offer extensive opportunities for
extolling and worshipping spontaneity, some-
thing which dooms any communist party to po-
litical passivity and loss of revolutionar¥ ini-
tiative, as weﬁ as for developing any forms

* Tagesanzelger, Dec. 7, 1968.

of voluntarism and subjectivist arbitrariness.

It is a characteristic of all revisionists that
they renounce the principle of a proletarian as-
sessment of cvents and phenomena when de-
termining thelr polltical line and thelr place in
the fierce class struggle.

Politically all trends in present revisionisny
are characterised by various degrees of anti-
Sovietism. The revisionists deny the interna-
tional significance of the experience of the
CPSU, as well as the historically natural es-
sence of actual socialism as built in the USSR,
and they slander the domestic and foreign poli-
cies of the Sovict government.

All modern revisionists oppose the theory
and practicc of the communist parties whicit
operate on the basis of Marxism-Leninism, and
deny the necessity for a general policy in the
international communist movement.

Such are some of the common features of
all trends of modern revisionism. It would be
erroneous, however, to concentrate attention on
these general features alone. Each revisionist
trend has its own peculiarities, specific argu-
ments, political tendencies, as well as tactics,
methods and forms of struggle. It is important
to know these peculiarities in order that a sue-
cessful struggle against concrete revisionist
trends may be waged.

The exposure of the theory and practices of
Right-wing revisionism, which constitutes the
main danger in many parties, is becoming more
important in the struggle to consolidate the
communist movement and to enhance the mili-
tancy of the communist parties. Most active in
elaborating and disseminating Right-wing re-
‘visionist idcas are such rencgades as R. Ga-
raudy, E. Fischer, F. Marek and O. Sik. .

The components of the theoretical and poli-
tical credo of Right revisionism are: denial of
Marxism-Leninism as the single international
theory; denial of the general pattern of a revo-
lutionary transition from capitalism to social-
ism and organisation of socialist society; praise
of the spontaneity of social development; re-
placement of revolulion as the cornerstone of the
transformation of society on a socialist founda-
tion by trivial reformism; denial of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat and its replacement
by bourgeois-democratic pluralism; denial of
the common character of the processes of so-
cialist development in society, and propagation
of a qualitative diversity of “models of social-
Ism”; and denial of the party's leading role.

The political and ideological credo of the
“Left” revisionists includes all the features of
modern revisionism. However all these points
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ol departure are refracted through the prysm
of the subjective and idealistic views and ad-
venturist action. It is on this basis that the
specific features of “Left” revisionism grow.
The “Left" revislonists undecrestimate or even
deny the objective and regular character of the
preparation  for and implementation of the
revolution and overestimate the role played by
subjective factors, as well as the importance
of the accelerating factors. The “Leftists” un-
~derrate the role of the masses as a decisive
force in the revolution, ignore the task of poli-
tical educating the broad sections of the work-
ing people, the use of all forms of drawing the
masscs into the revolution, and at the same
time absolutise the role played by political
groups, gucrrilla detachments and certain
personalities. The “Leftists” revise the Leninist
premise of the abundance and diversity of
forms and mcthods of struggle and absolutise
the armed struggle alone, regarding it as the
only means of awakening the people and solv-
ing revolutionary problems.

‘ Lenin always waged a relentless struggle
against the pseudo-revolutionary “Leftists”,
and showed how to combine revolutionary
enthusiasm with the most sober assessment of the
alignment of class forces and the mood of the
people. The history of the communist move-
ment, the events in Indonesia and some Latin
American countries in particular, as well as
the activity of the White Flag Party in Burma
show that pseudo-revolutionary radicalism has
done considerable harm to the cause of the
working class and socialism.

The struggle against revisionism in theory
and opportunism in practice,
struggle against every idcological vacillation
and political uncertainty are, in historical
significance and social content, a struggle for
the popular masses. It is an inseparable com-
ponent of the political strategy aimed at unit-
ing the working people of both town and coun-
try and the manual and white-collar workers
on a revolutionary basis for the purpose of
solving the acutest problems of social develop-
ment, namely those of peace, consistent demo-
cracy, national prosperily, and social progress.
It-is a constituent of revolutionary tactics, the
essenice of which Is to help the masses master
the most cfieclive forms, ways and means of
the anti-lmperialist and anti-monopoly struggle
and Lo ensure the Ideological and political rout
ol all those who consclously or unconsclonsly
decelve the people  and prevent them  from
cliectively using their class energy In the strug-
gle against reaction,

and also the -

At the present stage, the communist move-
ment has encountered Maoism, another danger

"ous form of revisionism with particularly

refined '~ methods of splitting and
actlvity,

Maoism is an anti-Leninist trend with spe-
cifically Chinese social, historical and ideolo-
gical sources. Under their influence, Marxism-
Leninism was distorted, changed and adapted
to the great-Chinese hegemonistic and chauvin-
ist aims. Maoism has borrowed its reasoning
from varjous past and present opportunists.

The essence of Maoism is a revision from
a chauvinistic point of view of all the basic

rovisions of Marxism-Leninism. It replaces
arxism-Leninism with an ideology which
eclectically combines vulgar materialistic no-
tions of the objective world, a subjective and

subversive

voluntarist understanding of the world histo-

rical process and primitive mechanistic dia-
lectics. Maoism sceks to replace the theory
of scientific communism with a reactionary and
utopian theory of barrack socialism with its
economic equalisation on the basis of poverty
and spiritual levelling based on illiteracy, as
well as an amorphous facelessness of the
people led by a “great personality”. It also
envisages a militarisation of social life under
the flag of socialism in order to pursue a hege-
monistic policy.

Politically Maoism is manoeuvring betwcen
classes, social strata and political trends, op-
posing groups to one another or inciting them

- against each other. “The thoughts of Mao” are

aimed at substantiating voluntarism in politics,
arbitrariness in the economy, a possibilily of
radically changing the political tasks depending
on a concrete manifestation of the hegemonistic
goals, as well as at substantiating a striving
to use Marxist-Leninist idcas and the revolu-
tionary, communist movement in order to at-
tain these goals,

Maoism advances an anti-Marxist concept
of the class struggle and the world revolution-
ary process. It denies revolutionary content in
the competition between socialism ‘and capital-
ism, conceives revolution as a volition, propa-
gates the export of revolution, denies the policy
of peaccful coexistence, and repards a world
war as the only form of solving the problem
of revolution on a worldwide scale,

Maoist views refleet the  historical impa-
lience and confuslon of non-proletarian  cle-
ments of Chinese soclety faced with the com-
plex problems of transitlon lo sociallsm,  and
surrender to the difficultics  connecled  with
socialist construction, particularly great in so
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bachward a counlry as China.  The Maoists
have complelely broken with the principles of
profetarian infernationalism, and have substi-
tuted nalionatism for it, taking an overtly
chauvinistic conrse aimed at  establishing
China's world hepemony.

Maoism, more than any other revisionist
“trend, is characterised by rabid anti-Soviclism
accusing the USSR of capitalist degeneration
and agpressiveness, As a malter of fact, anti-
Sovielism cnsues from the chauvinistic goals.
In words, the Maoists advocate the most revo-
lulionary aims, while in dceds they pursue a

reactionary policy. The appeals to fight impe-

rialism arc combined with actual flirting with
imperialist powers, particularly the United
States, and forming alliances with them against
the socialist countries.

The leadership of the Communist Party of
China has attempted to impose its views on
other partics. It has set up its own “Marxist-
Leninist communist parties”. These “parties”
arc in a state of crisis or total disintegration.
However, the task for the communist movement
to slruggle against Maoism remains very
urgent.

Erich Honecker, First Secretary of the Cen-
tral Committce of the Socialist Unity Party of
Germany, emphasised in his Report to the 7th
Party Congress: “The policies of the Chinese
lcadership keep creating serious obstacles to
the further consolidation of the unity of the
socialist states and the entire world communist
movement, and the union of all anti-imperiaiist
forces. The great-power chauvinistic and anti-
Soviet policy pursued by the Mao Tse-tung
group is spearheaded against all

countries and all Marxist-Leninist parties”.

.

HE COMMUNIST Party of the Soviet Union,

crealed, educated and hardened by V. 1. Lenin
has always waged a principled struggle
aimed al enhancing the militancy of the com-
munist movement, consolidating the communist
ranks on the basis of Marxism-Leninism and
proletarian internationalism, and surmounting
al opportunist, revisionist, and ‘splitting trends
and currents.

The CPSU has most actively participated
in all international ideological and political
actions which have enhanced the organisation-
al, revolutionary and transforming influence of
the communist movement on the historical de-
velopment of modern society. The CPSU was
one of the initiators and active participants of

soclalist.

the International Mccting of Communist and
Workers' Parties held in Moscow in 1969.

The Mccting has made an important contri-
bution to consolidating the unily of the
world communist movement, to further develop-
ing the principles of prolctarian international-
{sm, overcoming the cxisting dificrences in the
communist movement, and claborating common
views on many kecy problems of our day. The
Mceting cmphasised that the cohesion of the
communist and workers' partics is a most im-
portant factor in the alliance of all anti-impe-
rialist forces. The Mccting sharply criticised
the splitting activity of the Maoists in the
international communist movement, and re-
vealed the fatal consequences of the great-
power chauvinistic, and anti-Soviet stand of
the CPC leaders. The Meeting denounced na-
tionalism as an ideology and policy which
feeds various deviations, vacillations and un-
certainties, and is incompatible with Marxism-
Leninism and proletarian internationalism. In
the course of its work, the Meeling condemned
Right and “Left” revisionism, and the various
manifestations of opportunism and dogmatism.

In addressing the Mecting, Janos Kadar,
First Secretary of the Hungarian Socialist Wor-
kers® Party, said: “We must fight with firmness
and political courage the different attempts of
the imperialists to wundermine, wcaken and
disunite our ranks. It is necessary to intensify
the struggle against the bourgeois ideas whichf
penctrate into our ranks, against the revisionist
and dogmatic views which distort the principles
of Marxism-Leninism and lead people astray”,

An important step aimed at improving the
ideological and theoretical arsenal of the com;
munisft movement was the Centenary of
V. 1. Lenin’s birth, which, both in the USSR
and throughout the world, was celcbrated with
a view to aiding creative development, enrichs
ing and dcepening revolutionary theory.

The 24th Congress of the CPSU was an
outstanding cvent in the life of Soviet Commu;
nists and ihe entirc international communisg
movement. The Congress proved anew that thg
CPSU was, is, and will continue to be a party
of creative Marxism, a party of unity of revo;
lutionary thcory and practice, and a staunch
fighter e'or enhancing the militancy and unity
of the communist movement. The creative
Marxist-Leninist analysis of the latest develop
ments in the soclalist and capitalist worlds
made by the Congress is of decisive importancs
in the struggle against revisionists. The Con
gress documents furnish people with an answe
to the question about the concrete ways ang
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means to be used in strengthening socialism,
and fostering an economlic upsurge, and social
progress.

Summarising the latest experience of social-
ist development, the Resolution on the CC
CPSU Report to the 24th CPSU Congress has
once again confirmed “the correctness of the
Leninist tenet that for the successful construc-
tion of socialism it is necessary to proceed
from the gencral laws of socialist construction,
and also to take account of each country’s spe-
cific features”. The entire work of the Congress,
as well as the decisions it adopted were a new
blow at all concepts denying in oune way or
another the dialectics of the international and
the national and the world significance of the
CPSU’s experience.

The premises of the Congress concerning
developed socialist society and the laws govern-
ing its functioning and improvement have been
further enriched by the theoretical and poli-
tical activity of the communist parties of the
fraternal countries. At the congresses of the
fraternal partics of the socialist countries the
- concept of developed socialism has been con-
cretised in accordance with the real and specific
conditions prevailing in cach country and en-
riched with national characteristics.

The theoretical and political activity of the
" CPSU broadens the initiating revolutionary
and transforming role of world socialism. At
every new stage, it more effectively and con-
vincingly proves that the socialist road, as
scientifically substantiated by Marx, Engels and
Lenin and as experienced by the Soviet people,
is the pgeneral line of development ?or all

mankind, as well as the only way of progres- -

sively solving the most acute social problems
in the interests of the people all over the world,

The CPSU's contribution to the Marxist-
Leninist theory of developing the world revo-
lutionary process, its driving forces and histo-
rical task of the working class has a great im-
portance for enhancing the militancy and unity
of the communist movement. The documents of
the 24th CPSU Congress, which deal with all

the latest processes show that the international
working class was and continues to be the only
force capable of transforming society.

The working class is the most conscious and
consistent fighter for the overthrow of the pow-
er of capital, and the genuine creator of social-
ist society. All present attempts of the Right
and “Left” revisionists to depreciate the role

layed by the working class and minimise its
cading role in the present world revolutionary
process are doomed. :

The Congress stressed that the powerful
upsurge of the working-class and democratic
movements reveals that there is evidence of
impending class battles which may lead to fun-
damental social changes and the establishment
of working-class power in alliance with the
other sections of the working people. The
CPSU has been tirelessly participating in the
strénuous
movement which implements Lenin’s behest on
applying the theory of scientific communism to
the conditions prevailing in countries with a
backward socio-economic structure. The CPSU
also takes part in developing the Leninist idea
of the transition by the peoples of these coun-
tries to socialism, bypassing capitalism.

During the course of this struggle to find
the only correct forms of social progress, and
the strenuous ideological battles, poweriul
blows are delivered at the theories of the
“Left” extremists, at the Maoists and Trots-
kyists consciously or unconsciously leading
the peoples of the developing countries to the
pernicious path which, in the end, brings
defeat.

B¥ its political, ideological and organisa-
tional activities the CPSU fosters cohesion of
the communist ranks. The struggle against re-
visionism Is waged on the basis of the creative
development of Marxism-Leninism, the enrich-
ment of the principles of proletarian interna-
tionalism, the elaboration of a constructive
and scientifically substantiated programme,
and its translation into reality.

theoretical work of the communist
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PROBLEMS AND OPINIONS

\

ANATOMY OF MODERN REVISIONISM

ALEXANDER SOBOLEY, Ph. D,

THE Communist and Workers' parties are the vanguard of
social progress, a powerful, érganized force with a follow-
ing greater than any other political movement of our time,

. . They gulde the constructive labours of the peoples of the

sncialist countries, head the class struggle waged by the in-
ternationa! prolotariat, and are the leading force of the
national liberation movement. The responsibility that rests on
*“rm lor the destinies o peace, democracy and soclalism, for
. civilization, the future of humanity In general, is great indeed,

Hener *he importance of strugele against revisionist trends
and eroops of every shade and hue, of combating the divisive
machirations ~f antl-Leninist clements out to paralyze the
©activity, sap the militancy and diminish the fighting capacity
of the Communist movement,

Modern revisinnism is & complex, multi-faceted phenomenon.
It comprises a varnicty of trends which, though in many res.
pects “2runging [rom common roots, differ from one another
as repards social background, theorelical argumentation, ide-
olopical positions, orpanizational forms, the scope of thels
. infinence and political activity, and, hence, their role. More-
aver, 1evisiontsm has its national features.

In the more: than 100 ycars of its history, the Communist’

moverment has accumulated a wealth of experlence in fighting
the o vrer ef revisionism. This oxperience has shown that
in opter cifectively to combat opportunist trends a differentiat-
rd approach must he taken to each, and this requires a correct
undertanding of thelr social roots, Ideological essence and po-
litical rnle. In some cases ideolopical struggle on the theoretical
plane iz moct effective, in others political and organizational
actinn i needed, and in still others scientifically substantiated
criticism of mistakes may sulfice.

Thn political line of the internattonal Communist movement,
tts Marxist-Leninist principles and strategic and tactical plat-
form, and the principles of proletarian internationalism are
astailed and dictorted by a variety of quarters, namely:

-~ Right-winp revisionist groups and trends of diverse kinds
which seck to revise the fundamental Leninist theses con-
cetnine the universal laws of the socialist revolution and
socialist orpanization of society and to replace them with
abstract utopian pipedreams of gradual evolution from
capitalism  to socialism  through relorm  and  reactionary
romancine about the spontancous development of soclalist
saciety and the possibility of qualitatively different models of
socialism arising; '

—~- Lelt revisionist groups and trends that likewise deny thal
there arc any genecral lews governing the revolutionary
activity of the working class to remake socicly, but substitute
tar them voluntarist Interpretations of the historical process
~tirh “nd expression in eruptions of petty-bourgeois revolu-

i« preachment of subjectivism, or extremist actions;
~itionallst elements who deny the dialectical intercon-
ne. .<n botween the internationat and the natlonal, give
abrolate priority to national featurcs, oppose national interests
to tha common- objective of strengthening the positions of
world soclalism, propound national political self-sufficiency,

— splinter groups that substitute Maoism for Marxism-
Léninism and “drill-ground communism” lor scientific
communism, seck to subordinate the Communist movement to
the ideological and political hegemony, of Maoism, and work
to split the ranks of the champions of peace, democracy and
socialism. . .

Pressures are also exerted on the Communist movement by
various antl-Leninist groups of Trotskyites, anarchists, and the.
“new Lelt.”

Besides the openly revisionist trends there are also cam-
ouflaged,  "shamelaced revisionists, who proless fidelity lo
Marxism/Leninlsm but f{gnore its unlversal internationalist
essence in propounding their views on the political line,
strategy and laclics of the Communist movement. They pay lip
service to the method of Leninism but discard its fundamen-
tal theoretical principles, vow loyalty to proletatian interna-
tionalism but diffuse it in nationalistic hyperbole,

Bourgeois idcologues make cxtensive use of the arguments
advanced by revisionists of all hues 10 assall the general lina
of the Communist movement, Marxism-Lepinism, the Com-
munist Party of the Saviet Union and other truly revotutlonary .
partics. .

The opponents of communism harp on the allegedly insur-
mountable differences, dissension and division in the Communist
movement, claiming that It is in the throces of crisis and that
prolctarian internationalisin has lost to natlonalism on the
baltieground of history, Although the facls of life give them
the lic-—witnass the growth of the Communist movement
and the decisive role Hs influence has come to play In gocial
development In our time—it would nevcitheless be a mistake
to underrate the danger presented by revistonism.

* Why the Activation

A cardinal precondilion of success in fighting revisionism
is thorough examination of the factors underlying the rise and
spread of its various trends, .

It would be Incorrcct to attribule the activation of re-
“visionism (o any one isolated cause. Every anti-Marxist trend
of course has its social roots, but Right-wing revisionism,
Leoft extremism, Maoism, Trotskyism and anarchism, for in-’
stance, can hardly be sald to stem from & pelly-hourgeois
menlality alone, though it goes without saying that its in-
fluence should not be ignored.,

It fs essential 10 sec the social, historical, epistemological,
and political sources of the varlous trends, but even more im.
portant is it to explain why they have gained currency.

"Qpportunism Is no chance occurrence, sin, slip, or {reache
ery on the part of Individuals, but a social product of an
entire period of history,” Lenin said.

The causes of the rise and spread of revisionism in general
and its various trends in particular can be piopetly grasped
and explained only in the light of an- analysis of the bosic
tendencies in world politics, the sharpening confrontation
between socialism and capitalism, .the shifts in abgnments of
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process, the interaction of thesg forces, a thorough asscssment

of the aclivitics of political parties, and the contest and in- -

x

tensity of the kdeological strugple.

In examining the question one must weigh ‘a number of
faciors in thelr complex and fluld $ntcraction,

Above all it i8 nocessary Lo bear In mind the sharpening
ol the confromation between world soclalism and  world
capltalism In all spheres of snclal life. Although the historical
initlative belongs to the forces of sociallsm, the monopoly
bourgeolsic Is constantly perfecting s machinety of sell-
proservation, sccking In cvery way to adapt to the new
situation and find the soclal, cconomle, polilical und ideologl-
cal answers to the challenge of soctallsm.

In the socfo-cconomic sphere the monopolles, harnessing the
scientitic and technological revolution to serve thelr selfish
énds, on the one hand Intensity the exploftation of the
workers, and on the other make forced concedsions to the
fighting working class, concede lsolated relorms, and propound
demagogic policies of soclal partnership, prolit-sharing and the
like, .

In the political sphere they  incessantly modernize the
syslem ol coecrcion, seck overtly or covertly lo suppress the
revolutionary forces, clamp down In every possible way on
the Communist partles. At the same time, under pressure
from the rapidly growinp activity of the masses, they are
compelled to preserve and, at times, even to broaden der-
ocratic freedoms.

In the rdeological sphere, hlatant anli-communism  and
afitt-Sovieteering, slander of sociallsim as ft exists today, 18
demanogically combined with rccognition of one or anothet

virtue of soclaltsm and alletpts to embellish capitallsm, to -

discover fn It "popualar,” “democralle” and even "socialist”
featires. Propaganda of “improved” soclallsm and concoctions
rangling from the convergence concepl Lo all manner of pseudo-
tevolutionary theories have hecome part of the capitalial
fdeolopuns’ stock tn trade,

In the final analysia all thesn efforts of the monopoly

bourgeotsic only apgravate the contradictions of capitalism -

and underscore ls historical doom. Yet it would be a mistake
ta fgnore them. For they influence the behaviour of soctal
strata and polltical forces. Amonp some sections of the works
ing people these complex machinalions are capable of giving
rise o Husions, among others, lhey arc apt'to heighten
confusion and the desire artificially to accelerate the march of
history. In clther case they tend to create the soll for lhe
emergence and spread of non-Marxist concepts,

Nor shonld sight he lost ol the fact that the need for pro.
duttion renulation and forecasting as concomitants of the
sctentific and technological revolution, and the automation and
mechanization of management lend to camauflage the domi.
nance of the propertted classes and to delude a patt of the
workers into believineg  thet  the npature of capitalism s
changing and that it can ¢volve into soclalism.

The citect of the vumerical growth of the working ¢lass
and the structural changes that have taken place in {t should
also be horne in mind. Even though the dominant historical
tendency s Ior the revolutionary role, political activity and
areanized strength of the working class to grow, the inflow
expanding its ranks comes largely from the middle strata,
hringme with it the preconcelved concepts and delusions of
these strafa. The structural changes accompanying technologi-
ral progress too make the working class less homogeneous,
leading as they do to a differentiation of Interests among its
various sections, And not all seclions of the -working ¢lasy
are at the same level of political maturity and ideslogical

clarity, nol all are equally class-conscious, organized along class
Hnes, or self-disciplined. Under the corrupting influcnce and
idcological pressure of the properticd classes, the specihe
interests and oullook of the privileged, and also of the back-
ward, sections of the working class may--and do--hreed
political Instabmly an3 ideological vacillation in the labour
movement.

The constant Influx into the revolutionary liberation move-
ment of ever ncw sections ol soclety bas its negalive aspects
as well. That more and more peasants, intellectuals, clerical
and service workers and studerits are jolning the struggle
against the reactionary policy of the monopoly bourgeolsie, for
peace, democracy and soclalism, is of course tlestimony (¢
sleady, irreversible social progress. But at the same time the
newconiers bring to the democratic and liberation movement
not only a new charge ol revolulionary energy, bt also
preconceived notlons, not only a burning loathing of cap-
italism, but also utoptan Hllusions, political wavering, ideolog.
ical instability, And only loo olten this finds reflection in tha
emergence of diverse non-Marxist political movements and
theorics, )

It should also be borne in mind that the rapid growth of
the Communist movement itself Is not free of adverse fealures,
As a result of the military, moral and polllical defcat of fasc-
Ism, the cmergence of the soclalist world system. and the

cnsis ol many traditional political parties, the prestige and

influence of the Communist movement and the numerical
strength ol ‘Communist parlies have Increased greatly. Buot
while the entry of large numbers of revolutionary-minded
peasants, clerical workers and intcllectuals strengthened the
parties' ties with the masses, it resulied, whesever irdeological
education was Inadcquate, in a lowering of the level of po-
litlical maturity, idieological staunchness and  theoretical
grounding of the membership.

This bears out, 1n other conditions and another context, what
Lenin sald in 1910: "One of the most profound causcs that per-
lodically give rise to differences over taclics i3 the very
prowth of the labour movement. ... The enlistment of larger
and larger numbers of new 'recruits,’ the atiraction ol new
sections of the working people must Inevitably be accompa-
nted by waverings In the sphere of theory and taclics, by
repetitions of old mistakes, by a temporary reversion to
anliquated views and antiquated methods, and so forth. The
lahour movement of every country perlodically spends a
varying amount of cnerg), altention and time on the ‘train-
Ing' of recruits.”

Owrs is an époch of struggle by the revolutionary, demo-
cratic forces against national oppression, ah wpoch of the riss,
development and sclf-assertion of & growing number of nations
that were subjected to exploitalion and oppression. The pe-
litical and ideological banner of the fight these nations are
waging for frecdom and nallonal independence ts nationalism,
various concepts of which have galned wide currency. But
nationalism has two aspecis: the nalional demotratle, expros-
sive of the Interesty of the working people, and the conserva.
tive, slanding for the interests of the propertied classes.
Morcover, hatlonal consciousness 18 one of the most complex,
stable and tenaclous forms of soclal consciousness.

National consclousness evolves in the process of bitter
struggle. If the conservative ‘aspect prevatls, it becomes the
political and ideological banner of Insularity, divides nations and
sots them one against the other. becomes reacllonary and
degencrales into chauvinism. The democratic, popular elemients
can assert themselves and play an Increasingly progressive
role only If they are transmuted into a genuine patriotism of
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tha people, socialist patriotism, on the basis of proletarian
internationatism. Under certaln circumstances, however, the
pressure of nativnallsm can be extremely great; in many cases
. it penutrates Into the labour and even the Communist move-
“ment, where 1L i bound to comae Inlo conflict with tha
principles of proletarian internationalism, with the process of
tha internationalization of the class slruggle, and provides a
fertile soll for the poison weeds of Right and Left revisionism.
Other factors that tend to animate revisionlsm are the
difficultics encountered In building up the revolutionary
movement and iis slow growth, primarily in the developed
capitalist countries, as well as the strategic and practical
mistakes and blunders made by onc or another Communist
party. Hence in some cases it Is the reaction of unstable
elements to the retarded development of the class struggle,
an instance of revolutionary impatience, In others It 13 a matter
of scizing on difficultics and mistakes in pursuit of ulterior
ends, And there are alse cases that can be traced to both of
thrse conshiferations.
~ Modern revisionism can also be a distorted reflection of
confusion among one or another sectlon of the working people
in the capitalist as well as the soclalist countries in face of
the {ormidable tasks involved in building the ncw society
and the attendant difficulties, which are accentualed by the
prunounced unevenness of initlal levels ol socio-economic
development. Tt nilrrors Uie complexity and sharpness of the
global controntation of soclalism and capitalism in the condi-
tions of the scientific and technological revolution,

Such, then, are the Lasic objective and subjective causes of’

the rise of revistonist trends. These causes do not operale in
isolation from one another, but neither can they be regarded
as the mechanical sum of diverse factors. They are in complex
dialectical Interrclation with one another, an interrelalion that
varles rlepending on the concrete situation, the national back-
ground of the given country, and the specific features of
the activily of the glven Communist party. In some instances
Right-wing revisionism comes to the fore, in others Leltist
distortion of Marxist-Leninist theory and practice.

Behind the Screen of Pluralism

The political and ideological concepts of Right and Left
revisionisin often appear to e diametrically opposed to each
other, and withdn cach of these trends too there are different
shades of opinton. But in the course of the political and
fdrological strupgle points of contact between them are in-
creesingly revealed, It hecomes more and more obvious that
the fundamental methodological and theoretical tenets of all
variclics of contemporary tevisionism coinclde.

The prime common denominator is denial of the universal,
mternational significance of Marxism-Leninism, of the laws
governing the world revolutlonary process and socialist de-
velopment  discovered by Marxism-Leninism. The hallmark
of all rcvisionists is anti-dialectical mode of thought, mela-
phystcal absolutization of some aspects and phenomena of
soctal Nfe, rejection of the dialectical link between the In-
ternational and the national. This logically leads to dental of
the International significance of the experience of the CPSU
and olher Communist partics. At the same time they maintain
that the international Communist movement needs no general
line, that such a line is not viable, and that unity of its po-
Wical, strategric and tactical principles can be dispensed with,

Contrary to the integral Internationalist  Marxist-Leninbst
dortrine and methodolopy, and at variance with the established

practice in the international Communist movement, both Right
and Left revisionists propound pluralism.

The modern revisionists advocate social pluralism. Distorling
the Leninist thesis concerning the diversily of the paths ol
ruvolutionary transition to sucialimm and forfus ol soclabit
orpanizatien of soclety, they claim that there can be a varlety
of models of soclalism qualitatively different from one anoth-
er, different not only as repards form but also as rcgards
content. It is a stock argument of both overt and covert rovi-
sionists that all existing “models of socialism” have evolved on
the basis of a backward economy and hence allegedly bear the
tmprint of historical “inadequacy.” In their opinion the victory
of socialism in the developed capitalist countrics will at
once change' the outward features as well as the substance of
socialism. _

Needless to say, the further development of soclalism, the
growth of the strength of the soclalist ‘world system, will
steadily Improve the historical setting for the transition of
more and more countrics to soclalism, make this transition
less painful. But as experience and Marxist-Leninist theoty
show, this will be a matter of the further operation of tha
pencral laws, not of their negation.

The modern revisionists advocate political plurallsm, In
their opinion, the dictatorship of the proletartat. and the
experience ‘of the socialist countries In the organization of’
political life have outlived their time and should be succeed-
cd by spontancous development and competitive struggle
among all social and polilical forces, all polilical parlies,
which in elcct signifies abandoning the use of the Instru-
ments at the disposal of the working class organized as the
statc to uphold the people’s revolutionary galns. At a lme
when the monopoly bourgeolsie is slcadily building up the
machinery of ils domination, its political mechanism of sell-
preservation, the revisionists deny the people and their leader,,
the working class, the right to suppress the resistance of thei
exploiters, :

The modern revisionists advocate idcological pluralism. Ne- :
gation of ,he universal, International character of Marxism-
Leninism Is accompanied with the claim that there exist differ-
ent, national forms of Marxism. At the same time it Is
maintained that equal and competitive co-existence of diverse
ideological concepts is possible in the working-class move:
ment and the socialist society.

All varieties of rtevisionism lind political expression in
entl-Sovietecring, bellicose antl-communism, and divisive
aclivity in the ranks of the Communist movement. .

While noling the common groundwork on which the;
theoretical-cognitive and mecthodological principles and po-
litical views ol all modern revisionists test, it is essential
also to have a clear idea of the specific argumentation
advanced by the Right and the Leftist trends and the degree
of danger they present at different slages of the strungle,
in diffcrent countries, and in different historical conditions.

The Righf Revisionists

Right-wing revisionism remains a serious threat to the
Communist parties’ capacity lor action and the unity of
their ranks. Prominenil among its most active theorists and
propagandists are Roger Garaudy (Frarce), Ernst Fischer and
Franz Marek (Austria), a group, of theorizers associated with
the journal Praxis (Yugoslavia), O. Sik and K. Koslk. Though
Righl-wing revisionism springs up on national soil, il rapidly
acquires International lmplications, and henee #is the antera-
tionalist responstbilily of afl Marxists-Leninists th combal it
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Ripht revistondals seek to recast the fundamental prin.
ol the Marxtst-Lonbnist ontlook. They reject Lenintsm,
v they claim fs a varlant of Marxism confincd to Russia
alone, The philosophical works of Lenin and Engels, they
argue, "misrepresent’” the teachings of Marx, and goclalism
as it existy torday they label a "burcaucralic.ctalist” distortion
of the Marxist doctrine of humane soclalism. -This offcosive
agalnst the subslance of Marxist theory i3 waged on the
pretext ol "restoring” the real views of Marx, moreover, the
views of the young Marx, by removing the "later theoretical
and practical accretions”

Ther Right revivionisls deny the revolulionary role of the
wearking clasq In the reconstruction of snclely, malntaining
that, as a resull of the technological revolution, 1t is being dif-
fuseed  In the pencral mass of working people dircelly
or Indirectly connected wilh production. in this way the
feading role of the working class in the fight for socialism
is cisposcd of. Garaudy, for instance, advances the Idea of
what he calls a "historical bloc”—a bloc of the workers and
fntellectuals with the latter playing the leading role.

The Right-wing revistonists reject the scientific theory and
pradiice ol socialism, counterposing to them the concept
of a socialism governed by the blind lorces of lHe market,
What this concepl so zealously championed by Sik, Garaudy,
Fischer and other revisionists leads to was convincingly shown
by what happened In Crechoslovakia. The latest facts offer
Incontrovertible pronf that any kind of blind opcration of
economic lorces |15 bound to have grave social consequences,

In both thecory and practice the Right revisionists often find
themselves in the same camp with the reformists, who believe
in spontancous cvolution leading to soclalism. The fallacy of
this concept has boen amply proved by the historical "ex-
perlence of the working class, yet for the objective and
suhjrctive reasons mentioned above 1t still has lis supporters
and scriously impedes the mobilization of the massés to the
atrupgle for peace, democracy, national freedom, and soclalism,

3

The Left Extremists

The need to combal Left revisionism in all its manifestations
la as urgent as cver, I3 basic premiscs—negation ol the
objective laws governing the class struggle, the development
of the revolution. and organization of soclalist soclety, denial
of the revolutionary mizsion of the working class and the van.
guard role of (he Comnuunist partles, anti-Sovietism, anti.com-
munism, and npatlanalism-—do not differ {n  principle from
those of the Right-wing revisionista, What is specilic to the
Left revidionists are non-scientific voluntarigt and subjectivis]
conuepls of revolution, lactics, forms and methods of struggie.

The Manifesto group In Italy and the Teodore Petkolf group
in Venesueln ate to one or another extent exponents of Lelt
revistonist views. Left extremism determines also the political
course of the Communist Party of Burma {the "White Flag”
parly) which, operating in the jungles, has for a long time
now been waging an armed struggle apainst the democratic
government,

In a number of countries Left revisionism' is represepted by
small aroupings ranging from the sectarlan-dogmatic lo the
revolutionaty-adventurist, Some have appropriated the name
of the tndomitable Latin American revolutionary Che Guevare
and have sot up detachments which call for immediate,
rssonttally adventuristic armed actions without regard for the
mood of tha masses, or the concrele situation. In Ceylon, for

Instance. such seli-styled "Guevarisis” played a central role in
the reactionary armed uprising against the democratic foters,

in some countrics there are small but extremely agpressive
parties thal call themselves “Marxist-Leninist” and scek to
fmplant in’ the wotkers' movement the ideas, policy and
lactics of Maolsm. As for Maolsm, it 1a a trend of a specitie
order, which, like the present-day Trolskyites who scck to
infitrate the revolutionary working-class movement, . merits
special examinallon,

The Left extremists undercstimate the role of the objective
conditions in the preparation and carrying out of revolutionary
changes, and ovecrestimate the subjective factors, the role of
volition. For them politics 13 the Demiurge of history. They
underrale the role of the masses In the revolutlon and the
need to prepare them, and regard the actions of small Isolated
armed detachments as decisive. They ignore all other forms
and methods of struggle against the, reaction, of rallying the
masses lo active struggle, and rely exclusively on armed lorce.
Yet among them therc are a great many who are eager o
come to gtlps with the oppressors, ready to lay down their
lives for the revolution, people who sincerely belleve that
Isolated armed actions can bring success, but who are captive
to the most confused revisionist and often anti-Communist
illusions. To be real revolutlonary fighlers what these people
nced, besides enthusiasm, is clarity of purpose, political con-
sciouspess,

The Fight Against Revisionism

The Ffght against Right and Left revisionism, against the
nationalists and Maolsts that have tacked themscives on to the
international Communist movement, against the Trotskyites
and anarchists, .1s not an end in itself for the Communist
parties. It is not a matter of intolerance, or a doctrinaire
striving for abstract purity of theoretical dogma, as anti-
Marxists of ecvery hue claim in thelr cfforts to slandecr the
Communists and mislead the masses.

For historical and social purport, the fight against revision-
ism in theory and opportunism in practice, against all manner

.of ldeological wavering and political vacillation, is a fight

to win the masses. 1t is a component of a political stratepy
projected towards uniting the working people of town and
country, manual and mental workers, on a revolutionary plat-
form with the aim of resolving the most pressing social prob-
lems—strengthening peace, giving effect to consistent democ-
racy, ensuring national prosperity and soctal progress. it s
a component of revolutlonary toctics designed to heip the
masses master the most effeciive lorms, methods and mcans
of antl-imperiallst and anti-monopoly struggle, to ensure the
ideological and political defeat of all who consciously or un-
consciously deceive the masses, doom them to wander aimlessly
in the labyrinths of history end prevent them from channel-
ling all their class energy to the defeat of the reaction.

The political effectivencss of strugple against all vaiieties
of opportunism depends primarily on being able to distin.
guish those who precach and praclise revisionism and prcvent
the working pcople from constiously coming over to postttons
of revolutionary struggle, from those who are the victins of
the ideological deception end vaciilate because of their
ideological and political Immaturity and {nexperience. Need-
less to say. to cement the unity of the Communist ranks and
to rally the working people, the important thing is not only
to refute the opportunists’ arguments in theoretical discus.
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sions but to develop these discusetous into an ideological
offensive which would sweep away the mists of revisionism
ol every shade, bring Communists who have erred back to the
positions of Marxism-Leninism and proletarian international-
ism, and cnlist the wavering in aclive, conscious strapgle.
In the capitalist countries there are non-Marxist groups and
trends whose political development Is determined by a grow-
ing spontancous resistance to capitalist violence. They criticize

present-day capitalism and are full of resolve to light its evils, .

but their political credo lacks principled definitiveness and
often  combines hatred for capitalism with
communism. The -!_ask here clearly is to help as many of the
adherents of these groups as possible to find thelr way to the
highroad of consclous roevolutionary strupgle. '

But there are also revistonist groups and tremds that are

active anti-

i em a downhill course—{rom consclous action to anarchy, from-

orpanized struggle to freebooting, from participation in the
Communist movement to combating it. There can be no

compromise with those who persistently uphold and spread

revisionism, :

Atter prolonged discussions, Garaudy, Pscher, Morek, Sik,
the Manifesto group and that led by Petkoll were expelled
" from their respective Communist parties. Since then they have

stepped up their attacks on the Communist parties, choosing
“the road of renegacy, anti-communism and anti-Sovieteering.

More and more ollen they line up with the capitalist ideol-

evucs and pollticians, and this has naturally led to their moral

and political isolatlon in the working-class movement, The

Mantfeste group, for instance, suffered a Nasco In its efforts

ta 'win over wavering Communists and 18 now disinlegrat-

ing. All the Madoist groups too are experiencing a grave
erisis,

A complex problem in the Communist movement is present-
ed by nationalism, which feeds -partly .on the legitimate na-
tional interests of the people and is to a large extent an
expression of the pressure exerled by national prejudice.
Although the growing influence of proletarian interna-
tionalism I8 gradually forcing nationalism to retreat, no
little effort and time is still needed for the principles of
proletarian internationalism to become the sole criterion in
relations between all the fraternal parties.

In pursuance of their internationalist duty, the CPSU and
other Marxist-Leninist parties are waging an uncompromising
strugple against all varieties of opportunism and revisionism,
'égalnsi all atterapts to divide the Communist movement, to
confine the Communist parties within their particular national
bounds and to disunite them at a time when the organized
monopoly bourgeoisie Is intensifying its attacks. '

A landmark In the struggle for the ideological unity of the
Communist movement was the 1969 International Mecting of
the Communist and Workers' Parties In Moscow. The Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union s working actively and
consistently to cement the unity of the Communist movement,
the vanguard element of the world revolutionary process. Asls

" recognized by the other Marxist-Leninist partics, the aclivity

of the CPSU dimed at the further development of Soviet so-
ciety and the sirengthening of its economic and potitical might
Is of decisive importance. Realization of the programme adopt-
ed by the 24th Congress of the CPSU for strengthening our
developed soclalist society In every respect s dealing shatter-
ing blows at the revisionists' machinations, opening new broad
vistas of communist construclion, and exerting a powerful in.
fluence on the liberation struggle of the peoples.

POLITICAL AFFAIRS No. 4, New York
April 1972

SERGIO VUSEOVIC ROJO

CPYRGHT
[deological Pluralism”

In the conditions of Chile’s Popular Government the construction
of the future society in our country has moved from a problem of
science-fiction to a problem of science.

When the Petrograd workers scattered the sceds of socialism on the
carth, this made it possible for socialism to bloom anywhere on the
planet. And fifty-four years have not passed without results. Today,
when the socialist camp is more powerful than the imperialist one,

* The following article is reprinted from the- theoretical journal of the
Communist Party of Chile, Principios (August-September 1071), It dis-
cusses some important theoretical questions related to the attainment of the
dictatorship of the proletariat in Chile, We therefore thought it would be
oi intorest to our readers. The translation from the Spanish is by Abraham
Zitron,
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the advance into the new society is not only the concern of all the
people, but is also a problem to be solved scientifically within an
assessment of the scope and a comprehension of the complexities:
which it presents as a living process. '

The Validity of a Question

In tackling the many facets of the Chilean liberation process, a
question immediately arises which affects our’ daily tasks in today’s
struggle: This broad coalition of popular and progressive forces which
the Basic Program of Popular Unity established—is it only for the
present or will it continue? In cther words, these broad forces which
are in the process of integrating the liberation movement around the
‘working class—peasants, white collar workers, intcllectuals, progres-
sive professionals, small businessmen and important sections of the
non-monopolist bourgeoisie—will they accompany the Chilean work-
ing class only in winning the Popular Government, and then be cut
off as “fcllow travelers” from the people’s advance?

And this question has great validity with respect to the non-
monopolist national bourgeoisie from the class point of view, and
with respect to the Catholics, Protestants or Masons from the idco-
logical point of view. Will we reach socialism in‘Chile with or
without them? ‘

The answer we give to these questions is dircctly related to our
immediate tasks. For will these social forces whole-heartedly join in
today’s anti-imperialist, anti-oligarchic fight, that is to say in the de-
fense of the Popular Government, if we do not give them a clear
perspective of what we think of their historical future?

Major weight must be given to this question if we consider that
these are active and animating social forces, and that their participa-
tion will incvitably contribute to the outcome of today’s struggles.

It scems to us that our answer must be very clearly: “Yes.”

We can attain the construction of socialism togcther with them in
Chile, provided that we start from a dynamic conception of social
development. Participation in the construction of socialism is not a
free gift; it is won by taking part in its achievement, or at least by

- not acting as a brake on its advent. Participation in today’s struggles
is the best guarantee of future sccurity, particularly if for these forces
a clear perspective of the role they can play in the future is opened
up. The breadth of the line of the Popular Unity coalition, unani-
mously agreed to for directing today’s struggles, presupposes also
a broad approach for future struggles.

Nevertheless, this criterion of breadth which we project does not
mean an abstract idealization of a political situation. We are aware
that the tremendous cfforts the working class is making today to
assure its decisive participation in the process of liberation are the
best guaranice that the popular movement will not stop halfway This
is the historical role of the proletariat, which arises from a constant
development of divergent influences, from the struggle to embrace
and defend the interests of all the sectors participating in the liberat-
ing process.

With the consciousness that national liberation and socialism will
not be possible if the movement is not centered on the working class,
there arises in the Christian Catholic or lay masses some natural
disquict. In regard to the national, non-monopolist bourgeoisie, there i
are the cternal questions of a class which fears reprisals and a final 5
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by Comrade Allende signifies the opening up of a series of questions
which spring from a new situation: the action of a government estab-
lished on the basis of a new correlation of forces. How will the gov-
ernment open the way to socialism in our country? This perspective
has brought forth a series of insistent questions: Will not liberty be
endangered? What guarantees will the non-Marxist groups, specifie-
ally the Catholics, have? Will therc be frcedom for the creative mind,
for rescarch, for the expression of ideas? '
These are sincere, valid questions; they arise in the development
of our democratic alternative which will lead into the multi-party
construction of socialism, and within the concept of a State of Law.

There arises a tendency to leave these questions to history, as if
she were a character in a tragedy who suddenly appears and solves
the problem, or as if, instead of our making history, history makes us.

Every future perspective must be made clear and guaranteed now,
and such guarantces are the only bases on which a united and con-
sistent march towards the new society can be established. Now is
the time when we must undertake the exhaustive examination of
the road ahead.

The problem of coming to power has been vital, but no less so is
that of consolidation and of what to strive for at this point on a
‘very complex road, most replete with historical subtletics—the line
of the conquest of power through mass struggle. Yet we are not
sufficiently concerned to make known the conditions and bases of
the future society, as they are set down in the Basic Program of
Popular Unity.

The Problem of Guarantees and Concrete Experience

Large popular strata, disillusioned by the failure of the Frei Gov-
ernment, are now greatly worried. They ask: where do we turn after
the Frei failure? They are aware that the solution is not in remaining
isolated, undecided and hesitant; even more are they repelled from
alliance with the inveterate encmies of the pcople, with the Na-
Honalist Party. With them the idca of coming to the popular move-
ment of our country, of supporting the Popular Government, is mak-
ing progress. But they ask themselves: will the popular movement
include us? Also, what guarantees docs ‘it offer? For them, as for
us, the question is: will we be able to guarantee each other full
freedom of ideas? Will we be capable of refraining from all dis-
crimination on philosophical or religious grounds?

We have already said that participation in today's struggles is
the best guarantee of tomorrow’s security, and in this sense, the
people themselves are their own guarantee, because the position
they will attain will be determined in the struggle. Yet this formula-
tion, though correct, is not enough.

Starting from the premise that the guarantees which are estab-
lished cannot mean the stopping of change or the class struggle,
which continues, the fact remains that not one of the parties in
the Popular Unity coalition wants to be the one governing party,
cither now or in the socialist Chile of the future. They sce both
periods as being products of coalitions—a popular coalition today,
a socialist coalition tomorrow.

To Chile, the historical legacy of the workers’ movemnent presents
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us, as one of its most valuable expericnces, with the durable existence

of trade union unity, but also with the existence of various parties in

the political sphere. Thercfore, in our country, democracy and liberty

arc guaranteed by political pluralism and trade union unity. On the

cultural and idcological levels the mere existence of a multi-party
system is a guarantee that no new alienations foreign to the history
of the Chilean popular movement will arise.

On another plane, speaking in terms of theory, the concept of a
multi-party socialist government is a truly Leninist idea, since Lenin

“himself projected it both before and gfter the October Revolution.

In the first Council of People’s Commissars there were non-Bolshevik
represcntatives. In fact, the Left Socialist-Revolutionaries also par-
ticipated. This was the only party which agreed with the Bolsheviks
on establishing peace and giving land to the peasants. This was noth-
ing but the confirmation in practice of what Lenin forecast in his
report to the Petrograd Garrison on November 11, 1917. Lenin said:
“It is not our fault that the Socialist-Revolutionaries and the Men-
sheviks have gone. They were invited to share political power, but
they want to sit on the fence until the fight against Kerensky is
over. We asked everyone to take part in the government. . . . They
know that we wanted a coalition Soviet government. We did not
exclude anyone from the Soviet.” (Collected Works, Vol 26, pp.
269, 270.)

In our case, the possibility of a multi-party socialist government
in Chile is associated with the idea of assuring political liberty
even to classes displaced from power, logically within the limits
of respect for the new legality, and if they stay within that legality.

This approach also has a Lerinist root. In fact, the concept of
a legal opposition existing within a socialist regime is one of Lenin’s
ideas. Thus, Mensheviks and Socialist-Revolutionaries continued in
legality and were the Jegal opposition within the Soviets until 1921,
the vear in which, by participating in the Kronstadt counter-revolu-
tionary revolt, they placed themselves outside of Soviet legality.

At this point, a new question may naturally arise: What about

" Chile? What has all this to do with the Program of Popular Unity?

On page 18, the Basic Program of the Government of Popular
Unitv states: “The Popular Government will guarantee the exercise
of democratic rights and will respect the individual and social guar-
antces pledged to the people. Freedom of conscience, speech, press,
and assembly, the inviolability of the home, and the right to organ-

ize and to join unions will truly be in effect without the restrictions

by means of which the ruling class now limits them.” -

And lest there be any doubt, in the pages immediately following
it adds: “The Popular Government will guarantce the right of the
workers to employment and the right to strike, and the right of the
whole people to education and culture, with full respect for all
thought and religious belief, guarantecing the practice of their
religion.”

But, one might argue, this is only on paper. Therefore, let us
turn to the concrete experiences of these first ecight months of the
Popular Government in jts path toward socialism in Chile.

On the ideological front, which is what we are now examining,
cveryone recognizes that the pledges given in the Basic Program
have been fully kept, even beyond what was promised. There is an
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moved from power has been maintained. They even retain the possi- :
bility of a comeback. We have not confused the State with the Party,
nor have we confused the State with the Popular Unity coalition.-
The labor of synthesis, of setting solutions in motion, has taken place
not in the inner councils of the Popular Unity coalition, but in the
councils of broad democratic institutions or through corresponding
government organs. )

In the Popular Government of Chile, no party imposes its deci-
sion. Each one, in accordance with its duties and rights, persuades,
convinces, or accepts the rational modifications coming from its
allies. It is the Government of the Republic which imposes or applies
the collective decisions at which it ultimately arrives, in a unani-
mous fashion, This is done through its responsible organs, not with-
out discussions within the participating parties of the Popular Unity
coalition on the one hand, and not without going through all the
innumerable difficulties caused by the opposition parties as well as
by the illegal opposition in the country on the other. Thus, the
Popular Government and the nation as a whole do not stop advane-
ing toward socialism as a concrete manifestation of the distinct elec-
toral mandate, which has already been attained, and as the concrete
embodiment in practice of the new role the working class and
Chilean workers are playing in Chilean civil life in accord with
the State of Law which is fully functioning in the country. The
juridical-political approval of revolutionary actions which take place
in the social life of the nation are undertaken in accordance with
the norms which the Constitution now in force establishes for its
own modification.

In spite of every kind of resistance, the juridico-parliamentary
structure of the country sanctioned a great event in the economic
history of the country: the reform of the Constitution cstablishing
the sole ownership by the State of the wealth of the sub-soil. This
allows the country to recover legally its main mining wealth—
copper. This achievement is not a gift of the parties of the opposi-
tion, which have a majority in the chambers of Congress, but the
result of a protracted struggle of the proletariat and the Chilean
people to recover their basic wealth, It was the fruit of the unshaken
firmness with which the Popular Government announced its deter-
mination to fulfill entirely the Program of Popular Unity. Finally,
a role was played by the fact that some of the fundamental ideas
and plans of the Popular Government go beyond the Popular Unity
coalition, and extend far into the ranks of the working masses and
middle strata which are active in the opposition parties, especially
the Christian Democratic Party.

This style, so typically Chilean, of opening for oursclves the road
to power was outlined in an interview with comrade Luis Corvaldn
in the magazine Rinascita of April 80 of this year. In it he states
the following: “The Popular Unity coalition has won the govern-
ment of Chile within the bounds of the State of Law. Today we
operate, and will continue to opcrate within such bounds, because
there is no other road for the structural transformation of the country
towards socialism. What if the adversary rushes into sedition? Well,
the Government of Popular Unity will naturally use every means,
will make an appeal to the masses for the restoration of the law, in
view of the new conditions created by the reactionary adventure.
The State of Law is not a cumbersome piece of furniture which we
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political and social pluralism which points out the road today is
that which will characterize socialism in Chile tomorrow.”

As a synthesis, the concrete experience of the Popular Govern-

ment on the way toward socialism shows that it is possible to ad-
vance toward socialism and at the same time to respect all the guaran-
tees given before we gained power. Our experience teaches that
within the State of Law, of full respect for individual guarantees,
it is possible to build socialism in Chile in a regime of political,
economic, and ideological pluralism. But this possibility opens an-
other question: what will be the role of Marxism-Leninism?

Ideological Pluralism and the Role of Marxism-Leninism

Just as political pluralism implies the existence of various parties,
Jideological pluralism implies that in the Popular Government now,

and under socialism tomorrow, there are and there will be various

ideologies. The corollary of political pluralism is idcological plural-
ism. That is to say that today, and tomorrow in socialist Chile, there
will be complete frcedom of religion, of the diffusion of religious or
non-religious ideas. Besides Marxism, other idcologies will be able
to defend their points of view, will have their publications and
seminarics, will maintain Catholic churches and high schools, Masonie
temples, or Protestant places of worship or those of other beliefs.
Classes in religion of a voluntary character will continue, together
with the new social and ideological activities which will keep arising
in the revolutionary process.

The State and the Church will be fully independent of each other,
each master in its own domain. And what we affirm in relation to
the Catholic Church, we reaffirm in relation to every religion prac-
ticed in our country.

Does ideological pluralism mean that we Marxists would renounce
our struggle to convert our doctrine into the leading theory? Quite
the contrary, because Marxism has need of confrontation in full free-
dom with other cultures and: philosophies and with religious beliefs
for its own development. The nature of its veracity is tested in con-
frontation with reality and with other ideologies and by the extent
to which, embodied in the masses, it transforms reality.

Ideological pluralism presupposes an ever more active and more
alert ideological watchfulness in a creative, understanding and faith-
ful class attitude. It mcans that the superiority of Marxism will not
be imposed by prohibitions or administrative measures. It will turn
into the dominant doctrine through its intrinsic power, as a scicntific
and vanguard theory capable of satisfying the aspirations of the
people of our period. And that will depend in no small measure on
our ability to enrich it, to develop it in a living and creative form;

it will depend also on our not putting on dogmatic blinders in

judging the new facts of the Chilean reality. Tt will depend on our
realizing, in confronting other ideologies, that in some of them we
shall come to hear echoes provoked by the disquicting theoretical
discoveries of Marxism, since in the complex reciprocal influences

" which determine the idcological struggle, Marxism-Leninism more

and morc influences the other ideologics. 1t has been doing so for
some time. Thus it appcars in the various ideas of structuralism, in
the conception of work which we find in the encyclical Populorum
Progressio, in the criticism that ariscs in the Church itself of the
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tremist positions which they arc now repudiating.

The inherent strength of Marxism as a scientific and vanguard
theorv calls upon us for redoubled ideological watchfulness to com-
plete the task of raising the sense of responsibility and theoretic
achievement of the masses to the level of the political influence of
the popular movement. »

Our responsibility in the realm of theory is carried out by ac-
quainting people with Marxism-Leninism as such, and through its
application to. the national reality in the elaboration of a political
line and a- necessary program, understood and eagerly desired by _
the peoples. It is carried out by exerting oursclves to revitalize our S
national and Latin-American traditions, weighing them ecritically in ‘
the present hour, by informing the whole people about the struggles
of the other peoples of the world, and especially of the other socialist
countries. And finally, it is carried out by expressing our opinion
about each new proposal of the other ideological sectors taking part
in the battle of ideas in our country.

We start from the base that we neither exclude the traditional
thought which constitutes our inheritance, since we are installing our-
selves in that tradition, nor, as we have said, other forms of con-
temporary thought. However, we claim for ourselves the theoretical
right—which we also recognize for the rest of the ideologies—of re-
viewing critically and rigorously every thought past and present from
our dialectical approach and, therefore, excluding all one-sidedness.
Marxism strengthens itself in this type of confrontation; it owes its
mode of existence to it. Marxism is a debate with itself and with the
world. Further, there is no doubt that every dcbate, confrontation,
or dialogue, like every struggle, assumes an encounter and an ad-
versary. And here we are trying to establish the grounds and the
rights of our ideological opponents. And if we do so, it is in order
to assure the healthy state of our own doctrine, as Karl Marx's
brilliant example demonstrated in the past.

Soviet Analyst, Vol. 1 No. 3, London

30 March 1972 CPYRGHT
AL " l”"_‘ - e i rnr' "'1’ 'f" e b ™ o r
WNewr Sovics: Diregeives ror Wastern
e COmmBmMaNISt Paridios
"The changing nature of Cos'.1muniém';"has natngioig movement; I soma countrics, as a

tacn the topic of numerous discussions in the
““'eot over tho past 20 yoars, avor since the death
of Ctalin, A great many optimistic statements have
buen madae on the subject, especially after the
lato Mr. Krushchev's 20th Congraess speech in
1956, with its suqggestions regarding the non-
inavitability of war, tho possible avoidarce of
“uiand covolution and the chances of a peaceful
sridlameontary road  to communism  in some
“estern countrios. Sinco then it has baan gener-
iy assumod  that communist ideclogy and
~watogy had undorgone a profound change or, at
the very least, had moved a long way away from
tos original Leninist tonots. Communism camo to
be reandad as a respectable, ovon rather stuffy

neanstay of order and stability, in oibors, ag a
pueasiole participant in a governmental coatition,
on tho inlernational scene, as a raliabje pariner in
a mutually banoficial dialogue.: G T

On thoso not infroquont occasions when com=
mundst actions havo contradicted tho neéw linago
Wastorn obsarvorg hivo sought an oxplanation in
tha momantary ascondancy of unspagcified "hawks’.
o oven in a suddon tempor-tanirum thrown by
some influential toader, Tho basic assumption of
tho new model pf gommunism has not jtself boen
Gostioned, . . B L

Yut thury apponrs 1o be avary reason to rogard
the popular view of post+1966 communipm as jn-
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corre t, and to acmpt the fact that c,ve ry bualc
Leninist principle, aim and method, has been
maintained with remarkable consistoncy by the
C.P.S.U. and the international communist rhove-
ment. The immutable nature of Leninist sirategy
has now ooen confirmad once again by an article
in tho latest issue (No. 3 1972) of t-a Soviet
~theoretical journal Kommunist to ccach the West.
Entitlod '"Falsifiers of the Theory of Scientifle
Coramunism and their Bankruptey”, it bears the
irnprint "'Prepared by the Institute of Marxisria-
Leninism-of the C.C. C.P.8,U.": the highest poss-
ible idaological’ gradmg blndmg upon all party
members. 7 0 o

The Dijctatorship of the Prqlmariat Today

‘The article is dovoted to a rostatomont of Len-
inist principles of rovnlution, of the dictatorship
of the proletariat, anu of the party of a ncw type,
in the light of the current ideological ferment in
Wostern communist ranks. Although ostansibly
diractod againpt such’'rovisionists’’ and *falsifiors
of Leninism’ as Rogor Garaudy, Ernst Fischer,
Franz Marok and the Italian Il Manifesto group, tho
article’s clear purpose is to lay down the law for
much morp important sections of the intornational
communist movement than this motloy colloction

of insignificant transgressors. Much of its con-

tents undoubtadly apply to the Communist Partics
of ltaly and Chile = and to thoso “bourgoo..," poli=
ticians who sqok or agtually cnter-inio ojectoral
alliances 'with thom,! But the importance of the
Kommunist thoscs transconds any one country.

Kommunist attacks the ‘“modern revisionists®
for having "replaced the imminent process of the
change-over from capitalism to socialism by ab-
stract arguments about ‘evolution’, 'reform’, ‘ren-
ovation’ ', What these arguments boil down to is
rejection of revolution - irreconcilable’ with true!
Leninism: “The basic question of a socialist rev-
olution is the question of power, of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat. The socialist revolution
begins with the seizure of political ‘power which
Is thon used as the main instrument of economic,
social and cultural change''.

According to the ‘modern revisionists' a dic-
tatorship of the prolotariat without tho leadership
of tho Communist Party does not contradict the
fundamental tenets of Marxism-Leninism. They
aro wrong:

"Wo know tho numcrous statements in which
V.I. Lenin developed the basic Marxist thesis that
the dictatorship of the proletariat is inconceivable
without the leadors,hlp of the Communist Party.

Practical oxperienco has shown that even the ex-:

sience of a multiparty systemy does not refute:
tho necessity of such leadership. Tha Communist
Party is tho vanguard of the working class, its
most conscious, organised and unifiad part. Only
undor tho loadership. of the Party can the working

oo BpRyaneaor BEISaS Fo Y8 By
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oxploiting classes nover _ieayo the_ pohtlcal scena
voluntarily. They .do not renounce their attempts
to overthrow the workers’ government.even after
tho victory of the socialist revolution, and in this
thoy can rely upon the.wholehoarted support of
international capital. Under these circumstances
only the dictatorship of:the proletariat, in one form
or anothor, can defend the achievements of tha
tolling masses’’, )

Komrnunist makos it cloar that it'is writing not
of remoto historical evonts but of present-day and
Tuturo dovolopments .in thé communist revolutions
ary movomont throughout the world: .o - s

- "As a rosult of thé'groat variety of socio-ocons
omic conditions 'that. havo evolvud ‘in difforont
countrios undor ‘tho" nﬁpact of  historical,’ geco-
graphical, national and intornational factors, ‘tha
maothods of building socialism, and " honce the
forms of political organigsation of the new sogioty
also allow of considarablo varioty. Yot for all that
the procoss of tho establishimont and dovelopmont
of communist formations is subjoct to a singlo sot
of laws' of social ‘dovelopment. Thesa colntries
shara a-number: of common foatutes, allcharacty.
oristic of tho ossonco.of so¢ialism !y Liiwt Ui

Kommunist contemptuously f[ejocts the re-
visionist ‘idea of the ‘multiplicity’ of ‘models of
somahsm . Such .a_ view reveals ignorance of

Marx;sm Lemmsm as well as the desire to ostab-
9llsh a.'hybrid’ society! combining the featuras of
both capitalism and socialism. Any such half-way

house between bourgeois democracy and the dic-
tatorshxp of the proletariat is out of the quastion.
" ”The revisionists conclude that Communisis

should perpotuate bourgeois democracy and do

“no’ more than expand its framework. According

, to'lthese revisionist notions the democratic nature

of the future socialist society in the countries of

Eurcpe and its greatar strongth comparad to t

existing . socialist countries can allegedly Lo
securod only by political pliralism, by multcpurty
systems providing for the' existence’ of political
parties whose programmos differin principlc from
the platform of scientific communism and which
are in opposition to.the Cornmunist Party™. " ™.
The Future of the Multiparty Systen under..” =
Socialism
The authorltatlve exposition- ‘of the C.P.S.U.

Ieaoershap s views on the nature and role of the
rnultiparty system ‘during the struggle for the est-

ablishment of *socialism’ and under a ‘socialist’

government constitutes™ the- heart of the Kom-

munist -article. It ‘explains that tho unity of the
working class and’ an alliance with other segments
of - the'tonmg masses’ are prerequnones for the
establishment ‘of*socialism; the 'precise form of
such!alhan(:es1 with’ non-communist parties will
dependion the actual ‘'situation m the countries
concernod. “'But the basis and the' distinguishing

CIA-RBRY 9:0:14194A000280h6 Q001 HZ socialist

goals and the vanguard position of tho Communist
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Party, which will setura the a
903[3","!"‘-'( t [EARR S . .
' . Class -antagonisms undor capitalisrn aro- ex-
prossod” in 'the existenco of various political
partios ~a situation which Communists utilise fof
the purposa'of achioving powor. Howover, "'
“Having once acquirod political rpowor, the
working class' plemonts the liquidation of pri-
vate ownarship of tho moans of production. This
ontails tho oxpropriation of capitalists and land-
ownors, tho transformation of small-scalo com-
raodity production into largo-scale socialist public
‘ production. Historical oxporionce shows that this
. inovitably leads to the olimination of olass antag«
onlsms, to -the over-incroasing roconciliation of
class intorosts and tho ostablishmont of a rolation-

[ . ' b

ship - of friondly icooparation botweon all clagtos

and groups of socialist socioly. As a rosult of this
undor socialism thoro remains no moro ground for
tho ‘oxistenco’ of any’ opposition partios countors
balancing the Coramuitist Party™, i 1 b ot

"Thae criterion of genuine sdcialist democracy;
is not the number' of -partios” that exist .in.the
country but tho dogree ‘of participation.of the:
working class, of the whole working people in the'
governmont of the country, in the social, political,:

: gconomic and cultural life of society’.  +!into

A truly democratic society - in other words, a
communist society = can . be created i by .. the
warking class, continues Kommunist " only under
the leadership of a revolutiopary party of the new
type, constructod on the basis of Leninist organ-!
tsational principles”.! The ‘'main heresy of the
“modern revisionists’' lies in their denial of the
Icading rolo of the Communist Party, thoir attempt
to limit tha workings of Leninist organisational
principlos exclusively to the specific conditions
of Russia, and their desire to diffuse the clear-cut
fcadarship of tho Communist Party within a broad.
allianca of political, professional and cultural
organisations. ""The grave consequences of any
attempt to depart . from -the Marxist-Leninist
teaching on the leading role of the Party and. to
renounco Leninist organisational principles. are
well illustrated by tho events of 1968 in Czechos-
lovakia® concludes Kommunist ominously. - , .,

w

1
: '
.

Thea Internationalist Duty of Communist Parties .
Tha article prepared for Kommunist by the
Institute of Marxism-Leninisi of the C.C.C.P.S.U.
is not intended as an abstract theoretical exercise:
it lays down official diractives for the guidance
of all non-Soviet Communist Partics. The binding
nature of the experience and of the ideological
and practical principles evolved by tha C.P.S.U.,
as woll as the “internationalist duty’ of obedience
-t the USSR enjoinod upon all Communist Partias,

.-

more than a more coincidonca} -in a -powerful
article by Herr Hermann Axen of the. East German
Polithuro (Pravda 10th March) — an article which
a commentator of The Times sees as calling for
the re-establishment of the Cominform. Herr Axen
docs much furthor than tho customary obagisance
to tha leading role of tho USSR.within tho intor-
national communist movomont — ho domands that
alt Commumist, Partios subordinate their policics
to' " that ~of " the - Soviet-controlied communist
“majority”’, regardless of what their local interests
or national circumstances might be. The demand
is frarned in an uncomprormising tone: .
“It is quite possible that at any sharp turn in

world events the tactical interests of the struggle

in some particular-country may temporarily como
into conflict with the requirements of the inter-
national class struggie. It is these circumstances
that test the Marxist-Laninist maturity of a Com-
munist Party, its capacity to stand up for the
common interests, its ability to see that prole-
tarian internationalism requires, as V.. Lenin plt
it, the subordination .of the interests of the prole-
tarian struggle in one country to the interests of
the struggla on a world-wide scale’’.

Nothing, we believe, could be cleare:l;

- As usual, Western news media have paid no

atiention to the latest C.P.S.U. directives ‘on the
strategy - and tactics of the world communist
movement. ‘Western public opinion has come to
regard such theoretical disquistitions as meaning-
less acts of homage to an outdated and largely
discarded doctrine. This ingrained attitude ignoros
the fundamentally ideological nature and the un-
changing messianic goalis of the Soviet system
and the international communist movement.

- We have trained ourselves to disregard such
theoretical pronouncements, to believe in ‘'de-
ideologization ""and''polycentrism’’, to think of the
“new’” post-Stalin communism -as a pragmatic
and rational system. This is unwise from our point
of view as well as being unfair to the Soviet
leaders. We could at least have the grace to0
accept that they mean what they say. Whenever
they backslide from what we regard as the
“modernised” principles ‘of the. ‘new" Com-
munism’ —~ over.-Berlin, Czechoslovakia, the Middie
East, etc. — the West is indignant about the de-
ception practised upon .it. Yet thers is no
deception, or at any rate no more than is usual in
diplomatic‘pxchanges. The guiding principles to
which the communist _movement undeviatingly
adheres are laid down without concealment for all
to sce - for all, that is, who are not blinded by
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HUNGARTAN-SOVIET DIFFERENCES

At an impromptu airport news conference held on his return from
economic discussions in Moscow (27-29 March), Hungarian Premier Jeno
Fock gave a frank and revealing account of his country's economic
problems with the Soviet Union. A Hungarian economic delegation,
headed by the Premier, had gone to Moscow to discuss a Hungarian
long-range economic plan providing for the delivery of Soviet raw
materials during the next 10-15 years. (Hungary is totally dependent
on the USSR for oil, gas and iron ore.) However, the Soviet Union,
which supplies Hungary with these basic raw materials in return
for industrial products, was reluctant to make any long-range commit-
ments and told the delegation that Hungary was 'looking further ahead
than we are able to do in the Soviet Union."

Fock revealed that in the course of his Moscow discussions he
told Soviet Premier Kosygin that Hungary wanted an industrial structure
"more suited to our economy,'" and added that Hungarian leaders had
to rack their brains to come up with economic plans which "would be
good not only for the Soviet Union but also useful and necessary for
Hungary."

‘ The Hungarian Premier's candid account of his bargaining with
Moscow is interesting not only for its substantive revelations, but
because it represents a decision on the part of the Hungarian leader-
ship to air its differences with the Soviet Union in public. Up to
this time, Romania had been the only East European bloc country to
openly express its resentment of Soviet economic hegemony. (It should

e noted that since the nineteen fifties Moscow has worked to integrate
the economic programs of its East European clients with that of the
Soviet Union. Consequently the economies of these countries have
been oriented first of all to Soviet requirements and secondly to
their own. The resultant economic dependence of East Europe has been
used by Moscow to encourage political conformity.)

Fock's remarks indicate that in. their new long-range economic
plan Hungarian leaders have provided for national needs as well as
for those of the Soviet Union and CEMA. They also indicate that
Moscow is unhappy with certain aspects of Hungarian Commmism and
is threatening to withhold raw materials essential to Hungarian
industry until Budapest gets back in line.

In determining what aspects of the Hungarian program are
uacceptable to Moscow, it is useful to recall that in January 1968
Hungary quietly carried out a series of economic reforms which changed
the Hungarian economy from a totally planned one to one which has
become a part-planned and part-market economy. Prices, for example,
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are no longer pre-established for any but the most basic commodities.
Financial incentives have been introduced, the import of foreign
goods liberalized and better provisions made for consumer needs.

Such reforms are anathema to orthodox Marxists.

However, Soviet reservations may extend to other aspects of
Hungarian socialism. Concomitant to Hungary's economic liberalization,
there has been a graudal and unspectacular democratization of political
institutions, greater freedom for the intellectuals, and an attempt
to develop a modicum of independence in foreign policy. (For example,
Hungary has been expanding its relations with Romania and is also
seeking to improve relations with Peking. Hungarian news media
treated Nixon's visit to China more objectively and positively than
their Moscow counterparts and have been consistently less hostile
to the United States.) In February 1972, Prdvda referred to Hungarian
"bourgeois nationalism'" (the first time the term had been heard in
reference to Hungary since 1956.) Pravda also complained that
"In Hungary Zionism is particularly on the alert to introduce
bourgeois ideology and pro-Western sentiments.' (A few days later
politburo member Karoly Nemeth implicitly rejected the criticism
on behalf of the Hungarian leadership when he called for a ''resolute
struggle against hostile and erroneous views' among which he included
"anti-semitism.') Thus, the Soviet decision to apply pressure on
the Hungarian comrades may have been generated by the latter's lack
of political as well as economic orthodoxy.

In any case, these exchanges make clear that the Soviet Union
is umeasy over what is taking place in Hungary. And at a time
when it is seeking to enforce bloc discipline -- in the face of
Fast-West detente and the challenge from China -- Moscow is probably
not disposed to look favorably on new economic or political experiments
in East Burope, particularly when they presage a loosening of ties
with the Soviet Union. For its part, Hungary, like most East European
countries, tends to see the European Community and the projected
Conference on European Security and Cooperation as an opportunity to
loosen the ties that bind it to Moscow. China, above all, is regarded
as a force which could be used to weaken Soviet hegemony in East
Europe. (It is not without significance that one of the most
ubiquitous of East European graffiti is the one which exhorts the
dragon to bite the bear's rear end.)

Meanwhile, widespread comment and speculation in the Western
press, inspired by Fock's airport remarks, have made it necessary
for the Hungarian leadership to reaffirm its fealty to Moscow. The
latest of these oaths is a lengthy article by Fock himself which
appeared in the 13 May issue of Pravda. Fock blames ''enemies
striving to drive a wedge between Hungary and the Soviet Union"
for spreading ''false and malicious interpretation and conjecture,"
and declares that Hungary and the Soviet Union 'stand in close and
indestructible unity." However, Fock also used the occasion to

2
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reiterate the basic Hungarian position re the inadequacy of long-
range planning in CEMA (saying that five years is too narrow a

time frame) and claiming that CEMA members favor expanding economic
relations with all European countries, West as well as East. Thus,
despite all professions of loyalty and orthodoxy, and Moscow's
evident displeasure, Hungarian leaders are adhering to their
priorities of developing and modernizing Hungarian industry.

Developments in Hungary are symptomatic of deeper undercurrents:
hostility toward the Soviet Union and the desire for more viable
and -- above all -- more national forms of socialism. However,
these remain undercurrents. Hungary is a member of the Warsaw
Pact and CEMA, and supports Soviet foreign policy initiatives
(including the invasion of Czechoslovakia). It is unrealistic
to expect any change.in. this pro-Soviet orientation until one or
another of the possibilities mentioned above becomes a realistic
alternative. And that, as Marxists are fond of saying, requires
some basic changes in the '"objective conditions' which govern
Hungary's relations with the Soviet Union and its position in the
East European bloc.

However, the fact that the leaders in Budapest have acted on
their assumption that it is possible at this juncture to publicly
disagree with Moscow on matters of basic economic policy has, at
the very least, served one useful purpose: to extend the perimeters
of the permissible in the realm of public dialogue with Moscow.
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* HUNGARY SATD TO SEEK GREATER AUTONOMY
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By Victor Zorza
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© mon Markel, to impose on

"~ indusiry

-~ ghastrial development plans

- viel fnterests {han th their
o own, Officials of many Co-

Noew | {riction  hetween}
the Soviet -Unipn and Hun-
gary, evident in a news con-
ference given hy Hungarian
Jeno -Fock, on his
reiurn from a Moscow. visit
reflects a rising|
state of tension hetween the
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Kuropean allies gencrally.
£ The Russians-have been|
making i difficult for East-
ern. Kurope, much of whase
was
after the war in response to
Soviet needs, to cut ttself
off. from - Russian apron
rirings. ‘

But Fock diselnsed in his|
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at Budapest airport that hel.
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exel Knsyrin in Moscow ear-
Her this month that "“\We
Himgartans would like to
{mprove Lthe siructure of our
industry,” Ife explained that
what Hungary wanted was
ran indusivial  structure
which is more suited to our
tational economy.”

The Russians are using
thieir commanding position
In Comecon, the East Euro-
pran cquivalent of the Com-

other member countries in-

fhat would be more in So-

mecon countries resent this,

bt only  the
o have safd U openly, Now
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“We have had to Hl("k our

; bralng,” sakd Fock, o fevise
lmlushlnl development
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" unabte to reach final anree.
: ment” In Moscow, )
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-in Hungary on the necd to
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an interest in a more “inde-
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n the most im- i
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rary. which has taken over
the torch of reform from
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carry it more circumspectly,
to implement the reform
more gradually, but with
cqual determination. The
Kremlin, which at one thne
‘was conlent to wateh the
"Hungarian experiment with-
oul ino much interference,
has now come to fear that
things may be going Loo far,

A recent "Pravda” discus-

- ston of Hungarian nationnl-

moderate and ohjrctive view
o of President Nixon's visit Lo
- Peking than did the Soviet

! press—and they have becn

i consistently less hostile to

i the United States.

The Chincse have lately
been making friendly noises
towards the Hungarians and
other Fast Europcans, The
Kremlin makes it clear that
it repacds this as an attempt
to alicnate the affections of
its oallies. Romania and Yu-
frostavia  are alrcady using
their links with
cqunierhalance the pressure
from tha Kremlin, and in
due eourse IHungary and
olher Eastern European na-
tions might do the same.

Moscow's ast Europcan
allics have given vigorous
support o its drive fo a Tu-
ropean security conference,
but they have their
objectives in mind, At least
some Fast Buropcan offli-
ctals hope that a new sceu-
rity  arrangement mipght
hring them closer o West-

<ern Furope, whose power

‘thev. might be able to use to
redress the balance costadb-
lished by the Soviet Union.

Swir}ing Undercurrents
- All - these undereurrents

‘flow and swirl «deep below
n -gle - atzalnst, "hnstilc and cr-

the surface of East Furo-
pean  politics,  breaking

through to the {op only oc- .

casionally, as in Jeno Fock's
atrport  news  conference,

China (o’

own’

i stern reminder

ism mentioned that the Hun-
garian  leadership  “rejects
any form of anti-Sovietism.”
The arlicle was, in effect, &
that hostil-
ily tn the Soviet Union, nev-

- ertheless, persists,

party leaders
complaining

Hungarlan
have  been
aboul  the resistance to
change  among veteran,
“dloyzmatic™ party wmembors, |

Uravda retovted that “dog-
maties tendencies” were une-

faivly attributed to Hungare

tary for

ian party veterans.

Anti-Semitisin

The Kremlin is  also
using . the weapon of anli.
Semilism, much as It has
used il elsewhere, accusing
reformers of being Zionists,
n IHungary. Pravda said,
Zionism s “particularly on
the alert” to {ntfoduce bour.

‘geols ideology and pro-West-

ern sentiments  into  the

country,

Within a {ew days Pravia

“got its reply from one of the
{op Hungarian leaderst Ka.

roly Nemeth, a polithuro:
member and the parly scere-

Budapest. In a
widely publictzed speech he
called for a resolute strug-

roneous  views, amang
which he qpvuﬂcnllv Hsted

“anti-Semitism. No politburs
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fqet, the Keemlin's anti-Jew-
Igh policies.

“Mreat to Stability - -

The slow and undrnmalic*

- dpmocratization of political '
- {gstitutions now helng car-
‘pled out by the Hunparian’
1¢aders, together with their

aliempts (o develop a for

eign poliey of their own, Is

_belny increasingly regarded
itn the Kremlin as a threat

to the stability of the East
European bloc,

The Hungarians deny nnx
liostile Intent as strenuwously
as the Czcchs did, and as:
sincerely. The Russians, at
thls slage, are conlent 'to
fssue veiled warnings, as In

the “Pravda” artivle.

« Hungarian policies are an
of the deep
and powerful pressures for

integral part

“freedom  and  democracy
which  have repeatedly
welled up in Eastern Burope
-as in Czechoslovakia, as In

the Polish riots in Gdansk,-

as in the Romaniap demand

“ecountries and
‘the wholc edifice of Commu-
“nist power.

for independence. The signs
from the Kremlin suggest

that at least some of the So-.

vict leaders believe that the
Hungarian rot must  be
stopped before i berins to
gspread to the neighboring
fo threaten
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WASHINGTON POST
30 April 1972

HUNGARY: A CAUTIOUS PROGRESS

CPYRGHT

diction,

“The Hungarian Party news.
paper, Nepszabadsag, recently
led -4 more spécific warn.

By Richard Homan- | -
. Mobatad fo TR 'Washingtdn pot|
- BUDAPEST - Uncetrian]ies!

the key to making s
-year-old NeWw Economie
hanism work, Hungary has
n much of the economic
fon-making and planning
y from central party aw
itles and put it in the
s of technicians and man-
s, .

t- this Western approach
business, Nepszabadsag

rtunity to Westernize the
n,' It cautioned against”
should noét be secn as an
attempt  to transplant,
g with progrdssive techni-
.economic. and organiza.
2l  methads, bourgeols
& eoncerning -their appii-
n as well” o

t as am example of Hun-
s relaxed detachment
_the fhvored lock-step
munist approach to woéeld
ts, more than 100 artists,
hers and government offl-
recehtly went to the U.S.
assy to celebrate the opn-
of .4 library, while Hunga-
press and that of other
munist.  nations  were
ding the United States for
resumption of bombing in
e biggest problems for
gary now are mainiathing
ecohomic thomentum-—

et Union, §ts chlef sup-
and custdmer—and keép-
it's population, especially
young, from becomlng res-

rrested N

n March 15, during festivl-
recalling Hungary's 1848
mpt to win {ndependence

ons were arrested, acéord-

Although eyewitness reports
idigtfer on the size of the dis
iturbance, it is clear that there
‘'was no widespread demonsira-

tlon against the regime and;
most western observer her as-

cribe the disorders to youthful
spring unruliness. But the fact
that news. of the arrests was
suppressed for a month dam-
aged the credibility of the offi-
cial accounts and resulted In
reporis in the West of wide
discontent.

Hungary’s problems in get-
ting long-term commitments:
of economic support from the
Soviet Union surfaced al the’
end of March when Premier
Jeno Fock was Interviewed by
Hungarlan correspondents al‘
the Budapest airport on his re-.
'turn from teade talks in Mos-'

1eow, .

Fock, talking a ,\Ittle more
candldly than Communist offl
cials usually do, made it clcu'u-i
that Hungary hadn’t gottenj
the commitments it wanted:
for the period heyond 1980
But, he sald, they still hoped;
to get them when talks re-
sume next winter, :

“"We Hungarians, the Soviet
comrades said Ih a praisewor«
thy manner, are looking a bit
further ahead in economic
matters now than they are,
able to do in the Soviet

the Habsburg Empire, 17°

to authoritative reports

Union,” Fock sald, adding that
this was sald to him “in a
tather jocular manner.”
Finding a dependable sup.
ply of raw materials and en-
ergy i§ at the heart of Hunga-
ry's effort to transform itsell
from an agricultursl to an in-
Hustrial nation. But the Soviet
Union, in its grand design of
economic Integration for Co-
‘mecon, the Eastern counter-:
part of Western Europe's

Common Market, would prefer
to have Hungary remain some-
wHere between an agricultural
and an industrial producer.

51 A ‘....’.. Hrd Y olr R
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"ments for supplving industrial;
materials, the Soviet

on Hungary which are so
; heavy that this year, for exam-|

farmers to produce more vege. .

con countries will not leave’
Hungarians short,

Unin’n| :
has placed agricultural levies; .
|
ple, the State is 'lmplorlnz! f
tables on thier private back-!’

yard plols so that exports of' :
the state crops lo other Come-

i * Hungary produces virtunlly 7

ino fuel and little encrey of its

own and it has few raw mate.

‘rials.

<+ In 1970, the last year for -

‘which flgures are available, |

-Hungary had to import 70 per
cent of its cride oil, B2 per

cent of its iron ore, 73 per cent

of its timber and most of the
Jbasle materlals for its chemi.
‘cal Industries. : :

1 That year, for the first time,
JHungary had to depend on tm-
poris to meet s elecirieal
power and cement bullding.
material needs. Since then, ac-
rording to,unofficial figures,
the gap between domestic pro-
‘duction” and demand has
grown. ’

In 1970 ‘the Soviet Union
supplied 95 per cent of Hunga-
ty's fyel oil imports, 85 pet
cent of Iron ore and B8 pef
ecent of timher. Hungary cane
not purchase significant
amounts of raw materials id
the West because it does not
have the hard cirrency, i

Though Meascow did not
commit Hself to- support of
what Fock described as Hun¢
gary's effort to “develop an ing
dustrial

s YU OV S SO

structure which {8 !

more suitable to dur natlonal :

economy, “one bit of
‘term planning, beneficlal to
the Soviet Union, was taken
jtare of, o
i Hungary agreed to step up
Htr supply of hauxite—~the one
JFaw material of which it has a
‘plentiful supply—to the Soviet
Union during the perlod in
which {ts awn raw mnterfal

long- ?

e g

Ilindoubt., ¢ ©




25X1C10b
Approved For Release 1999/09/02 : CIA-RDP79-01194A000200160001-7

Approved For Release 1999/09/02 : CIA-RDP79-01194A000200160001-7



- Approved For Release 1999/09/02 : CIA-RDP79-01194A000200160001-7
W June 1972

THE CRISIS IN STATE SOCIALISM: AN ITALIAN COMMUNIST ANALYSIS

Italian Marxist philosopher Lucio Lombardo-Radice has written
a thought-provoking analysis of Communism in .the. Soviet Union and
East Europe entitled Is a Seécond Revolution Necessdary? The article
first appeared in the September 1971 issue of the Florentine journal
I Problemi di Ulisse (but not in the official party press), whence
it was picked up by Neues Forum, an Austrian leftist monthly, and
published in its February 1972 issue. The attached excerpts are
based on the German version.

Lombardo-Radice is a Marxist theoretician of distinction, an
outspoken critic of both capitalism and the authoritarian state
socialism practised in the Soviet Union and certain countries of
East Burope. His Communist credentials are unassailable: a
veteran militant imprisoned by Mussolini for anti-Fascist activities,
he has been a member of the Italian Communist Party since 1938 and
of its Central Committee since 1968. He is a leading proponent
of a Marxist-Christian dialogue.

By way of introduction, Lombardo-Radice raises three questions:

"Given the crisis which developed in the Soviet
Union and the East European bloc countries in 1968,
a militant Marxist must ask himself certain basic
questions:

a. After Khrushchev's unsuccessful efforts to
change Soviet policies at the 20th CPSU Congress,
after the Soviet army's liquidation of the 'new
course' in Czechoslovakia, or after Poland, where a
historical period whose beginnings in October 1956
were marked by courage and hope ended so tragically,
can we or can we not still speak of 'socialism?'

b. Has the capitalism of the consumer society
and the scientific-technical revolution overcome
its inherent contradictions, or has it simply succeeded
in preventing them from emerging in the classic form
of regularly recurrent crises of over-production?

c. In the socialist countries, which are under-
going a fundamental crisis, is it possible to renew
socialism in historical continuity, or is a second
revolution necessary?

Regarding the first question, the author concludes that there
has been an historical break with capitalism and that, in spite of
everything, socialism endures:
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"No matter how detrimental, regrettable, notorious and
disgraceful the privileges of this or that group of
functionaries in a socialist society, we camnot speak of
capitalism.., Exclusive state ownership of the means of
production, and production relations which are determined by
public need and not by profit relations are socialist in
nature... This conclusion is not invalidated by the .
difficult -- at times even insupportable living and working
conditions one used to encounter and still encounters in
some areas of the Soviet Union." And again, "..The absence
or non-functioning of the mechanisms of self-determination
(above all of an autonomous and democratic labor union)
which can call attention to mounting pressures and make their
relief possible, has put workers under too heavy a burden..
Too much has been asked of the worker without first securing
his consent. (The history of socialist revolutions, from
the Russian and Chinese to the Cuban, demonstrates that one
can get the seemingly impossible out of workers if one
operates on the basis of persuasion, consent and participation
in decision making.])"

According to Lombardo-Radice, the kind of ''socialism' which
exists in the USSR and the East European bloc has been distorted;
a precise definition must take into account these shortcomings:

""The tendency to deny the status of socialism to an
authoritarian system of state ownership is deeply rooted in
the soul of those who fought to establish a world-wide
soclalist society. For being a militant socialist consists
of considerably more than planning to abolish profit and its
dynamics and to replace it with a given utilization of the
surplus value consistent with a given collective logic. It
means, rather, a determination to realize .. a new position
for man in society and a new place for society in history.
Comrades whose line of reasoning is similar to ours and who
reject as fallacious the theory of a 'return to capitalism'
on the part of the Soviet Union and its allies conclude that
these countries are not truly capitalist but neither are
they truly socialist; rather, they represent societies with
a special structure for which a new term must be coined. In
my opinion, the correct scientific definition is contained
in the following statement by Luigi Longo [then Secretary
General of the Italian Communist Party]:

_ 'We proceed from the conviction that the social-
ization of the basic means of production is the
necessary -- but by no means sufficient -- pre-
condition for developing the forces of justice and
freedom intrinisic to socialism. In order for

these forces to develop fully, a fundamental

democratization of power in all sectors of society
must occur.'

2
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""...However, experience has shown that in the economic-
political sphere a full development of the forces of justice
and freedom proper to socialism has not yet occurred, and.
its precise definition therefore still requires a qualifying
adjective. In our opinion the term 'state' is most suit-
able, since it refers both to ownership relations and to
political structures; if political institutions alone are
taken into consideration, the adjectives 'centralized,'
'authoritarian,' or 'bureaucratic' also apply.

"I consider centralization of the state the character-
istic element of this form of socialism. Contrary to many
contentions, I hold that the revolutionary political party
in the Soviet Union has become an organ of the state
rather than the state having become an instrument in the
hands of a party which is divorced from it..."

Regarding the second question, whether Marx's theory re
the deepening of the contradictions inherent in capitalism has been
proven or disproven, Lombardo-Radice offers the following (inter
alia):

"It seems beyond doubt to me that imperialist capitalism's
ability to change was underestimated not only by Stalin and
the Third International, but by Lenin in Imperialism as
the Highest Stage of Capitalism... State monopoly capitalism
has learned to avoid natural catastrophies, but this in no
way removes the contradiction between ownership relations
and the development of the forces of production. The
fundamental contradiction between capitalist ownership
relations and the forces of production in the capitalist
system has assumed new forms. However, despite the
increased possibilities of capitalism which Marx did not
predict, this contradiction has continued to exist and
has even expanded and deepened."

Re the final question, whether the transtition from state
socialism can take place through a 'new course,' that is, through
renewal in which continuity is maintained, or whether a "'cultural
revolution" or even more radical institutional break is required
the author states unequivocally that a renewal can come about
only through socialist democracy, and that if such a renewal is

prevented by force, then we can expect a radical and painful break
with the past:

"Today pherg is a deep and insurmountable contradiction
between the institutions of socialism and the socialist

society which has developed under them. They stand in
obJect}ve contradiction to the demands of 3 technologically
and scientifically advanced production; they obstruct and
limit the mechanisms of a production dynamic necessary for

3
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further development. One of these mechanisms, the fundamental
one, is democracy... Democracy and freedom are government

and self-government processes required by the forces of
production in the socialist countries.

"The institutions of state socialism also conflict
with the outlook of the citizens. The contrast between the
principles in which they believe and in which they were
educated (equal rights, freedom to criticize, the power
of the working people, respect for national sovereignty,etc.)
and an absolute uncontrollable super-state becomes ever clearer
to the citizen, given the absence of the right of the worker
to have any say in management, the lack of control from
below, and the theory and practice of 'limited sovereignty'
[a reference to the so-called Brezhnev doctrine, developed
to justify the Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia].

'"What is necessary, therefore, is a transition from
the present forms of state socialism to forms which we
Italian communists call socialist democracy. This transition
would be characterized by the effort to move from the
hegemony of the state to decentralization, from author-
itarian decision-making to decision-sharing, from censor-
ship to freedom, and from dogmatic Marxism to a Marxism
open to innovation. The cultural revolution in China,
the 'new course' in Czechoslovakia, 'self-determination’
in Yugoslavia, and Cuban equalitarianism (I find no suit-
able term and hope I will be understood) are very different
and conflicting phenomena. Yet they all run in the same
direction and are all attempts to find a way out of state

socialism controlled from above -- or to avoid ever falling
into it, that is, ever having to pass through a centralized
and authoritarian stage... The compromise, attempted

today in the Soviet Union and other socialist countries,
between the authoritarianism of the political-state
apparat and the freedom of the scientific community,
between the dogmatic sanctity of official ideology and
the critical awareness of researchers, and between

strict conservatism in political theory and practice

(or in history) and bold innovation in the development of
the natural sciences, technology and production -- this
compromise cannot be maintained in the long run.

"In the long run, the contradiction between the develop-
ment of the forces of production and political institutions
in the countries with 'advanced socialism' will not lead
of itself .. to socialist democracy. The development
of the forces of production in the scientific-technical
revolution constitutes the basis and condition for political
change. But, such a change must take place at the political
level as was the case in Czechoslovakia during the 'new

4
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course,' which was generated by the contradictions between
econcmic requirements and the inability of the political
structure to fulfill them."

Lombardo-Radice reaches the following conclusion regarding the
possibility of a reform in state socialism such as occurred
during the '""Prague Spring."

"History seldom repeats itself because a historical
situation is constantly changing. Institutions, parties and
human consciousness are short-lived when a change in course
which is by its nature inevitable and historically necessary
is prevented, as was the case in Czechoslovakia in 1968.
Since a change is inevitable, it will happen; but from year
to year, from month to month it becomes more and more
likely that the change will occur through a break with the
past which will be all the more radical, painful and 'costly’
the longer the existing situation is maintained by 'anti-
historical' violence."

5

Approved For Release 1999/09/02 : CIA-RDP79-01194A000200160001-7



§ N L3 3 &
- t+ incarcerated, an avant garde exponent of critical Marxism and

. Approved For Release 1999/09/02 : CIA-RDP79-01194A000200160001-7

NEUES FORUM, Vienna
- February 1972

! 1§ A SECOND REVOLUTION NECESSARY IN THE SOCIALIST COUNTRIES?

Lucio Lombardo - Radice, philosopher, professor of geometry at
© 1 the University of Rome, member of the Italian Communist Party since
- 1938, member of its Central Committee since 1968/69, for years

.+ ireform Communism in the West who played a leading role in bringing

| ' about a dialogue between Christians and Marxists within the frame-

| ;1 work of the Salzburg Congress of the Paulus Society in 1965, as

1 |. well as during subsequent conferences. Member of the International
'+ Editorial Committee of Neues Forum since its inception in July 1967.

i

. The text below appeared in Italian in I Problemi di Ulisse, Florence,
' September 1971. '

| 1. Socialism in Crisis, Long Live Socialism

During 1968, an extremely serious,Crisis erupted in the Soviet Union and in

: ' theEuropean socialist countries allied with it which still persists and which

. can be overlooked by no one.

A militant commmnist who, loyal to his mentors Marx and Lenin, has chosen
- the path of scientific reason and historical analysis must ask himself radical
| questions in the face of a crisis of such dimensions:

, 1. After Khrushchev's unsuccessful effort to change Soviet policies at
the 20th Party Congress, after the Soviet army's liquidation of the “new course"
in Czechoslovakia, br in Poland, where a historical period whose beginnings

in October 1956 werc marked by courage and hope ended so tragically, and
. | elsevhere, can we or can we not still speak of ; "socialism?” =~

2. Has Marx' theory of the expansion and deepening of the contradictions

- inherent in capitalism been proven or disproven?

3. In the so-called socialist countries which are undergoing a fundamental
crisis,is it possible to renew socialism in a context of historical continuity

or is a second revolution necessary? (See: Leszek Kolakowski: ''Can Bureaucratic
Socialism be Reformed?' NF, Oct/Nov 1971 - the Editors)

The first and the third questions are intimately linked, of course. If we

can no longer regard the countries under discussion as socialist, then we must
~endorse a true socialist revolution by the workers of these countries against
- regimes which have appropriated the name '"socialist' illegally. If , instead,

~..wo decide that there has not only been an historical break with capitalism

~but also that socialism endures despite all -- and that precisely will be
our answer -- then an answer to the third question is no longer necessary.

There are two possible prospects: a 'new course" or a "cultural
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concrete and immediate sense of the possible alternatives: either a
_ renaissance which, no matter how profound or radical it may be, still
springs from within and maintains a certain continuity, or a break, an

assault from without on existing institutions, a 'bombardment of headquarters,"
' s0 to speak. ~ :

With the second question, we subject the foundation of Marxism as a
revolutionary science to critical analysis, in fact, question Marxism
itself. Marx and Engels have always defined their work in temms of taking
socialism out of the utopian realm and making it a science. The "classics"
regard socialism as the only possible solution and the necessary way out
of the contradictions of capitalism. It is no longer propagated as an

ideal goal," no longer as a "more just'' and "more brotherly" system of
government. - ‘

' II. State Socialism, Not a Return to Capitalism

' The Communist Party of China has advanced the theory that a "restoration
of capitalism" has taken place in the Soviet Union and in the other Moscow-
oriented Eastern European countries. A majority of the groups belonging

to the so-called "extra-parliamentary opposition' in Western BEurope have
accepted this theory.

Let us examine this theory more closely from the scientific point of

view, where we use "captialism'' in the strict conceptual context of
Marx and Engels.

In the Soviet Union, in Poland,etc, there is no private ownership of
the means of production. In Poland one quite frequently still encounters
small famm ownership, but existing restrictions on the extent of private
1and holdings and the number of persons employed there have in fact thus
far prevented a revival of ownership in the capitalistic sense. And besides,
the theory of the "'restoration of capitalism’ does not refer to such a
~ category of farmers, who hold little land. For all that, there surely
is not a single factory in the countries in question which is privately
owned and where labor is exploited for private profit.

In fact, in its finely-honed formulations, the European extra-parliamentary
left doubtless speaks not of "capitalism' but of ''state capitalism.'" Here
lies the core of the problem.

What precisely do we mean when we say that the economic structure of
Italy, for example, strongly bears the imprint of "state capitalism" or,
‘to be more exact, of ''state monopoly capitalism?" As I see it, we
icharacterize here the strong inter.connection that exists between classical
| capitalist (i.e. private and individual) ownership and state enterprises,
public banks, economics ministries, etc, the "sole mechanism' which controls
production. This being the case, one cannot speak of ''state capitalism'
in connection with socialist countries, since one of the two elements, private
ownership of the moans of production, is totally absent there. When state

ownership is the only form of ownership, capitalistic profit in the scientific
sense no longer exists.
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In the absence of capitalism, one cannot call state ownership ''state
capitalism.'" Or, to put it in still simpler temms, it is impossible to
spcak of capitalism without capitalists. This difficulty was duly noted by
thosc groups who speak of a "'restoration of capitalism' in the Soviet Union

. and the othor Eastern European socialist countries. Consequently, they

; claim that functionaries, the apparatchiki, have taken the place of

. capitalists and now constitute the new rulers. If "ruling class' means

- command authority and a monopoly on decision-making re production and
woges without worker voice in such decisions, then the managers of public
enterprises in countries like the Soviet Union are without doubt masters,
indeed often absolute rulers, over production. But this no longer holds
ture. If by "ruling class' one means ''capitalist owners," the the salient
feature of capitalist production is missing, namely the fact that the

. latter is determined by the profit motive above, that is by the efforts
. to maximize profits.

Profit in the capitalist sense, lastly, means the private appropriation
- of the surplus value, which the owners (to be precise, the capitalistic owners)

use for new investments for the purpose of generating new profits, according
to the law of maximum profit.

The personal expenditures of the capitalist constitute only a very small
proportion of his profit, even in the most spectacular instances of "'dolce
vita," and they can by no means be identified with the latter. It follows
that the (relatively) greater availability of money or property to the
functionaries in many socialist countries vis 3 vis the average worker
‘cannot be designated as 'profit.'" Even if this availability, this
"having more' is quite considerable (way-above-the-average income,
private car, luxurious housing, access to favored travel spots, travel,
entertainment, privileged eating and shopping facilities, and so on),
it is still a question of privilege, hence totally different from the

profit of a capitalist., It is akin to the privilege accorded scientists
or technicians in the same socialist society, or high officials, wniversity
professors, or corporation managers in a capitalistic society.

Moreover, while in a capitalist society high and highest productivity
can be converted into private ownership of the means of production, namely
into capitalist profit in the truc sense (exploitation of the wage-earning
labor force and private apiropriation of the surplus value), there is never
a question of that in the kind of society we are talking about. a

No matter how regrettable, detrimental, notorious and disgraceful the |
privileges of this or that group of functionaries in a socialist society,

(even on the assumption that all fumctionaries have a privileged standard’
of living), we cannot speak of capitalism. -

IIT. Instead of Profit Dynamics,Socialist Accumulation and Social Utilization
of the Surplus Value —

Thus, an answer to the question "capitalism' or ''socialism" depends on the
decisive factor of the utilization of the surplus value, i.e. the surplus-
product in relation to the requisite quantity of goods created by labor-
power for the reproduction of labor-power. In societies where tKe means
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of production are exclusively in the hands of the state (foremost among them
in the Soviet Union), the surplus value is not converted into profit, even

if it were utilized primarily for "primitive" socialist accumulation
(establishment of a heavy industry and the infrastructures requisite to it) in
the first five-year plans and, subsequently, for areas of ggblic need (apart
from the armaments industry and space flights): schools, hospitals, housing,
and so on. Whether this was done better or worse, extravagantly or not,

is of no relevance to our question: 'state capitalism or state socialism?"

We do not hesitate a moment to answer: ''state socialism.'" Exclusive
state ownership of the means of production, and preduction relations which are

determined by public need, and not by plans oriented toward profit' relations,
are socialist in nature, are a form of socialism.

There are global, macroscopic differences between state monopoly
capitalism and state socialism. The relationship between European Russia
and Asiatic Russia was, in 1917, not unlike that between the United States
and the Latin American subcontinent. While present day South America, as
half a century ago, is still characterized by under.development, illiteracy,
and an almost monstrous contrast between the wealthy elite and the miserable
masses, nobody can deny that the nationalities once oppressed under Tsarism
have won cultyre and schools, in some cases, indeed, the alphabet itself.
The change of Siberia from the quintessence of underdevelopment into a
developed region, containing areas that have in fact advanced into the future
(Novosibirsk), 1S one of the most phenomenal facts of the last 50 years,
in historical, social, and, especially, geographic terms. The disappearance
of illiteracy in the underdeveloped regions after the Socialist Revolution,
and the unshakeable stability with which lack of education erﬁists in the
"Ihird World," which is elthefwélrectly or indirectly aominated by big ‘
international monopoly capitalism, are among the most salient visible
conscquences of two opposite systems in terms of production relations:
of capitalist profit seeking on the one hand, and, on the other, of
utilizing the surplus value for the public good, which is typical of socialist
economies, even state-run ones, '

This conclusion is not invalidated by the difficult, at times even
insupportable, 1iving and working conditions which one used to encounter
from time to time in some area of the Soviet Union (one recalls the revolts
in Potsdam, Gdansk, or Szczecin) and in similarly structured socialist
countries, and still encounters today.

The absence of an institutionalized reaction from above to pressure

from below and, with it, the absence -- or non-functionaing -- of mechanisms

of self-determination (above all, of an autonomous and democratic labor

 union) which call attention to mounting pressures and make their relief

possible, has put workers under too heavy a burden at various times in
various places in the past, and does so today. Closely examined, too much
was aked of the worker without first securing his consent. (The history
of socialist revolutions, from the Russian and the Chinese to the Cuban,
demonstrates that one can get eventhe seemingly impossible out of

workers if one operates on the basis of participation in decision making,
of persuasion and consent.)
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It is important to me to establish that one can speak of an "exploitation"
of workers in the Soviet Union only in the applied and not in the scientific

_ sonse. The allegation that tho Soviet Union exercises a 'big power' policy
~ vis-a-vis the Warsaw Pact nations can be sustained only on condition of a

more precise definition, The logic underlying the regrettable and, for the
most part, sensation-causing restrictions on or violation of national

~ sovereignty by the "leading nation" of the Soviet bloc differs totally

‘one asks, which socialism.)

from that guiding the conquests and interventions of imperialistic powers.

" They are related to the idea of a supra-national socialist system which, in

its function as state, regards power as the strength of socialism, and where
subordination serves the common goal of the survival of socialism? (Of course, |

I shall not offer here an exhaustive treatise on, nor deal at length with
recasons for, this special kind of inter-dependence between the Soviet Union
and the nations which are its allies, since I do not consider them revelvant
to'an elucidation of the concept "state socialism' (I could equally well limit
my explanations to the Soviet Union). let us say only that the Soviet state also
asks very considerable sacrifices of its own citizens which serve to strength
the might of the socialist bloc and frequently are greater than those ;
demanded of other Pact member nations, which is consistent with the logic
of power politics. But the Russian, naturally, feels quite differently. '
from the Pole about the same sacrifice, for his.own state imposes it on the !

' first, while an outside force imposes it on the second.

ﬁIV. What is State Sécialism?

The tendency to deny the status of socialism to an authoritarian system

" of state ownership is deeply rooted in the soul of those who fight to
. cstablish a worldwide socialist society. For being a militant socialist
. consists of considerably more than planning to abolish profit and its

dynamics, and to put in its place a given utilization of the surplus value,
consistont with a given collective logic. It means, rather, tho determination
to rcalize more complex and comprehensive perspectives: a new position for

“man in society, and a new position for society in the coptext of history.

Tt happens, however, that comrades, whose argumentation runs along the same
lines as ours and who therefore reject as fallacious the theory of a

"roturn to capitalism' on the part of the Soviet Union and its allics,
conclude thelr analysis with the declaration that these countries arc not
truly capitalist but neither are they truly socialist; rather, they represent
societies with a special structure for which a new term must be coined.

In my opinion, the correct, scientific definition is contained in the
following statement by Luigi Longo: 'We proceed from the conviction that the
socialization of the basic means of production is the necessary but by no
means sufficient pre-condition for developing the forces-of justice and
frcedom intrinsic to socialism. In order for these forces to develop

fully,' & fundamental democratization of power in all sectors of society
mist occur."

Longo obviously uses the term "socialization' as synomymous with
"commmal ownership," without further defining the form this ownership
takes. It is truc that state ownership (in general, and without private,
capitalist co-ownership) is a form of socialization in the sense in which
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countries where it has taken place. But experience has demonstrated that in the .
economip prbiteda ospRete as ¢' 199900940 2pmE A-RDENE9£01d84 A0 00200460001 -7
freedom characteristic of socialism'' has not yet occurred, dnd i€s precise’
definition therefore still requires a qualifying adjective. In our opinion,

the term ''state" is most suitable, since it refers to the ownership situation as
well as to the political structure. If political institutions alone are

taken into consideraiton, the adjectives '"centralized," "authoritarian," or
"hureaucratic" also apply.

I consider centralization of the state the characteristic element of
this form of socialism. Contrary to many contentions, I hold that the
revolutionary political party -in the Soviet Union has become an organ of
~ the state rather than the state havinglbecome an Instrument in the hands
- of a party which is divorced from it.”~ Thus, the employment of Marxism, l

deformed into a doctrine of dialectic materialism, as the official ideology
of the state (I am almost tempted to say as a state religion) appears to me
as a reasonable process: it is a matter of a denominational state in the
Marxian sense rather than of an ideological party (an ideological party
can very well renounce state privileges for its ideology).

Half a century since the socialism of pure idealism and of the force of
the idea has become government, state, territory and power, we must
liberate ourselves from the myth of socialism and face the reality of various
socialist systems. Fifty years after the storming of the Bastille (which
" was to bourgeois revolution what the stomming of the Winter Palace was to
- proletarian revoluation) France stood at the door of the Second Empire,

that of the "minor Napoleon.'' Even when it had:returned to the feudal scheme of

ownership, it nevertheless remained a bourgeois regime; and how many different
fams the latter took during those fifty years! Jacobin Republic and the

Republic of the Thermidor, consulship and empire, anti-liberal monarchy

and constitutional monarchy, a republic again, and again a military
~dictatorship. And how many different forms socialism has taken in the

first half-century of its history! Predominance of the power of the state

and self-government, the personality .cult (which one could simply terma |

isocialism monarchy), exercise of power by the Soviets and the bureaucrats, | !

complete control from above, complete freedom of specch (I am thinking of

the first 9 months of the new course in Czechoslovakia). Here I refer only

to the now "classical" socialist countries, including Cuba and China; I do

not refer to new ones that I know little of or which have just begun to

develop, such as the "African socialism" of Tanzania or the '"parliamentary

socialism" in Chile.

' V. Capitalism Has Not Overcome Its Basic Antagonisms

Before continuing with this subject, I would like to answer, briefly,
the second question with respect to the antagonisms of capitalism. I will
limit myself to sumparizing the observations and thoughts which I expressed
in an earlier work.# The historical-scientific (not utopian-moral) expression
of Marx-Engels socialism is based on the assertion that there is an incurable
antagonism betwecn the development of the forces of production and capitalist
ownership relations that will become even more severe in the future.

1. In a conversation with Togliatti after my trip to the USSR in 1962, I

: informed him that the soldiers who occupied the party presidium in
Leningrad made a curious impression on me, as happens at a religious
service. Togliatti answered that the Party in the USSR is something
different from ours; his reply to my question whether it had become
a special organ of the Soviet state was in the affirmative.

2. Socialism and Freedom, Editori Reuniti, 1968; ¢f especially the
¢ dupprayvehFosR alnd Sert) B0 uEARDPT79-01194A000200160001-7
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~This gives rise to the necessity of a socialist revolution (here I
skip the mechanistic interpretations of this "historical necessity" which
characterized the Marxism of the Second International, the belief in

- socialism as a pure and simple act of history and not as a hard-won

~.achievement of revolutionary activity; Lenin or Gramsci made this point clear
- once and for all). _

. If capitalism succeeds in rehabilitating itself, in somehow bridging

; permanently the antagonisms that characterized it in the days of Marx and

- Lenin, there will then be an end to the socialist perspective as the

- scientific goal of the analysis of historical materialism. In this case
socialism will remain a goal, but it will again be a utopia, a “great
refusal' of the rebels and freedom fighters who break with society for the
sake of socialism; it will no longer be the final result of the growth

- of a new class within the capitalist structures which alone is capable of
~ overcoming the antagonisms of the system.

o The rejection of sclentific socialism and the recent acclamation of
- utopian socialism found and find a vast (if not always conscious) expression
- in many restless fermantations of rebellion. Herbert Marcuse clearly and
- consciously expressed the two poles of this conviction: capitalism has
recally succeeded in "integrating' the proletariat by dulling and lulling to
sleep the exploited with promises of prosperity in the consumer society.
~ The working class, at least in the late capitalist countries, is no longer -
- the bearer of the revolution. The only hope for a rebirth of socialism
is the 'great refusal' of the excluded ones, of the peripheral groups of
capitalist society, The theory of the ability of highly developed
- capitalism to achicve the dissolution and transformation of its antagonisms
into a dynamic cquilibrium has one fact as its point of departure on which
it rests: the new capitalist road which has developed since the last
classical crisis of 1929. Keynes and Rossevelt, an economist and a

. politician, brought about this important historical change and are symbolic
of it. ! ‘

1

It scems beyond doubt to me thqt_igg$r'alist capitalisms ability to
change was underestimated (10t anticip eu) ot only by Stalin and the Third
International, but by Lenin in "Imperialism as the Highest State of Capitalism."
It is also clear that Engels (as a faithful interpreter of Marx) in his later
writings was convinced of the inevitability of the cyclical recurrence of

~over-production, and he even determined the nature of its occurence (in
periods of 10 years).

The following problem ecvolves as a logical consequence from these ‘
statements: Has the capitalism of the consumer society and the scientific-
technical revolution overcome its organic antagonisms, or has it simply

been successful in preventing them from emerging periodically in the
classic form of a crisis of over production? :

It scems to me that a "yes' to the second alternative is unavoidable.
It is a historical fact, a macroscopic manifestation that the basic
antagonism remains, expressing itself in new forms. The periodic destruction
of over-production takes place not in the form of "natural catastrophes," in
crises 10 years apart, but in another way, in the form of smaller or
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the uncontrolable and incalculable earthquake has ceased. State monopoly
capitalism has learned to avoid natural catastrophes, but it removes in no
way the antagonism between the ownership conditions and the development of
the forces of production. The polarization of this development is growing out
of proportion into a monstrous, fearful thing: fantastic metropolises

and hells of under development, excess and suffering form antagonisms that
affect everyone, not just the Marxists, increasingly (although only

Marxism scientifically explains the reasons for this contradiction in the
capitalist ownership relations and in the chaotic struggling for profit).

But the big city, itself, is a kind of hell. A hell of excess is

sometimes no less unbearable than a hell of hunger. This experience is now
a general one; it has found repeated, tortuous expression not only in

1 economic-psychological literature, but in novels, films, paintings, and
plays by Ben Shahn,,Samuel Beckett, and, Ingemar Bergman. )

It was not pure accident that the fear of the rich-poor big city dweller
(who lives alone in confines, a master of all things though himself only
an object), is quickly used up, and lives in constant insecurity because things
are so much greater than he, because he is worth nothing, because the :
decisions that burden the ordinary man are made by hostile and dark forces
(It was not accidental that this human form of existence was defined in a

word accepted today by all, a word which dominates the early writings of
Marx: "“alienation.')

The chaos and waste assume ever more threatening forms and head !
relentlessly toward the limits of the absurd. Boundless riches are used
to make weapons which, when used, lead to the destruction of the attacker
and attacked, perhaps even to the extinguishing of all life and certainly
to a long night for culture on this earth. Mature capitalism in the era |
of the scientific-technical revolution and its "wonders" is comparable
to the sorcerer's apprentice in Goethe's ballad (to use the analogy
of Marx and Engels) no less than capitalism in its early stage of
development. The inability of capitalism to control production appears
in the most scandalous forms: nature and human health are in danger
because the sorcerer's apprentice does not know the magic formula that
regulates the movement of the pail of excess, so that everything is
innundated by excess production, sinks, is poisoned and exposed to destruction.

It is in the advanced, rich big cities themselves that the nerves
of the people tremble, regardless whether they are directors general or .
electro-mechanical apprentices. Hearts become sickly before their time,
and minds become confused, The basic antagonism of capitalism break
out inside the people who experience it and makes them despair.

i
i
i

1968, the year in which the crisis of the East European states ,
appeared in all its seriousness, was also the year of rebellion of the
sensitive segment of the people of capitalist West Europe, of the students :

who in their way attacked the unbearableness of "advanced" and 'mature"
capitalism, i :

Approved For Release 1999/09/02 :(CIA-RDP79-01194A000200160001-7



Approve.d For Release 1999/09/02 : CIA-RDP79-01194A000200160001-7

VI. Revolution in the Revolution

Our answers to the first and second questions which we asked ourselves
were 1) Yes, the Soviet Union and the other states controlled or dominated
by it arc socialist countries, with the reservation, of course, that what
is involved is a special form of the collective which we have defined as
"state socialism;"" 2) The fundemental contradiction between the capitalist
ownership relations and the forces of production in the capitalist system,
which is the basis of the scientific predictions of socialism by Marx, Engels,
and lenin, has assumed new forms. But in spite of the increased possibilities
of capitalism, which the Marxists did not predict, this contradiction has
continued to exist and has even expanded and deepened.

Our answer to the first question permits us to proceed to the third

question, which has only become meaningful through the first answer. We can
now rephrase it as follows:

Can the (necessary) transition from state socialism still take place
through a "new course, that is, through a renewal in which continuity is o
maintained, or does it demand instead a "cultural revolution,"3 if not indeed
,an even more radical institutional break? I want to exg;ain briefly the
ddjcctive 'necessary," which I put in parentheses and which I used in an
taffirmative, not a questioning, sense: o

Today therc is a deep, insurmountable contradiction between the
institutions of state socialism and the socialist society which has developed
under them. They stand in objective contradiction to the requirements of a
production which is technologically and scientifically highly developed;
they obstruct and hinder the mechanisms of a production dynamic necessary for
further development. One of these mechanisms, the fundamental one, is
democracy. Democracy and freedom are ideas which must be demythologized and
humanized. Democracy and freedom are government and self-governmment processes
which are demanded by the forces of production in the socialist countries.

The institutions of state socialism are also in contradiction with the
consciousness of the citizens, who are socialist citizens and workers.
The contrast between the principles in which they believe and in which they
were educated (equal rights, freedom to criticize, power of the working
people, respect of national sovereignty, etc.) and the absolute, uncontroll-
able superstate is more and more clear in the consciousness of the citizen -
given the absence of the right of worker codetermination, the lack of control
from below, and the theory and practice of "limited sovereignty."

What is necessary therefore is the transition from the present forms
of state socialism to forms which we, in the language of the Italian
Commumist Party, call socialist democracy. This transition must concern
things as well as the consciousness of the people, but it is characterized

3. Actually all of us use the term "cultural revolution" as a synonym for
a sccond revolution which makes a radical break with the first one,
without taking into account that in the Chinese Cultural Revolugfep
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from authoritarian decisions to co-determination, from censorship to freeom
and from dogmatic Marxism to a Marxism open to jnnovation -- the true work

program, one can well say, of all socialist states.

The cultural revelution in China, the 'mew course" in Czechoslovakia,
the Yugoslav "self-determination," and the Cuban equalitarianism (I find
no suitable term and hope that I will be understood in spite of this) are
very different and conflicting phenomena. And yet they all run in the
same direction and are all attempts to find a way out of state socialism
controlled from above or to avoid ever falling into it, ever having to

- pass through a centralized and authoritarian state. Kadar's step-by-step,
cautious liberalization in Hungary and Gierek's current effort to stimulate

or revitalize the decision-making cells at the base are both going in this
same direction.

The great "invention" of the Russian proletariat in 1905, the Soviet,
the first, almost legendary institutionalized fomm of the first, brief
collective experiment, the commune -- that 1is the "lost paradise' which
the now matured socialism longs for and which it will undoubtedly rediscover
or will invent again in more highly developed and more complex forms.

But how?

VII. The Long Trek of the Scientific-Technical Revolution

In recent years, and especially in the first months of 1971, events
occurred in the political leadership of state socialism which were not
particularly spectacular but were nonetheless, in my opinion, very :
significant. These events characterize the start of a crisis from below
in the prescent administation. I am thinking of the GDR's productive,
technical, and scientific progress and of the advance, promotion, and

cmergence in the party leadership of a new type of cadre which possesses
true economic and technical leadership qualities.

Comrade Gierek, who took over Gomulka's post after the extremely serious
Polish crisis in Deccmber 1970 and entered on a course of productive
progress, is also this type of cadre. I am also thinking of Brezhenv's
emphasis on scientific-technical progress at the 24th CPSU Congress and
on the necessity of overcoming every form of "conservatism" in this area.

4

I am thinking of the increasing significance of Soviet scientists
and technologists in the political field. 7akharov, a physicist, is today
substantially stronger than author Solzhenitsyn. Basically, they both demand
increased freedom of speech and absolute respect for '"human and civil ‘
rights," as formally guaranteed in the constitution and by law. Yet,
when Zakharov speaks, writes, and forms committees to "support the sanctions"
of human rights, he is acting as a spokesman for the Soviet Union's

intrinsic neced for scientific development and not, like Solzhenitsyn, only

as a representative of individual and collective problems of consciousness,
of "pure'" freedom of thought. '

Thus, an organic, structural demand for freedom emerges from the
science of the more highly developed socialist states: freedom for
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theories, trips and relatigns abroad, information, and doctrines. As
Radovan Richta pointed out” with the highly regarded cooperative work

he directed, the scientific-technical revolution means leading all workers
to creativity, as well as critical consciousness, and free, completely
co-responsible and not just performing people. Therefore, Richta is

quite right in believing that a complete scientific-technical revolution
is incompatible with capitalistic ownership relationships. I would like
to add to this that it is also incompatible with state, monolithic and
authoritative socialism and that the full development of the forces of
production released by the scientific-technical revolution is guaranteed

in only one socialtpolitical organizational form -- namely, in socialist
democracy.

: The compromise attempted today in the Soviet Union and the other

 socialist countries between the authoritarianism of the political-state

i apparatus and the freedom of the scientific collectives, between the

- dogmatism and sacredness of official ideology and the critical consciousness
of research, and between strict conservatism in political theory and
practice or in history and the bold revival in the development of natural

sciences, technology, and the production, cannot be maintained in the long
I‘Ul’l. )

~In the long run, mind you. The contradiction between the development
of the forces of production and the political institutions in the countries
with "advanced socialism' will not lead of itself or through the power of
things (which always proved to be extremely weak) to socialist democracy.
The development of the forces of production in the scientific-technical
revolition constitutes the basis and condition for political change.
lowever, such a change must take place at the political level, as was
the case in Czechoslovakia during the '"new course,' which was generated
by the contradictions between economic requirements and the inability of
the political structure to fulfill them.

VIII. A New Course 1is St111 Possible

The 'new course" in Czechoslovakia inspired me. In its progress and
development I saw proof of the fact that people capable of transition to
a form of socialist democracy could be found not only in a country but
also in a communist party which had been among the most disrupted,
disunited, and most deformed by tyranny, persecutions, and illegality.

I realized that this transition, this transformation of socialism from
the ground up without tragic incident, without a complete break with

the past was possible even though - certainly! - not without shocks,
conflicts, and complications.

It was possible. But is it possible today?

4, German: Richtd Report, Makol Publishers, Frankfurt, 1971,

Revi;wf?y Lutz Holzinger: Socialism of Technocrats. NF, ch/Nov 71,
B '
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I would like to give exactly the same answer tgat my colleague )
Havemann gave to this question in his latest book.

Robert Havemann, resistance fighter against national socialism, .
sentenced to death by Hitler, Commmist and Marxist, was completely
excluded from public life in the German Democratic Republic during
1965 and 1966. He was expelled from the party, relieved of his
university professorship and dismissed from the Academy of Sciences.
(Havemann is a noteworthy physicist.) He now lives as if in exile in
his own country like the poet Wolf Biermann, some of whose umpublished
poems can be found in Havemann's book. Havemann's book is a journey
through his 1life, from his arrest because of an anti-Nazi plot through
the beginning of the 1940's until the arrest of his gradchild in 1968
because she wrote '"Long Live Dubcek" on walls. The book is also a
journey through the misery and disgrace of state socialism, of a

dull censorship - and police state. After having related all this,
Havemann ended his book with the words: '

"A very great number of internal political conditions and events
in the GDR produce at least the appearance of the continued existence,
if not a new upsurge, of fascist conduct and attitudes... I don't want
-to enumerate them here. I do not want to justify any of these political -
decisions. On the contrary, I believe they deserve strict condemnation.
But I have tried to explain why I welcome this state as a decisive
advance in German history and why I consider it to be the part of Germany

which can decisively contribute to the defeat of capitalism and fascism
in Germany.

Nevertheless these backward trends discredit socialism and distort
its image in an intolerable manner. Today I see many people who have lost
all hope that therc is a way out of this difficulty. I also see many,
especially among the young, who consider our revolution in the socialist
states to have failed definitively, but who hope for the victory of
socialism in large capitalist centers.. And I see the radical leftists who
adhere to Mao Tse-tung. They see no value in this entire decayed western
world, whether it be capitalist or socialist.

I personally firmly believe that the socialist states, and thereby
also the GDR, have not yet passed by the juncture with the future. The
20th CPSU Party Congress and the Prague SPring of 1968 are the two great
historical events which have strengthened me in this conviction."

I also agree with this conclusion with the additional comment that
the time remaining for a relatively peaceful and "painless" preparation
of a "ncw course' seems to be menacingly short. ’ .

5. Questions, Answers, Questions, From the biography of a German Marxist,
Piper, 1970, Cf. Havemann in NF: 'Are Materialists Naive?", Jan 70.
'"Vindication of Dialectics," early Feb 70; '"Dialectics of Modern
Physics," mid-Feb 70; 'Marx Re-Ideologized," Dec 69; "Christianity
and Marxism «- Today,'" March 1966. :
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lHistory scldom repeats itself because a historical situation is
constantly changing. Institutions, parties, and human consciousness
are short-lived when a change in course which is by its nature inevitable and
historically necessary is prevented, as was the case in Czechoslovakia in
1968. Since the change is inevitable, it will happen; but from year- to
year, from month to month if will become more and more probable that
the change will occur with a break which will be all the more radical,
painful, and "costly" the longer the existing situation is maintained -
by an "anti-historic'" force. '

IX. Concluding Remarks

Unfortunately I anticipate that my conclusions will be condemed
as "anti-Sovietism,' "anti-Socialism,' and 'bourgeois revisionism'' as
were Dubcek and his followers, not to mention Havemann. But nevertheless
these thoughts have come to me because of my deep ties with the USSR,
because of my love for the Great Socialist October Revolution and for
the construction of socialism in a number of European countries as
has occurred historically, and because of the wish to make a fraternal
and honest contribution to the overcoming of the current crisis and
to the continued development of all glorious possibilities for the

 liberation of socialism. 4
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“SHORT "SUBJECTS

POLES REVEL IN NEW FREEDOMOF 'COMMUNICATTON

The British journal, The Listérer, recently published an
accurate and well balanced article on Edward Gierek's policy of
closing the information gap between the regime and the people.
The writer interviewed Vice-Minister for Information, Wlodzimierz
Janiurek, who viewed his job as a combined state spokesman and
Ombudsman whose main chore is to stimulate a two-way flow of
information--from party and govermment to the press, radio and
TV, and upwards from the people to the leadership. To implement
the latter, Janiurek instituted an immensely successful two-hour
TV show, "The Citizens' Tribune" in which Poles country-wide are
invited at state expense to telephone in questions or complaints
and have them answered on the air by ministers and party leaders.
Complaints range from low standards of lavatories in provincial
inns to bureaucratic backsliding and bottlenecks in industry.

The fascinated public is already beginning to assess their once
remote masters in terms of how they come across in extemporaneous
TV appearances.

One interesting side-effect of this freer communication is
the sharp decline in the number of anonymous letters to editors or
ministers. A traditional gauge of atmospheric pressure in Eastern
Europe, anonymous letters still are prevalent in Czechoslovakia and
Bulgaria. In Poland, however, about 60 percent of the letter-writers
now are willing to sign their names. Though censorship still
exists--"it is necessary for the protection of the state''--rules
have been eased and very few subjects are taboo.

Polish intellectuals, having tasted this limited freedom,
already are pushing for more. However, now that the '"lack of
communication' issue has been cleared to the regime's satisfaction,
party leaders probably will not go much further; after all, their

gozl is public cooperation for economic advancement and not liberal
reform.

X K %

"THE 'NOISY NORTH KOREANS

_ The Poreign Ministry in Cairo has issued a new diplomatic
list. The space where there should appear the name of the Ambassador
from the Democratic People's Republic of Korea is blank. It seems
that very quietly last spring Egypt's President Anwar Sadat told
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the North Korean ambassador, Kim Yong-Sun, to go home. According

to a late-May UPI item from Beirut, the ambassador was declared
persona non grata because of strong suspicions of North Korean
involvement in the student disturbances of last January. Apparently
another long-time irritant that helped bring matters to a hea@ has
been the North Korean flouting of Egyptian rules regarding printing
and circulating of propaganda.

Diplomatic sources in Cairo say that since the North Korean
ambassador went home, the persomnel at his former embassy have
become a very subdued lot even to the point of toning down their
aggressiveness toward South Koreans in Cairo.. North Korean .
hostility to their southern neighbors found expression in shouting
insults at South Koreans when both sides happened to attend the
same social functions and a chance street encounter never failed
to evoke shouted epithets. Now, quiet reigns and the North
Koreans even have stopped putting out their propaganda leaflets
and the Cairo press no longer carries their full-page advertise-
ments of noisome propaganda. At a time when North Korea is so
eagerly wooing support for its position on the Korean question in
the United Nations, this story has a message.

® % R %

- FORTHCOMING EVENTS

During the first half of June, President Tito of Yugoslavia
will pay an official visit to the Soviet Union. His meeting with
Soviet leaders, following so close on the heels of the Nixon summit
in Moscow and West Germany's ratification of friendship treaties
with the USSR and Poland, is likely to be viewed by Soviet leaders
as a key to their delicate balancing act in Furope. Soviet
policy walks a tightrope as it tries simultaneously to hold on
to its East Buropean empire while opening up contacts with
Western Europe. The influence that the indomitable independent-
minded Tito can have on Eastern Europe is a hazard to Soviet policy.

Tito's last trip to Moscow was in April 1968. Four months
later the Soviet-led Warsaw Pact armies invaded Czechoslovakia and
Tito declared: 'No socialism can be built with bayonets."

Three years of tensions followed between Yugoslavia and the USSR.
The thaw began last September when Soviet Communist Party chief
Leonid Brezhnev visited Yugoslavia. And then in mid-May the
Soviet Union awarded Tito, once so reviled by Moscow as a renegade,
the Lenin Prize and a Soviet journal published a biography

lauding Tito's wartime role. However, Tito can be expected to
exact a higher price than superficial gestures of amity for a
settlement of differences between Belgrade and Moscow.

I

2
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July 2 - 7 the USSR will host the 9th Congress of the
International Association of Gerontology at Kiev. Fate has
played a trick on the Soviet Union. Since the site for the 9th
Congress was decided upon some time ago, Zhores Medvedev, one of
the '"fathers' of Soviet gerontology (the science of aging), was
arrested by the KGB and imprisoned in a psychiatric hospital
because he had written a book exposing the corruption of Soviet
science under Stalin (The Rise and Fall of T.D. Lysenko). The
book also paid tribute to courageous Russian scientists who died
in prison camps for opposing the Lysenko theory of genetics, a
theory that has been repudiated by scientists. world-wide.

Dr. Medvedev wrote another book called The Medvedev Papers,
which figured in his psychiatric imprisomment. The Medvedev
Papers describes the current restrictions imposed on Soviet
scientists by Communist ideologists and the secret police, and
calls for more scientific freedom in the Soviet Union, as well as
granting Soviet scientists the right to travel abroad to inter-
national scientific meetings. The latter point was of direct
interest to Dr. Medvedev since he had been denied permission to
attend the 5th Congress of the International Association of
Gerontology held in San Francisco in 1960, at which he was to
present a paper. Dr. Medvedev's imprisonment.in 1970 caused
such an outcry within the Soviet Union by scientific and other
elites, that he was released after a few weeks, but like all free
thinkers in the Soviet Union he lives under the threat of KGB
harassment, if not outright imprisonment. Scientists from all
over the world who will be attending the 9th Congress in Kiev
will be keenly aware of Dr. Medvedev's persecution. One wonders
which the Soviet Union will decide is more embarrassing -- to
permit or not to permit Dr. Medvedev to attend the international
congress being held in his own country.
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