Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2011/10/12 : CIA-RDP80-00809A000600280530-2 - -
' 50X1-HUM

- . - CLASSIFICATION CORFIDENLIAL BAR ’un‘ P:% . ‘ ‘
’ CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCYEgNr‘jhgég’JQ% . >

INFORMATION FROM
i FOREIGN DOCUMENTS OR RADIO RROADCASTS. (D

COUNTRY vugoslavia ' : DATE OF ‘ L
INFORMATION g e

SUBJECT Poiitis il
HOw - SEERERE ~ OATE DIST. 3/ 7an 1950
PUBLISHED Bimoathiy periodicz..
WHERE
PUBLISHED . Belgrade . _ NO.'OF PAGES 23

B DATE ‘ ‘

S PUBLISHED Sep 1549

: , SUPPLEMENT TO

LANGUAGE Serbo-Croatian . L REPORT NO.

3 THIS Y THE NATICHAL DOFEASE
Mior TRE UN'TED SYATES WITHIR THE EEANING OF ESPMONRGE AcY 30

8. C., 31 AND 32, A8 ABTINOED. ITS YAANSNIASION OR THE RNYELAYION THIS 1S UNEVALUATED INFORMA”ON

OF T3 COMTENTS 18 ANV NAMANR YO Ak UBAUTHONIZSO PiRsow IS Po B ,

NEBIYRD BY LAW. GEPACDUCION OF THIS PORX if PROKINTIO.

SOURCE Komuniet, Vol I, Mo 5, 1949,

LENIN ON RELATIONS AMONG SOCIALISU STATES

Milovan Djilas

The war which the leadership of the 4il-Union Coumunist Party {Bolshevik)
and the Soviet Union have undertaken againat the Yugoslav Communiat party and
the workers of Yugoslavie, and which appeere, both overtly and covertly,. to be
a clash betweer tke Cominform asd the CC {Central Committee) of the KPJ {Com-

Jnist Party of Tugoslavia), every day, with tremendcus and uncoatrcllsbtle force,
brings to the surface the very essence of the clasl: the guestiun of relalicne
amony, »oclalist states. It was alsc brougnt vo the surface by the present situ-
ation itsclf -- the existence of & group of socialist states side by ~ide with
an essential weakeninz of cepitalism.

This basic source of the coafijct cen neither be avolded nor concealed, for
it arose itself from the esmential bocial changes that developed out of World
War II. Actually, through this conflict & rew stage fn int2rnational development
is coming into being. 'Tais new phase arose out of the zeteral conditions of the
age of imperialism, just as the October Revoiution and the cremticn end develop-
ment of the Soviet Uniocn represented & new phase in intermational development
withie the framework of the age of imperialism. Typical of this rew phase are the
spread of socislism, the creation of a number of socialist states, and an essential
veakening of world capitalism. Unlike the Soviet type of capitallst ecoromy, &
socialint economy develops in very diverse forme. This new phaese and its character-
- istics caa be described only theoretically, as Marxism-Leninism has not provided
e and sannot give ready"f,ma.ds formulias for it.

All the critics of the KPJ -- who suddenly chenged into low and mean ulan-(
derers of the proletarian party of the socialist revolutiom, of the bulldirg of
egocialism in Yugoslavia, of the heroic resolutions, -and of the history of the
Yugozlav people, and at the same “imw -hanged into shatterers of the 1international
solidarity of workers and into violators of tHe eguality of nations and states in
sociaiism and of iabor mwovemerts in generel -- are trying by ell sorts of means to
conceal and hush up the above-menvioned essence of the clash and to present it as
a shrugzle ‘against the "treason" of the Yugceslsv leaders.
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witzout a doubt, belong to tihwat type of "‘heore~
g ranias and to whom single passages from “he
worve a3 guldes ror interpreting compiicated
10es ¢f the c;ass'struggle,‘but as finizhed
-i“v itself . But in considering a1l thig,
‘any use of quotations from the clessics in
. wizh the sxception of & few cases ‘for wxample,
37 fenin regarding bourgeois nationalism), &nd yet
yhizh have no conneciion either with the Yugoslav
situaticn, as proof of their condescending theses.
thiy actually trisd to give some sort of "ideolsyg-
¢ in order Ly cover up the essence of the clazh,
ot a few nistakas aui ia the "creason” of the KPJ,
- the folicwing . What wird of relations shouid exist and on what prin-
sqeng sociallistic countries and Yabor parties be

L a' ot accidentel. The cententions of the classics
nn 7 oC L'niw which frast this question exten-

lnoth *he “lanuerer: of the KPJ and the shaﬁtererq of the in-

v ainy of the r-and Gemociatic movement cun make use of them with-
out revealing that “heir oresent practice actually means a revision of these
cortertiors aud o tos basic princiyles of Marxism sand Leninism., rrevicusly
thick beoks have tees written on lsbor movements when an expulsion of inter-
cetional imporusus: has occurred Por the "removal' of the KFJ it wes suf -
ficient *o stert end conduct & campalgn wi-h the help of falme information
ané elendevous articles, the goel of which was to succeed quickly and early.
But o this manrer cnly & temporery contusion in international democratic pub-
1ic opieion ie provoked, and the KPJ 1s strergthened both ideologically and
orgaprrationslly by defeanding its principal contentions. The esaence of the
conflictl freelf {tte guestion of the relation among socialist countries and
labhor parties) tbroagu tus wensuvers of slsnderers, has rushed to the fere-
grourd ix [uidl fcree and ~5 on ke duily agenda of che intermationsl Japor
moveuent,

Attenpis to hide ~he essspce of the principal clashee are not new in the
Laber movenent, aad shree who have participsiad in this siniater occuparion have
quisidy rescried 10 utter upscrupuloustess -- 1n this ray Shey have conceadled
their rewriting ¢f the basic Marxist priopciples.

It must be remembered that the ansrchists =nd other enemjes of Moarxism did
net openly attack Marx because of his ideas, but presumably because he was sus-
pected of being a Prueslsr apy in the pay of Engels' bourgeoisie and aristocracy.
Eepressiy because of that, all kxinds of revisicnisie have thrown mud at Ienin,
The leaders of the Jecond Iuteruational did not openly attuck Lenin because of
hie 1d=as, Lut presumebly becavze of "treason” against democracy and the ararchy"
and "4errorism" which he caused in Russia. FRussian Mcasheviks, Sccial Revolu-
Licraries, and others at+s~ked him because he committed treason sgainst his father-
land as a "dermen spy.
In s 2imitsr menner, gfurieg *the struggle for the building of socialism in
the TSSR, the Troiskyltes, Bukherinites, ana others have accused 5Staliu of being
a traivor to the revolution and leading & “regime" of "persoral” dic*aforship.
Unprincipled criticism, lies, snd sianders are not new in the labor movement.
They are the necessary ty-products of revisionism. And yet, the proletsrian
TL5h hes nlweys come out o3 fop dsuprve ~he flood of lics and slarnders. Today
versy Tew people know shout these false accusations, about these attempts to
conceal she szgence of thie clash with other excuses., Marx and Engels remain
*he erecters of the modern laber movement, the crestors of the scientific out-
iook oo the world; Lenin the leader of the greatest revolution in the history
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Lhe crestor of tie first courtry of a labor population, and the rroletarian
n of oLhe serialistic epociy; and 3telin Lthe leader of the building of
Ir &ll *this there 1is A certain rightness:  trutk in the
on of ite further development, and itc further develop-
craguitite of the downfall of capitalism. Tt cannot and could . not
The struggle of the labor class for its own liberation and
? bumenity is buced on acience, thet 1s, on knowledze of actual
2 irresistible fcrce of dialectical materisliem, or Marxism-
its truthfulnecs, ia that it is based on the aralysis of
rusl relation of forces, and on ectual tendencies of ‘Aevelop- ; :
- makes ase of real and true arguments in a dispute.. !

0T M

cent i

Zces not have to invent anything against the nourgecisie. ’ i
lism sre en deep ond universsl that nothing cin be strorger
re Uoccefvl thar a truthiul revelation of them. Only those
terialisr and cctually gone over to the side of
red with ~e2lity but are unable t¢ grazp its
s, cnly thosze who are trying to stop lhe in-

LG ife arc ferzed to make use of lies and of false

Iose who believe that in the labor movemerw . the
S wwe of the etruggle cf the labor rovements
P %02 elther ersmles of tnis movement or heve forevér lost

tuoda it and i%e principlee. The very life, the very soclal reality which is
soastzatly movipg, the very clac: otruggle which is imevitably unfolding betrween, - Y S
ine bourgeoisie and the proletariat, do nowt permit the truth So be hidden for. long, ’ : ]
o r-trer what vewer tries to cornceal 1%, ’

The slsrderers of the Ki'J, aveiding reccoguition of the esserce of the struggle,
bharre so far not tried to explain theoretically elther the clash betwzern the ¥FJ and
the Vi¥{Y) Communict Party of the USS§7, or the relaticus amoug socislistic couatries.
They wcre nob even im a position to dc so, siuply because they know very well that
: v proczdures are »ot only ir dizagreement witu the teachings of Marx and Lenin
eticne among socialietic rmourtiiec 2nd labev parties, but are direct
end coplete revisions of lhose teachinge,

Thopr A1l et ond t what vhey Uhiil
antiquated, thet it nc loager corresgonds to ecinal internationel

ebove w10 % it bas to be replaced by a new doctrine, by a new theoretical solu-
tiov of problems -thich are on the daily agenda of many parties and sociali:tic coun-
iries as well as on the agenda of the international labor ard demooruatic movement

as & whele, They are trying to cover ap this revision, and cheir dishoresty and the
reason for lhely unavoldable failure lies in that very cencealment.

Tust beceuse toev krow that they are rewriting this doctrine, they necessarily
nad Lo invent 2 lie about Yugoslsvia's Qefection to rapitalism and to the imperial-
istic eamp. They &ld this also in order to cover up and to acquire from the demo-
cratic world the mersel justification for their acts,

For Marxiam-Isvi.ism hes not given them, nor can it give them, the moral justi-
fication for weging a slanderous campaign of persecution against one socizlistic
sountry, which, s cau be seen, is in the background of the stubvorn effort of the
tentrai Ccamitiee of the VEP(b) ard of the govermment of the USSR, in order to
¢J3sre2 cther socialistic countries and labor movements into an urequal relation-
ship. fThrcughout the history of mankind, lies and slanders have been ani have
remaipred tools of ungus®t policy which has always had as its goal the subordination,
or guiher the erploitaticn, of other nations, apd dominztion over them., And as in
history thers never bave been and neve: will be just wars of conguest cr righteous
5ud progreseive dominaticn of other countries, lies and slanders, which have always h
teen i front, oaly She means for dominating other countries and progressive
wovems CIlnult truly higher and truly more progressive goals. And aithough
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the :lash between the KPJ and the VK(L) is a new historicel phenomenon emerging on
+he besis of new bistcrical conditions, historical experience regerding tie escsence
] a1l backgrcund of the lies and slanders as tools in the struggle 1cg valid
the above-mentioned phenomeron, and it will be valid so long sg there are
strggles -and politics in general in human society.

axpositicon and anuslysis of Lenin's teachings are significant wmot ouiy te-
*his very juestion present revisionism is being carriled out in a most

a8 obvicus manner, but especially becarse & number of Durcpeax natione

huge Chinese nation in Asis have entered upon the path of sucialisi. Fore-
over, wiliions of people in other develcped countries (especially in France end in
Ttely) snd in the cclonies {Indochins, Koree, etc.) have actively and intellectually
crtered the struggle for socislism in one way or enother. Socialism is no longer
the practice of one baclkward nation, which in bullding socialism hag passed from
the unanviabls social, economic, and cultural heritege of Tsarist Russia, but the
practize of many couniries, among which some are highly developed. In short, more
ther ore-third of mmnkind today is marching tcverd soclalism.

For this reason, one cannot conceal evasion of a aolution cf the preblem of
the relationship among soclalistic countries and concealment of the essence of
Lenlin's teaching, if only because of the historical situation in which we live
&n@ which in the most diversified ways puts this very proolem on the dsily agenda.

’ Concerning the labor movement one usks whether the relatiuns among sociallistic
countries will develop in such & .nepner that in the present stage of the struggle

the internal force: will be strengthened individuelly as w:zll as collectively, and

in t& - 'my act as strong incentives for other nations 4o fcllow the path of social-
ism, o whether imperialists will be able to exploit these relations in their propa-
ganda end struggle nct cunly azeinst the internal strength of every socialistic country
ard “heir mutual connections, but also ageinst imperialist and ageinst colorial awstions,
in order to hinder and confugse them in their struggle, and postpone their victory.

Ir. the atruggle whizh *he party is carrying on against the glanderons persecu-
tions and ages.hst all kinds of pressurz organized and directed by the fsuR, it is
cf the utmost impo*tancn for ¥KPJ menbers to hecome better acquairted with the essence
PR LA Y ] 20 v the guangtion mnder Adane )ﬂq.nn} and thst +h oy

< aalGLT «.—v-——--ov’ Looreglrds lLe quegsiion nnder dalcfunasicon, and thet Tt

ntrenv*ha* and arm themselves 13eologically.

Lenin's most important works already have been publishad in Yugoslavia, in-
cluding those which treat the national question. But also in some other worke of
Lenin there are valnable and deep thoughts chout the proulem under discuession. But
the complete works of Lenin have not yet been publizhed in Yugeslavia and are in-
necersible to a considerable number of readers, either because they lack e knowl-
edge of Russlan, or because these works are linited to & few copies.

It is @elf-evident that Lenin could not have foreseen in detail what concrete
forae the relations between gocialist countries would tak2, Moreover, lenin did not
foresee, ror could he have foreseen, that the question as to the relations among
£021zlist countries and labor parties could acquire such a huge, actually dispro-
portionate, significaence for the international labor movement. Eut least of all
ceuld Lerin have foreseen that the first country in which the power was taken over
By *he proletariat would impose unequal reletions upon the new socialist ccuntries.

Lenin, obviously, could not even sense what forms -- on the basis of the in-
equality now actually existing among socialist countries -- the clashes between thece
countries would take and wherz they would lead the socialist countries and tie
socialist and democrstic movement in the world. How could Lenin have scused, for
axemy’le, that the USSR would make excess profits ‘n Rumania, Bulgaria, Huungary, etc.,
threough various organizations and through other methods. and would exploit weak and
backward sccialist ccuntries, at the same time noisily declaring ell tkhis to be "aid"?
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gensel fhef the leadn*s of the USSR whemselves would dery and

X tion and the role ¢f libherabios movements of <ther

nouwnt i in “he rmenerul struggle of humanity for :vfxallsmr "
ride ol *“be problom. ' ’

e

in likewise could nct bave known, because socisl experience did nob give
HI okl 76 it have piven him,  any evidence as to which way and ir what menner,
sv forms, end with what speed th: unification of the sociaslist world would
preceed, and what would oe the soiuticn of state relstions of future socialiist .
countries, Leunin was not a propccsticetor, dbut a revolutionary novice. Tub JusS .owhuli
Y= canse ae theorstically explained the ecsence of the contemporary -ard imuperial- ¥
igtie etnch of capitalism - lawe of the movement and downfall of capitalism ;
andar sent-day ‘tious, &oé because in Nussie he actually created the forms

of ite Lowmfall ~- Tenin foresaw and expounded the basic principles on which the

mutus i relsations of tlie pew socialist countries which will form during the period

of the dewnfall of capitalism would have to be founded, provided these countries,

or the labor movement as = whole, truly wanted to go ahead. Lenia did not live

to see the period of the formation of several sccialist countries and he gave,

and ccuid have given, onl. itre basic theoretical pri ncinles on which the reletions

amcn, sovialistic count 5 would have to hz vased.

et the acktusl Forws of these relaticns would bve, in what way, and by what
azang 1adividual sccialivt countries would be formed Lenin could not have fore—
caen, wnd ne did not even oceupny nimself with such types of 'progrosiicatiocus.’

Tyt tois does not mean that his concept of the egzentisl poinis dues not represent
a cckerert whole. On the contrary. IF Lenin does not have, and he could not have
had, forekrowledge of the actual forms of relations among future sccialish conntries
and of the course of develcpment of individual socislist countries, as wezll as of
the actual routes ~° humanity in general toward socialism, his concept cf the re-
letiors emong socialist zountries represents a coherent and integrsated theory which
ran and muzt gserve as the basis, as the slarting point in the tuilding of future
reintiors among courivies of work.ng people.

Lenin alweys aprroached the guestion of relations among socialist countries
Prom thr etaadpoint of developing and strengthening the proletarian revolution

from the standnnivt of the victary of qccaelism. The Porms of the relatiois
ard the method of regu:;*ln the mutuel protlems of sor 'sllstic countries, accord-
ing to Lenin, are, and must be, very closely comnected with yuestions pertaining
to further developing the proletarian revolunlon and sirengthealng soclallsm. The
mort iwportant task for the proleverisn party is the overthrow of cepitalism, the
outlding of socialiem, and the rest is, as Lenin seys, half, even one-tenth, are
important &: the shove basic gesl. The coucept cof the necesgery conneztion of tl:
rruslem of reletions among sucialistic countries with the problem of the proletarian
revolulion &nd the strengthening of 'socialism, and with the concept of a conlinuation
of the successful ctruggle sgainst capitalism, runs like = red threed through lenin's
nurerous works on the nationsl question.

In 1913 lenin wrote: “The question of the right of self-determination (that
is, assuring, by mesns of the constitution of the country, in 4 completely free
and democratic way the solvtion of the problem of secession) must not be conreeted
with the question of the adventage of secession by one nation or another. Thie
last question must be solved in each individual case independently, from the point
of view of the intorest ¢f the entire social development and the in%erest of the
cluss struggle of the proletariet for sccielism,’

When and whether a nation shall secede from cther nations and form its own iu-
deperdent. country, or when, how long, nul to whaet extent it will exist sz an inde-
peadenl country, depends on whether this corresponds to the interests "of the entire
cceinl davelopment and iaterests of the class struggle of the prolestariat for social-

i Lae 1LLut of every nabtion to exercise self-determination, ..e., state
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ené whet fovin to what da-

gereral con v of Ahe

end alsc or the situvaticn in each

niitions thz proletarian party "in every
CeITLReS wn“Lh"I its mation ot the r-ate
onter into

her {ord of shacs :'53.attorx is d=
g correst appraisel of internat
ac‘ 1y such a form as Stl‘el’luuhrnb the BOVeUENT &6
tryirg to dominete such large,
: Italy, when the ideclopies of
Judinabion ¢ cate hhe fermation of & world state; individusl prolevarian
» comoleroly irdapenient maarer, and the labor movement as & wools, luet
za3tion whether the us u‘l'&~.10n of sozlsalist. countries inte one state or-
the devsiopmens of go-ialist couvatries as separate state organiems ander
22+ posgible and u mutval cocperation, corresponds to the intereets
e geveiomment of the ¢ 2 4or secialism end democracy, in & time when there
is pucr 2 drtter struggle of nsiions for independence, In addition, one hes to ask
t}‘e i Lon &3 Lo whether the firet or second mebthod will strengthen or weaken the
f, - example, the French, the Italiauns, the colonial nations, etc.

S
+

.Y, ;cf very lwportant invernal conditicns of
cpic s Ll of ind. 'uuual s-,\,uu-at countriva, coud must ask aad solve the guestion

o1 the upirication of sccialistic counsries irte cre state organism, or as to tneir
geparate, . vndent stale .ife, because this iz rob ad cantot be a prirary and
decisive guertion. O pxlma.ry end acciegive importauce is the rtrengthening wr
zozialisn and the vevolutionary and demccratic movemert as & whole, uvut the guestion
as Lo this or that form of state relaticne ameung socialist countries, as Lenin uften
expressed 1T, is A sccound-rate, no tenbh-rate, yu:ssion sutordinate to the develop-
:.at of the moveaent as a whole,

gelr-detvernination is nrot in the least endangered by +': rothev

The right cf
prﬁlc,arian paty. itz ;uer*l_._ iw uor,, b\.LO“ClHlﬁ to Lenin, wheth-y

grtitude of *he
N o

o shouldd noh o v
ATUSE 1OC oTw G SRUILLUU Lue Iigeln

1t° ceceseion correfpoadr 17 the inlares tc of the movement as a wholz, as well ¢
the naticn itsell, becavee, according te Lenin, the sctual interests of ouce nation
canrot Lo conuturey to tue interests of other sonialiet nations. If the strengthen-
ing of asocielism, ovr the further veskening of imperimlism, demauds it, ratione can
separate into independent countries, and also enter into state unions which would
Yest cLrresuond in o given situation to tne interests of the development ol the
wovement in general as well as to the interests cf the pations coancerned.

fccording to Lerin, the party must individually ard concretely take a stand in
every individual cace, and enter inte agrecments tased on the principles of free will
and ejuality wiik orTier parties.

Going by these pranciples, lLenin, Lecsuee he was = conslsvent inleraationalist
and Aan irrecorcilable encay of cvery national intrigue and of all deceit of working
penpie, silewed the possibility of szscession of ipdividual nations inin ceparate
socinlist countries. Lorin allowed this possibility not only for nations outside

Crarist fussia, bus also for the pecp of Lnarist Russia itmsli.

the Workers and Peasants of the Ukrains Hopardin o Victory

. the 2nd of 1519, Lenin ciyz:  "Until the Jkr is completely
governmon®, unt.l the A2X-Ukraine Congress of ouvaets, is the

v Commitsee, the All-Ukrain~ Revkom. In this revclutionary

“2 Ukrsindan Lol aevik Commuenie®s, Ukrainlan Borst'wizt Com-

ae members of the goverwent., The Borot'vists are
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Gio*ivzuished from Boelsheviks in that they defend the uncordiviornal independence of
the Uhraize.  The Bolsheviks do not regard thi: as a reason {or schism and disunity,
they do not see in thiz a bindrance preveniing the proletariat from working harmon-
isusly. In the egle agal e capitalist yoke, let there be unity of the pro-
letardan dictatorerip, but Commindsts are not to split on questions of nazional
borndariza, or federzl or other cornections among countries. " Among the Selsheviks
there mre tloss who advocate {1) complete independence of the Jkraine, {2) = more

- or lexs rarrow feder.. connecticn, and [3\ a complete merger of the Ukraine with
Fussia, o *

it becauze of mich guestions 1s no™ permitted. These questicns will be

;ihe A11-Tkraine Congress of Joviets.”

Sarting fron o
yoke” ns Lo wmric t Great Russilan and
Ukrainiaz vorkers the dangers of nstionalistic dislecatioms which could seriously
endanger this unity. The insistence of Great Russian Communists on "the merging
¢f the Ukraine with Rugsie" cen provoke the suspicion among Ukrainiarn: tha*t the
Grect Russians are not doing so for the selte of "unity of the proletariat in the
strugele egains® the capitalist yoke," but bzcause of Great Russlan imperialistic

notives,

Tre insisterce of Ukrainian Communists on “the unconditional independence of
the Ukraine' can provoke the suspicion among the (reat Russians that the Ukrainians
only do zc "because of petty bourgeois, peculiarly waetional prejudice.” The task, '
cbviously, coneists of the following: The Great Russian Communists should let the
Ukrainjans themselves arrange thelr relaticns with Kussia, and the Ukrainian Com-
munigts should wot aliow the destruction of ithe proletarian "unity in the struggle
egainst the capitalist yoke". This is the kernel of the entire question. Accord-
ing tc Lenip, reither the Ukrainian nor the Great Russian Communisis can or should
vleld on this question. However, as far as the question of the form of the state
relations tetween the Ukraine and Russia is coucerned, the Great Russian Cowmunists
shonld yleld,

o dicha ilp aind Dovael power lo the sliuggle agaivsh The  lauduwners

ts of s8li countrles, agairst their ettemphs to esteblish their omni-
potence., Such a united ctruggle will clearly show in practice that the Gereat Zussia~
and Ukreinian workers urgsntly need a close military an@ economic alliance for the
sclutifs of any problem regarding netional independence or state borders, because
othervise the capitalists of the "Ertente,” that 1s tne alliance of the richest
capitailstic countries, Englsnd, Frence, Americse, Japan -nd Italy, will sirangle
and choke us one atter gnother.

Atout thic Tenin says: "The best meuns for this is united effort in defense of

"For that reason we, *he Greet Russian Conmunists, must with greatest vigor drive
out of our midst even the smrllest manifestation of Great Russian nationalism, because
vhese munifestations, being in geceral treason against Communism, cause great damage,
seperating us from cur Ukreinian comrades and thus playing into the hands of Denikin
and his sympathizzre.

"For that reascn we, the Great Russian Communists, must be lenient in disagree-
Lese dis-

agreements coucern the independence of the Ulkraine, the form of its relationsghip
with Ruscia, avd the natioral question in general. We all, Grest Russian Communists
ard Ukrainien Communists, and Communists of any rountry whatever, nust e uncom-
promising end irreconcilable as regards (1) the basic, essential, and, for all
naticns, common problems of the prolutnrian struggle, (2) the dictetorslip of the
proletariat, and (3) prohibition of agreemem's with the bourgeoisie and (4) the
rrohibition of zplitting of the forces which defend us against Denikin.
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",.. Tn this long ernd difficul® struggle, we, the Great Russian and Ukrainian
workers, have to enter irto the nlczest mutnal alllence because we shall cerisinly
noS be victorious if everytody . bis own, Whatever b2 the bvorders of the Ukraine
ané Pugsia. whatever be the foyme of their mutual relation, these are no* so import-
AT, 21 ~es ~an and must be made. One can try to do one thing or snother, or
aoething elze, Thus the aim of Lhe worker snd peasant; the aim of vichory over )

H:—:)ce. "y cloze military sind economic slliarce 1s urgeatly needed, lest the
capitdlists choke Them both, one st & time, Consequently, it is not obligartory
for the Lfll"»“uia:\t and the P.ue&icma 0 have any solution of the problem of national
igdependenze or ziate borders. o

nnence

that “hiz ssliviom will be and whet ferm the relations between Grest Russians
rad Urralris il nwve, depends, ulbimstely, on +he general interesis or the mive-
ment in the gj_ve;-‘.’."situation zrd directly on ithe freely expressed demands ard wishes
of *he Ukreinisr workers arnd peasacts themselves.

This seme thought wee formulaied even more shrongly by lenin iun a different

TASEIRS.

"Ae internationalis-s, we are obliged, firsi of all, to struggle with special
enerpy szeinst the ven;imder v’qometimns uncensclous® of Great Russian imperislisw
and chavvirism amony "Kussi Sommur:lsts: sesondariliy we are obliged to make
allowances as regards ‘me mtlona‘. zuest io:_, which 1s of minor importance {the
internstionslist guestion of toundsries is only kaif, rno, one-tenth, as laportant
8 cueetion).

"oiher juestiocr: are imgortans. The basic icterests of the proletarisn dicta-

fors‘ﬂl; LTE i.n; ‘:.m The interesis of the urity erd discipline of the Red Army
The pert ‘he proletarian leadership plays

in re‘qtion to *hp }ciua.vry is imnor‘rar.t 74 ig & much less important questicn
“hesher the (kraine wili Le 2 zevarabe country or not. We should not be at 21l
astonished -- and we mush cov b frighteved -- by the posnibility that the Ukrain-
iar workers and peasan a are trvmg various 3"sten:»= apd within a pericd of, let
U3 say, GFVeTal years whil actuaily 1arsy oud both & morger with Ube RESGR and
gecession from 1t int: 8 ceparale, indepeude_;‘. USSR, ard irto various forms of
cloge s lianze, evs,”

From “hcse pessiges cne cen see renin’s teachiuegs as a whole. He wrote them
in the period of the liberation of the Ukraine, which was a comstituent of Czarist
Russie. Thus Lenin permitted secessicn into a sepsrate socielist country 7o a
nation which in its long coexistence im the same country with the Great Russiens
found a more or less similar social life and which was more or less on the same
level of developuert, and which during tiae Revolution experienced the same con-
ditione 2nd types of struggles. In addition, one must remember that Lenin wrote
ihis during a period when the vevolutiounary movement was seething throughout the
world, but egspecially in-Centrai z2nd Westerin Europe. This movement was ivcited
by the war azd strongly boosted by the October ERevolution, It seemed quite natural
to [enin tha* the Dctober Revolution should turn into 1 revolution of several great
countries. Therefore, under such Internal (the struggle against Denikin in the
Ukraine) and externsl {+the spread of revolutionsry movements in many Europeaa
countries and colonies) conditions, in which the slogan of the world soviet federated
republic stood out, Lenin considered the guestion of the nature of state relations as
nonegeentinl, and thought that this was not sufficient reasor for Communists to split.
For him the hasic question is the victory and atrengthening of the proletarien dicta-
torship in Russie ag well cs in the fBicraine.

Henre, in the pericd when it seemed +thet the revolutior would be victorious

simultavecusly in many large Buropeen ccunvtries and would develop into a "world
revelution” from whizh only a "world federated soviet republic" could arise, while
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in one pare of Tzari.s Russis the “kraine,
cni?ned" nor "frightepsed" by “ie possioility
g b g out various systems end within ...
e ‘merger with the R3FSR aand secede from it into &
and variour forms of cliose alllance.”

-wurvclc. for vichn

viewpolrn thet zocialist countries chould aot unite intd
wee aefinitely in favor of this uaion.  Tn treat- "
eded from the :terdpoint of the iaterest of the
procesded Srom the questiosn of whether a unioa with ~his
tresgthen or weaken the development of socialisi and democracy.
] i the principles which 1t nas adopted
with Bulgaria and Albania. The IPJ
2 a guestion of primary importence ard
he r ufiuﬂﬂ,s cf these counuvries. ‘nder all
: considered "a c¢leose military and economic
hag complied vith 81l socialiat countries

3 orexTying out Tt owas the KPJ which took the initietive S
T A% ecovonls _ces with Albania; Bulwaria, and other : e

e dewocracies. I p2ver and In ro way infitisted the weakerning of these re-
aflons Moreover, it tried t2 do everythivg in i%s power to preserve and develop
the existing cooperstion bLetwess Yugosiavia and other socialistic countries, even

Aatter the Qlgrapu~.n’e Tominform Rezol

o

tiwever, *thie ie act “he case with the slznderers of the ¥PJ ard especially with
trcse from the USSP, The abcve-M'vinJPe printiples of lerlin, as well a5 *he fact
that Vugoslavie i¢ o so.Zalict oo that i1 is repidly huilding socialism, ere
very well kzown to them, much deiier than t9o Tugosﬁ‘viw. Ard yet they have taken a
guestion of secendery or teunth-rate importarce . tha*t is, the questicn of the uature
of gtate rel.tions} 2 primary juestior, The leaders cf the USSR believe that
Yugoslsvis =e & o~ountry, must be sucordirated. azd must subordirate its economic
poiicy and 1ts devejopmert 1u gereral t» the "leadiag" soclelist csuntry, that ‘s
=0 the US3R. 1y they have also driven 'he other socialist countvies to
do the came 2 WhET 1 , as we have seen, regerded as cbligatory for
all Communis a3 courntrie: 2y <o not wish 1o be traitors to Jommunism.
Lerin regardel a L etonomic allianos obilgstory. Hewever, Leside these despotic
and provocatory proceaures, the *1 ng milivary alliances bewween 7uoslavia and
the cther soclalist countries g,

(b))

‘[

Javing prepared Y .emeeives according 1o % plan tor such anbi-Leniais® ., anti-
claliszt; and euvi-democratic gssaults o co i their rewiiting of lenln's teacn-
ings, fney have iavented the lie that iugoslaviz ie nwt s scciallst countr ry and that
it is nct building so-fal . With thie lie they expezted to achieve in the <
of internavionsl proietarien aad democratic pubiic apinio: & moral jus 11ficat10u
for their treatmen® of ) -~ for rxample, Yugoelavis is & capitaliatic country:
"1t is developing inve © Bours republic" and is headed Ty an "enti-demo-
and scti-comnun " and a~cordingly "1 mevhods are perriszcille and
Justifiakble g nle reaY ity hrough this fal 3

leaders of apply the methods which They iasoaside “ate;y use ageinst
"egTitalist! elrria to a2 cingle sapite or fasels ‘rs o for

anple, Spain and CGrescs; Thie reveals the fact ths
about domineting socicl Yugoslavia then avour the
lam in the capitalist worid.

were much more roncerned
ry of demosracy snd sorisl-

Having asked su:h s juesTion abaut tha wreiation among soclalis®t countries and
hevigg build it into a complete tnecry, ienin permivted, under the coodirions of the
growth of the revclution ip Eirope, the pogsible unlon of socialiist conntries imto
one singl: faderation; all *his ot a time when the Cotober Revolution scemed to be
developing inte & "wirli revyaivtiorn, " 1i.e,. into & revolution among developesd Furo-
rean couotries, and ol - time wheno *the Soviet Unlon was in unuruelly great economic
asd politizal difficulties end in ap actual struggle against tie united wapitalist
world.

CONFIDENTIAL

T
AR Y |

i

v

Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2011/10/12 : CIA-RDP80-00809A000600280530-2



50X1-HUM

COMFIDENTIAL

worid revelution, o rather, “he simultaseous revolution of
countries, proved Lo be unreelistic. 25 has been estabiished
2% apd by lenin’i works and the ezgence of his tewchings
ebcut iuperiziisw =ud M"PJ.u* ion. However, the outoreak of the revolution end the
victory of socisilzm inm several couniries, snd even In one country, proved to be &
cal legltimate "henomer‘on. Aecordingly, one must approach Tenir himself
audpoint of the possibliiity and legitimacy of the outbreak of revolution :
not an the same time In many large sourtries. The question : 4
ste of a A aoviet federsted republic, ani of wirld pro-
mist be avpv"oar‘hed simiZarly. These expreesinns wets uzed
5 Quring ,he period when the revolutionary movement - .
.21 *he Hctover Revalution) 1n 'several :
sanditione of worid revolution") and when SR
4 davelop even 1n these counrries. 50

The simultareous
o mtber of developed
12 the Bisvory of

13

sountrias of  Furape eud even dn Yugoslavie, az well as in
Tugtion was truly revoluticmsry =% thet fime, The united

A ~d the sriagle soviet republic snd  Lenin used the sbeve ex.
pre' ‘*cn~ 5md phases, evolved from concrete slit ans, in order most successfully
4o tomdina the proletariszs of all countrie: in the mutusl s ruggl It wes lenin's
duty Y0 ipibiate vhe movement everywhere by mes nc of varicus blﬂga"‘h sucording to
the However, he could not puarsntee
i d 3 ¢ That did ot dep on
him aiozne, but else on obJ c‘r.i‘.'e A7l ubJe**lve conditions and on the ratio of forees
in Lhe worid and :n individual couniries

and he &-

In "The First Flen of the Thesis or whe Nstlional and Joloaial Question," written
1o Juge 1920 for the Second (owngres: of the Comwaunist International, lenin, on the
basis of the exyerience of the REFIR, slated thet '"the fedexrstion showed its
un'ty in prastice” sud that it ig the "stepplogstone toward a couplete uaity of
the workexrs nf various countries." Lenfr emphasized irv this "Plen" thet the duly
of the Comrrorm "consiets in indcetriaeting awd couvinciag, in convivclng by
experience, those new federaticne. which are hased ou the roviet gystem end soviet
movement. Recoguiting the feaers*; n es the s*epringstone toward completz urnity,
3t 1z necossary So strive for a closer and o r federal unlcu., One wmust reey in
mizd (1) +he Impoesibility of dr—fe.‘dmg sovizt republics surrounded by imperialistic
i U ) a1 slose aocon slon erony soviet republics, without
ravivai of the prodo:tive : oyed by lmpevie’ism canrnot be real-
ized, 2-4 withou! whi:h the wellare of the workess —eneob be assured. 30 lhe
sirgle rd ecoromy united and regulsted by the pro-
rding to & general plan, Thisz terdency hus 8lready
cenitaiism i will continue to develop and reach
oo islism.

t

reriency towsrd creating &
letariat of alld nationg ac

Lepin stted from such consrete condi*ions vizn he regarded faderation us &
steroing tLwErd 4 comp. >n -wher there will po% be any countrise). 1osing
the nu wsn of federa<ion in *+his wey, Leznin sa~ted Trom concrete corndlticone. from
the poesibility of creating “"a »roletarien dic'storship f et lessw several iarge

courtries. " thex, from the impossieilitv of dzferee against “ha imperirlists of the
whole world, and from *he >nomi s uplir of scvixl republizs Tormed on tr :erritory

of Jzarigh Rus:zia, Dut eved in iuls ¢see and 1n *uis situe*ion he iwcorperated .r
“is Jdoctrine the grestes’ peesible censistency of theory and the gresteet polilizs
Liexibility: "razcognizing the federaticn ... ciriving toward a clozer azd ¢«
federal union" and "A :lose econcmf: union” ‘becsuse of the imposgiy voof dalence
std recorstrustion and boieuvse of he terdeucy towerd &n economin uni che world),
T,ho federation 5o u soeppingsione toward complete vni-y' does

suin, the obligation of all nations to Jjoin tiwe federution.
.‘ev:ngnlzed the re:ognition of the federaticn as a stepringstore,
t.on. it ic zatural that he snould see in tne fede rarion,

X 8, the woet convenieat form of defense of the exizti
& and *!v Tarther repprochement of the workers of dhfele“t navions

"

"E2deral anion.
-0
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4e regards the federstion primarily as a possibillty for the developed European
ies In which s strong revolutionary movement existed, and which proceeded “o-
revolution simultancously and in the same munner "on the basis of the soviet
r""fam gad the soviet movemént." This can be seen from all his writings (otherwise
sweuld not have demanded concessicns for backwerd nations in the lest thesis). And
i‘ 1s not zocidental that in the entire "Plarn" there is nﬁt = vcrd about "the worli
soviet Pederal republic.” .

Ta this "Plan", Ienin is completely consistent with his baslc prirnciples.. free
2oy zvery netion in the choice of relations with other socislist countries, that
35, “he right of nations to self -deterwination. For this reason he demands of Com-,
wunis*z "aspecial care,” "special attertiveness," and concessions to nations which i
were lung oppressed.  [See Lenin, XXV, 290.;

will

Hence, Ienin in the above concrete international and internal conditions ap-
proached the question of relations among socialist countries both concretely and
from the standpoint of strengthening socialism in genmeral, and the strengthening

of the proletarian dictetorship. For this reason also Lenin's quotation from the
anhove "Pran" must not be separated from 1ts context. He foresaw the pessibllity

of & federation.for nations which simuitapeously and in the same manmer ("on the
bugis of the soviet system and soviet movement”) turn to socialism in order to de-
fead +themselves againet attack from the united imperialists. He also admitied the
possibility of separation and prescribed all necessary consideration and concesaions
for oppressed nations. Lenin, as ven be seep; is not in favor of a world sochiiist
country, even in the sbove "Plan." This is completely umderstandeble. A world
socialist country {"werld soviet federal republic,” "world proleterian dictator-
snip”) could only emerge from & simultanecus world revolution. Just as the "theory"
of werld revolution proved to be unrealistic under conditions of imperialism, the
world sozielist state will prove to be equelly unrealisuic.

Ouly one who telieves thet the socialist country and the building of socialism
are possible without the proletariat coming into power can separate one from the
cther. One is imseparable [rom the other. And to assert thet Ienin was the ide-
ologiat of 'the world soviet feldcraitcu,” or of the ~orid sociulist country, is
Jus. as avsuwd as to mairtain =hat Lenin iz the creator of the "theory" of world
revolutior, to be more exart, of the lmpossibility of v.ctory of ike revolution and
soclalism in vne countyry without a simultanecus world revolution.

If tbere is not & simultanecus world revoluiion -- and it does not exist, as
even children knov today -- there is not and canrnt be a world socialist couztry
("world proletarian dictatorship,” "world soviet rederwsl republic,” etc.). To
attribute to Lenin and Lo Leninism zomething of this sort 1s completely unjustified,
absurd, and coatraery to all igterrsticral develcprment since the October Revoiution.
This actnally menss not only trying to extract from Lenin single passages with evil
intentions, but also to present them in distorted fashion es the essence of his
teachings. On the contrary, lenin, as 1s known, worked out the theory of the possi-
bility and inmevitability of the victory of the revolution and socialism in one country
and thus shanged the theory of Marx and Engeiue of the gimultsceous revolution jn
several develoned countries, on the basis that it was antiquated for tne couditvious
of the imperialistic era. Lenin, as is known, approached the question of world
revolution on the basis of the law of the unequal development of capitalism, which
is sharply brought out, especially in the age of imperialism. Lenin also approached
the question of breaking the bmperialigtic yoke at one place and then another, as
well as the guestion about the unavoidable, possfble, and legitimate outbreak of
the revolulion and victory of socialism at first in a few countries, or even in oune
country, &nd then in cther rountries.

Conuecting the gquestine of state relations among socialist countries with the
question of the struggle of capitalism, Ienin, during the entire period of his
revolutionary activity, during a&ll periods without exception, regarded and uncordi-
tiorally insisted that these relauiiows, whatever their neture, always must ‘2 tesel
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oz principies of free will or on the respect for and assurance of the rilght of

it eny to seif-determination, Ienin saw the only possible way for a successful
strge e and victory cf the proletarlat in the consistent recoguition of the right
£ rstions to self-determinstion. {See Lemin, XVII, 118.} i

Fhe principle of urnconditional free will which Lenin ewphesized as the besis
for solving mutual reletions of socialiet countries ls r@cessary because free will
15 the cnly way for socislist matiors tc achieve real rapprochement. Without apply-
ing the principls of free will in the relation among sociallist countries, there is -
Fot nor can there be an actusl rapprochem nt among the workers of these chountries.:
The rapprochement of nations, a more universal and closer cornection of the working ™
people of various naticnalities, and the erasing of the differences among *“hem isy 7 :
the firal goal of Communism: . : oy

‘Inion and rapprochement of peoples and countries existed before the soclalist’ ..
epoch. However, they had a forced charascter and trom the beginning cerried within. .’
+hemselves the germ of their internal weakness, the germ of their own destruction.

A formally expressed willingness and a formal upity could rot play an esseniial
psrt (8s, for ezample, among the people of Yugeslavia in 1918) if the actual will
and actual unlty ro longer existed.

Obviousiy lenin, as a consistent internationalist, was not and could not heve
tzer in Pavor of the meparation of nations. Such an act, without rgard For appar-
ent and temporary reasons for its ocnurrence, i3 alweys ultimetely reactionary.. .
Lenin was unconditionsiiy in favor of the mutual rapprochement of natione and even
in Pavor of their Tuture merging into Communism. However, he saw *this rapproche-
ment as possible only through a voluntary rapprochemernt, through a consistent and
actual resognition of the right of nations to self-determination. Lenin was an
{r-esorcilable fighter against every nalional intrigue. He resolutely stood on
the principle of the rapprochement of nstlous, at the same time comprehending that
this rapprochement can only be realized by way of free will, by way of recogrnizing --
both in words and in action -- the right of nations to self-determination. Free
will in chocsing the nsture of state relations plus the right of self-determina-
tion equals the rapprochement of socialist nationms. Lenin's comprehension of the
relations among socialiet countries aciuelly is based oz thls foumle,

In other vords, rapprochement is only possible when the principles of free
will sna self-determinstion are respecied, (Of Leniu, XIX, 287-228.) For lenin
the priuziple of fres will in the relaticns among gociclist countries is enother
aspect of the priaciple of the righ%t of ustions to self-determination. The appli-
cation of the principle of free will in relations among sccialiet countries Is iz
effect the application of the right of every mation of self~-determination to :reate
1ts own irdependert courtry or voluntary entry int¢ and voluntery choice of the
nature of state (federation, confederation) comnections with another country.

There is not, mor can there be free vwill when the right of sel -deterwination
does not exist, and the right of self-determination is (1) the rigui to one’s own
national country amd {2) the right of a voluntary choice of this or that state
reletion with another country. The principle of free will and the right of self-
determination are actually one and the same thing. The entire problem
revolves around - a different approach %o one and the same thing. The
right of seli-eetermination is the recognitioh of the right of navicas to crgenize
velunterily their relstions with other nations, and the recogpitinun ¢ * this right
of nations means thaet they can order the above relations ag they see fit. Th: use
of the term "principle of free will" in the relations among socialist courtries only
explaias the application and the method of application (voluntary, as opposed to
forced) of the right of nations to se«1f -determination.

Tt is self-evident that Lenin did not approsch formalistically the question
of the right of mations to self-determination, that is from the point of view of
the (sormel right of a nation. The principle of self-determination and equality
is also recognized by the bourgeols democrat, and even sometimes by the out-and-
out imperialist.
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with his entire teachings, was concerned with the actual -

Lenin, in agreement
tion”of the right of natioms to self -determination.

right, with the actual recogni
Tn contradictiou to the leaders of the USSR of todey (especially ir reletlon
to Yugoslavia-and the international workers' and democratic movement), Lenin never
ssid one thing, 3id another, and thought something else. Between hisg words and
deeds, hetween his thecries and practice there never was disagreement, Ihis was
elso the reason why he did not treat the right of nations to self -determination
and to free will in the gquestion of cholce of state relsviors with other nations
as & formal right, which is also advocated by bourgeols democracy (for examnle, "
‘Wilsen éuring World War I sad churchill °ad Roosevelt. in World Wav IIY, 0
out. insfead e vreated 1L as an actual right wnich can be reaiizedu only in a true
socisllist democracy. Those who teday appropriate the monopoly »f being the only
(17 true students and disciples of lenin do not act according to Ienin. While

ihéy st11l speak about the right of nations o selt -determination and abouh free .
in practice they:

will in the relstions of individual nations toward other nations,

apply methods of force against socialist countries and do away with the actual

free will of nations. In their case there wes a definite split between words and
deeds, between theory and practice. It is not clear now long they intend to vio-
late the right of mations to self -determination and the pripciple of free will in
the relations smorg socialist countries. Tt is equally unclear by what riethod,
provided they continue guch a practice, they think they will struggle against
imgevielism and assis’ labor partles, especially in France and Ttaly today, and
struggle agaiast US imperisllswm and its servants in socialist couniries. Uhube
there caarot be apy doubt that they thereby destray the unity and weszken thre

strength of labor movements, sud the lamor ard demscratic movemert es g whele.

lenir 6id not comsider the right tc seif -determination to be vally >iv dur-
ing the period of the struggle for puwer and only for tne proletrrian dictaior-
ship. Ke did not think that the proletariat would emphasize thig idea only &0
long as it was strugeling against the bourgeoisie, and that when victory was won,
would ignore it in practice. No, Lenin woul”’ consider thetr as decelt of a natlon
end as underzuiring the unity and cooperetion of the wockers of different nations.
Truthfully, scme problematical individuals today, whe like %o give the app-:aravce
of consistent leninists and internationalists, are trying to represent the state
of affairs in that very light. However, Lenin would wot be lenin ~-- that is, his
words and deeds would not be complatoly rorsristent -- I he recigrimed vue right
t- self-ie<evmination only during the pericd of the strugzle for power, and uob
alsc during the perfod of fhe buildiyy of rocialiem,

»

Yor Lenin the right to 3elf -delessination Wae identical with the right of a
neti-n o sJeparate from snother, that is witz the rigri 22 -ne uetion to separate
from & state under hich it iived with cuother mation or petions and to form its own
irdependent country. This can te clearly seer ficm almost all the notations given,
and is generally known. On the tasis of this princiole of Lenin, the recognition
of the right of nations to self-determination to the point of separation was ie-
corporated in the comstitution of the USSR as well as in the constitution of the

Federative People's Republic of Yugoslavia.

Theoreticians say that Lenin recognized the right to self-determination of
nations end the principle of free will in relations emong socialist countries, but
that this is not velid for Communists, that is, that for Communists, especially when
they are in power, only the task of uniting socialist countries intc one ccuntry
comes into question. {They do not discuss the task of compulsory rapprouchement of
workers, but freedom in the choice of the nature of state relations according to
general and national conditions.) They do say that for the policies of Tommunists .
of one country the principle of free will does not apply (that is, that when they
are in power they do not have the right to decide what attitude will prevail ag
regards govermental relatious between their country and some other soclalist coun-

try).
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This is & very trensparent and, to be sure. a shemeless falsification of Lenin,
firat, becsuse, in a unified socimlist state (federatiom), orly socialist and not
socialist and capitslist countries can be united -- the principle of free will
obviously cen be realized ~nly by the people of a soclalist nation (but capitalist
pations Tight for the estusl recognition of this principle). Second, beczause neither y
socialist countrier mor socielism cen or could exist without the authority of the Ll
working class, which is.led by the Communistic {or whatever its name may be) class :
lebor party. The principle of free ¥ill in the relations among gozialist countries,
or the richt of nations to seif-determination, that is, the right to form their own
socialist countries, is valid also for Communists, whether they are in the opposition’
snd strugglipvg for the actual recognition of these wrinciples, or whether they are
42 power and creatiug them. Third, Lenln himself says in many pluces that the re-
traction of the right of nations to self-determinaticn in socialism (hence, when
labor parties are in power, because in socialism the capitalists cannot be In power,
even according to the "logic" of the Cominforia) is sbsurdity and helpless confusion.’:.

Actually, behind the "theory" of the obligetion of Communists to work for union
intc one socialist country is hidden the practice of universal subordiration of
socialist countries to "a leading” (the USSR) socialist coumtry, and the Communist
parties of these countries to "a leasding" (the VKP(b)) party.

When Communists are in power ir®various countries, it is. grotesque evew to
speak of the cquality of countries waich they govern when the governing (workers'}
marties themselves ave not equsl. The equality of countries and pecples ir social-~
ism can be realized only through tre equality of the governing parties. This occurs,
for example, when the governing party of & country, on the basis of the interest of
the movement as a whole, freely and independently, as Lenin says, decrees the attitide
of the govermmental relatiou of 1ts country toward other countries. A nation under
socialism solves the question of union wi*h cther socialist countries through its
ireely chosen representsetives or by means of a referendum. In either case, since
there is no other way, *ue nation must kmow that precisely this question is being
concerned, for otherwise its actual will can be falsified and thwarted, and the
future uvnity would be baesed on faise grounds and would be pregnant with internal
wealuesses, This would necesserily come ebout and capitalism would take advantage
of it in the first wejor crisis in the socialist country.

The attitude of the laber party towerd the spplication of the right of natioas
tc sclf-determination has en exceptionnliy great significence. This is clear he-
cause the people de not exercise self-detarmirvatior spontaneously, but their po-
litical leadership (the party) decrees the attitude and publicizes it among the
people, If the party is not independent and enjoys equality, it 1s almost impos-
sible that the peopie will be independent and equal in its decisions. The party
in question is, of course, & real workers' perty, beceguse no other could be. in
power in a socialist country. Accordirgly, if a party does not enjoy real equality,
but is subjugated to ancther party, its pclicy will pecessarily also be sub jugaied
to that party, cr to another country. This way tue right of self-determiration of
nations, the right of zuations to go their own way toward the cormon goal, toward
socialism and Communism, will be subjugated .nd lost,

An understending among parties in power based on free will, on the principle of
equality, is one of the general conditions in practice for achieving actual equality
of nations and their sincere cooperation in socialism. Every other method leads tc
the wesaliening of the unity of workers, to the weakening of cooperaticn and rapproche-
ment of nations, and to the actual loss of the right of self-determiration.

it is impossible to abolish specific and special traits in the development of
individual countries because they are the product of historical development and of
the relation of forces which are never identical, especially during various periods
when revolutions were initiated asnd socialism was developed in individual ccuntries.
Their abolitiun can be detrimental aot only to socialism in individual countries, but
also to socialism as a whole, bacause the strength of world socialism consists of its
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indiviGusl forces.. For that reason, the recognition of “he right to self-determina-
tiom in sociamlism, the recognition of the principle of Iree will in relatiomns among
gocislist countries, actually means the recognition of the historically conditioned
[ 1 vid spec:a’ traits ip the development of ipdividusl countries. In addition,
conition of this —ight means the understanding and recognition of actual end
corsebe condltions Trom which socialist revolutions and socialism develop in dndi-
vidugl rountries. Ultimately it means the understsnding and recognition of actual
and conerete conditions on the basis that soclalism can ve victorious throughout B o 23
A [

the world,

Tf the simultaneous outbreak of revolution in the whole world (and even.in sev-
éral capitelistic count.ies) is absurd, and it is, end if the outbreak of revolution
and the victory of revolution in indiviLJal countries teken separately are legzitimate,
then bviously, the difference in the methods of the struggle for power, in the methods
of power itself, is necessary and legitimate in the same degree, if not more, in which
+the outbresk of the revolution itself is necessury and legitimate. The dirfferent
forme of revoluiion, of power, of the way and the speed to socialism are nct products
of the imaginstion of “original" minds and megalomaniacs, L eare historically con-
Aitioned and necessary phenomena. The proletarians in individual countries do not
pursue these different methods vecause they wish to te different from proletarians
in other countries, but because they do not have availeble & different road Lo power,
+o socialism, to the final goal of humanity -- to the erasing of all diiferences S

dmong peoplo and differences among nations. He who does not see this legitimate,
oaditioned, and necessary diffcrence in the destruction of cani*alibm.

liis n.u_y conaltioned, anl nedesSsary

and the different roads of individusl nations to sccialism, truly has to abanden.: !
dialectics and its laws about the variety of develcpment, end necessarily has to
waver between Troteckyite "theories" about "permenent” revolution {"the necessity"”
for the simultaneous outbreax of the revolution throughout the world cr the ma jority
of developed countries) and strict nationalism in order to form his own revolution
and hie ¢ rcad to socisiswm.

The slanderers of the KPJ, led by the theoreticians and revisioniste from the
USSR, deny difference of form in the roads to power and in building socialism of the
working clpmgs of individual covntries. They deny other nations that mite which these
would ‘iv¥e to contribute to the general treasury of socialism. With this, they have
reverted in practice and in theory to idealism and are negating the lawfuluess of

dialectics as to the variety of devel-pment which 1s valid for nataral as well as
for cocial rhenomena. In retracting tnis ecessary, legitimate varistion io the
“orms of power oy the working people ard in the rosads to sociaiiem, they heve nec-

escurily cizsned with reality, not only as regards individual socialist countries,
but also as regards individual labor movements in the worid. For thir reason it is
not at all sccidental that Communists in individual couniries more or lese publicly
speak ebout the "Russians," not understending their country and not comprehending
their situation.

This denial of differences In the progress of individual countries toward
socialism, wbick has been fatal alike for a real unity of the socialist ccuntries
and for the policy of workers' parties in capitalist countries, actually resulted
from the fact that the leaders of the USGR have passed fron internationalist to
neticnalistic positions. It was they primarily who introduced principles of capi-
talist commerce into the socialist states. The basis of e«change among the social.-
ist states 1s the dollar, as is the principle of s2lling the poorest possible goods
at the highest possible price, while buying the best possible goods as cheaply as

possitle. Inevitably, this means excess profits and the exploitation of the weak
and undeveloped by the strong and developed. In such an economic situation, a °
political ratio also is formed: goveropments must be secured in the sociallst
countries which will consent to discriminstion against and exploitation of their
country for the sake of higher "international ideals.” Thus obedient vagsal gov-
errments and vassal countries are formed, instead of free and equal socialist states.
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Plaps for setting up suck a goverrment heve been Grawn up for Yugoslavia. The
Hebuwang-fujovic combination was groomed at length for sech "service." The wusthods .
of imperialist exploitation inevitably produced the well known imperialist political
metheds of slander, esplionsge, border incidents, the kllling or arrest of imnocent
people whose minds would not stoop to such policy snd such methods, the control of
ail govermmentsl activity ir socialist countries by the Soviet intelligence service,
the formatlon of sezret factions in the various parties to control their policies,
torums, =nd leadershlp; t ~pagends based on conditlions and problems in the various
coumbries, includirg threstened occupation; using the internptional struggie for
pease ho frighten soxialist stetes and workers' parties, persecuting. and silencing . -
thoge who refase to yileld to politvicsl Jiser.mination ameng soclallst states and
vorkers' perties, entering into deals and sgreenents with imperialists, as in the:
case of the Koruska region and of Greece, because of individual socialist countries:
or workerz' or democratic vevolutlomary movements, etc, As a result, an equivecal
rela~ionship has arisen between Communists in the USSR on the oue hend and Communists
of other parties and Commwaists in the cocialist states (excluding Yugoslavia) on
+he other. Many opportunists and suspicious elements directly linked with imperi-
alist inteirigence services; vho sbound in positions of leadership in the socielist i
states und workers' peariies, are pro:leimed revolutionaries and patriots, On the . "
basis of appavent fidelity and obedience to the UASR, they strengthen the imperi- .
alist intelligence net and spread demeralization in the workers' movement. On +he
pesis of the Tallscious, nationalistic, unrrincipled policy of the Soviet leader-
chilp, -wich du proctice denies any independenne . or equality of socisliist states mnd
workers' parties, the imperialists build their ow: policy and their own tactics
against the soclalist and democratic worid, which far outweigh in magnitude and im-
portance those forged by fesclsm and the plots of Trote'sy, sutherin, and company.

The leaders of the [I"SR overlook the concrete problems of the varicus couatries
and try o subordinate the policles of the workers' parties end democratic riovements
in the capitalist countries to theiy own metional policy. They act not upon the
assunptlion that they should offer moral and political aid to these mo—ements, while
guarding their esgential indevendence, which the actual internal and intermationsl
situation postulates, so as to strengthen them in the struggle ior dumocracy end

socialism, but upon the assumeiion that thess parties and movements must adapt their
P ] X
e ~at

e

own policies to the Inmediate dnverseis anl apstruchiows of WLl Dovint gov

Ae Sovied pelicy is intermationelist, these parties and movements ineviuvably
either come into confiict with Scviet policy or are lemove * fyes vhe ctruggle for
their vountry’s weltave, Thus the “theory” has arisen in the various vorkers'
arties in o osapitnltsl ~ountries that fidelity %o the wvorkers' movement aud
proletaricr inh <ieonslism 1s measured rot by revoiutionary COLelbboany g vl
struggle against their cwn bouvgeciele and foreign imperialists, but by recogniticn
of e laeding role of the USSR, The struggle againet i.eir own and foreisn
bourgecisies is adapted to the daily statements and diplomatic changes of the
Soviet goverrment, and the conviction is sprzad throughout Communist circles that
their ~ountries can only be liberated by direct action of the Soviet Army. Thls
means waiting for a new war. No one kpown when it will break out or how it will

develor.

s

Necessary agreements between socialist states or the Soviet Unlon on the one
hand and imperialist countries on the other (as, for example, during World War IT)
are not described as necessary, but are Justified by unity of ideological aims
(asing such terms as democratic bloc, democratic agreement, democratic cooperztion,
etc.), which only confuses the policies of the workers' partles. For example, in
a speech of 7 November 1944 Stalin deciared that if the Allies could cooperale in
war, they ~ould cooperate ‘much more so in peace. Llke most predictions, this was
pot fulfilled. However, it was the basis for misunderstanding and illogical policy

in many parties.
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Iz going over. to the nationelistic position, the Soviet leaders on the one
nasd ere propagating internationalism for the other pzrties (by internationalism
they mean acknowiedgment of the lesding role of the USSR), while in their own
country they are fostering the most vulgar nationalism, under the mesk > Soviet
patrictism. Their propagandlsts speak of the exceptional capacity of the Russian
people for sclentific discoveries, and of the superiority of Russian culture --
which is indeed a great culture -- over that of other peoples. The Soviet leaders
are making virtually no effort to acqueint their people with the revolutionary,
socislistic, and cultural attainments of -cther peoples, even of those that are
siresdy on the path of socialist development. They have invented the anti-Marxist
theory of the prime importance of preeminence in science (especially, that Russian
seientizts were the first to discover this or that), and thus have sppropriated
innumerTable scientific discoveries from almost every country. This theory, like
thet of *he excegtiocral capacity of certain peoples, is of course new ounly to tne,
USSR, and has long been advanced, in some form or other, by all sorts of raciel- i
{sts snd nationalists. There is no mention in Marx, Engels, or Lenin, or evep
in the published works of Stalin, of the exceptional importance of the preemirence-'
of certain peoples in science and culture.

Soviet propagendints balitile thie cultures of other peoples and proclaim, for
example, the French language, the language of Rabelais, Moliere, Diderot, and St
Simon, to b2 the janguage of feudal sristocracy, and the Englieh language, the
language of Shakespeare. Dickens, and Smith, to be the language of cummercial
bourgenisie . while they »sll - Ruseian, which actualily is the langnage of one of
the greatest cultures, the language of socialism, though pot a languede tu which
the other languages in the sociaiist world should be equal.

The Scviet propagendists speak of the inalienable right of their country to
preeminerce in the struggle for socialism. Thus they try to make sccialism, which
is an internaticnsl phenomenon and not the property mor the product of the struggle
of any predetermined people, but of the international proletariat and its struggle,
and which neither is uniqué nor was first developed in Kussia, into a nationat
phenorenon and & nationrl possession and ronopely cf the Russisn people.

Tt is no coincidence that Soviet propagenda retains virtualiy nc vestigee of
criticism of czarisk &nd czarist imperialistic policy 1R general, 1o pariiculus
Agsiret ¢woll, oppressed peoples.

One factor in the development of natiouai pride is t~ {ree a people from the
feeling of inferiority to other peoples implanted in it by ifs own worthless re-
actionary classes while ascribing special characterizvice to a peorle, belittling
and scorning viues peSples, and enpronriating their accomplishmerts is something
else. The former is a struggl: against matiorsl uikilism, o peaalt of suvisi-
istic patriotism, while the latter is nationslism in its most vulgar form.

To what depths of nationmalistic absurdity have the Soviet leaders descended
when they depart from Ienin's course and in practice begin to deny the capacity
and ability of certain peoples in the struggle for socialism, when they begin to
deny the individuality and diversity of the various countries in their progress
toward the dictatorship of the proletariat and the building of socialism, toward
the development of cultures national in form and democratic and socialist in essence!:

The Soviet leadership uses the traditional relations in the pust between
Russia and the Yugoslav people or Yagoslav states (Serbia and Montenegro) in
its attack on Yugeslavia., However, two kinds of relationships are traditional.
Yugoslavia encourages the progressive iradition of reletioms between progressive
Yugoslevs and prcgressive Russians, such &s between sSvetozar Markovic and
Chernishevskiy's group, or such as between the Yugoslav realistic school and ~
Russlan realism. But Jugoslavia does not encourage the tradition of reactionery
relatiors with Russian czarism.
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4lthough the Soviet leaders accuse Yugoslavia of &n anti-Russian volicy, the
Yugoslav people camnnot but love the Russian people, who have greatly enriched.the
cuiture of menkind, especislly in recent times, and have materially influenced the
levelopment of history in a progressive direction. The Yugoslavs admire the heroic
efforts and sccomplishments of the Russian people, respect their i-measurable
sacritices on benalf of their own liberty and that of mankind, and will always be
gratefu: for the aid they have rendered to Yugoslavia and other countries, But
the roie of liberator does not give the Soviet lewdership eny moral right to decree
unequei relationships with other peoples. According to Lenin, =avery workers' party

every people in “he struggle against capitalism is obligated to give its utmost
s the greatest carrifices. This does not entitle it te eny privilege what-

e KPJT does nob and never will pursue arn anti-Russian or pro-Rus:i'sw policy
o a policy directed ageinst any other people. It has pursued and will pursue &
poticy of soslalist revolution and of buildipg socialism, a policy of sclidarity
with &1 wruly socialis® and truly democratic movements and pecples filanting for
their freedom, independence, and equality. When the first socialist couuntry is
attacked, the KPJ will rouse 1ts people to the attack, combining the Yugoslav
sncialist revolution with the execution of its international obligations. The
slanderers of the KPJ camnot be said to follow the same primciples, either in
respect to Yugoslevia end the XPJ or towdrd the other soclalist countries and
workers' £nd demccratic movementis.

Every Marxist concermed with the question of nationalism must be familiar
with Lenin's stand on the superiority (in tkre initial stage, the period of struggle
+o esteblish power) of the large state over the smell ard on the necessity for
economic unlon in sociallem.

In rempect to the superiority of the large socielist state over the small,
Lenin considers that the large state gives its workers greater opportunities for
successful resistance to imperinlist states, for the developi-ent of praduction
farilities, and for & better stardard of living. [nsofar ag the large states
are better equippeé for & quick victory of soclalism and for improvement in the
workers® standard of living, Leuin was, quite justly, on the side cf the lar-ge
sbate. Dub as to vre superiovity of ftho largs cofe ovar the amAl.; Fenin A1d
not uncpnditiorally favor the large state. lenin insists voconditiounally vpon
the strengibening of socialism, and therafore vprn aseuring ihue rizht of selt -
determination and the princirle of free will, whbile fne superiority of the large
state, which generally has the advantage in the development of producticn facili-
ties, especially in the initial phuse of tRe siruggle for sucialism, 1s conditional
upor the above unconditiomsl principles. (Cf. Leuin, XVIIL, 328, snd XIX, 255-256.)

Spesking of the superiority or the iatge vuaud in sooerel, Ienin npecifies .
conditions and limits; for erammple, that the small state should "relinquish" equal-
ity in all respects, but that it should build up its own state. To Lenir, such
a policy is the only course toward strengthening soclalism generally. In harmony
with all his “eaching, he siates unequivocally that the small nation retains the
unconditional right of free separation from the large state, This 1s not a funda-
mentel problem in the relationship of states, but in a "facllitated process of
voiuntary rapprochement und separation of nations,” sliiamce, federation, and
secesgior. It was cleer to Lenin that the workers of other naticnalities would
not separate from the large state for purely economic reasons. Such separations
will be fewer, the more consistent the large state is in guaranteeing the right of
the small state to secede. Even a separation of states need not mean an actual
economic separation. Such a separation, as Lenin states, in sociglism ~an only
be "the Lasis -of a rich cultural life, the guarantee of a facilitated process
of voluatary rapprochement and separation of nationms." N
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Thus, Lenin, the future logical internationalist, i.e., the irreconcilavle . e
1 rhicar of reciprocal equality of peoples, clearly saw that the greet sccialist
"2 can be formed only through free choice, and that it does not exclude but, on ; i
tiry contrary, presupposes the actual recognition of the right of a people to seLf- Ho ]
detesuination and to free choice in relations emong soclalist ctates, and of the - Lo
right of any peopls, be it orly five hundredths of an oppressed nation before the

finel victory of soclalism, to secede.

Lenin. approached the question of economic unity of the various socialist
sountries similarly. On the assumption thet capitalism; especlally in its im-
perialictic phase of development, has shattered &ll economic isolation, and that
soriailism has coupleted the process and established all the necessary conditions
for omutuzl o prrcchemen+ of pecples, Lenin held that economic union of the social- ;'x
. states was necessary for the rapld advante and victory of soucialism. As
shovn in his attitude toward the superiority of' lzrge states, he considered further. ::
that the existence of separated socimlist states must not mean economic isclation.
Hewever, he did not even regard economic unity as unconditiornal. . Lenin had to be
egainst uncorditionality on this point too, because in &ll his works he defended
the right of self-determination and the principle of free will, and a logical de-
lazse 23 development of these ldeas is impossible if economic unity is unconditional, ;
t.=., Ir one aation forces ancther into a union and into an unegual economic relation- !
#Fip., Furthermore, self-determination, independerce, and free will mean economic
gelf-determiration, iundependence, and free will; i.e., the free will that resulis
from e ocomic freedonm and iadependence. However, wnether or not economic geparation
miy Troto the Interest of & given country is another matter. It is not and cannot
be o ivs ianterest. BRut unity in economic as in other matters can be achieved,
according Lo Lenin, onl; thu. ugh a voluntary cllisnce. An agreement between equals,
in economic questions also, is the only means of accomplishlng rapprochement and
usity.

Az secn from Lenin (XXIV, 15L-155), free will is the prereguisite for achiev-
ing the necessary ercromic union,

Lenin b&g never postulated scouomin union upen a uaion cf states. For exauple.
he ailuded favorable to the secession of Norway {.cw Tweden, which vas accomplished
lunooratie sumave, Gecaug. bhie Alsscdubion of the bend of force led Lo au acbual

orhement of the two ceuatrles, cultural as wzll ss ecoremic. (Cf. Lenin, XVI, 327.)

f
oy

T8

However, people who now try to parade as the successors of I«nin speak very
differertly in their cempaign of slander egainst “he v J.

In reations betwwen sr2ll and large states they act contrary o Lenin's provi-
sion for coasulvstions with the Cumminists of nz jacrge stute, Ihev dlspute the
right of small states to build their own government, and emphasize the size and
etrength of the USSR, though it is clear from Lenip ihmi, ii peuples are Lo ve equal,
size and strength do not have and cannot have real importance in the internaticnel
relationships of socialist states.

They have transformed the economic union based on "unselfish and undominating
aid," which Lenin regarded as essentia’ to socialism, into capitalistic commerce
based ou capitelist principles. "Unselfish and undominating aid," which to Lenirn
is a prereguisite for the rapprochement of socialist peoples, has been transformed
into exploitation of the weak and undeveloped by the strong and well developed.
Against socimlist Yugoslavia, which is making unprecedented efforts to rise from
‘the .ruins of war and age-long backwardness, they have organized an ecorncmic block-
ede, for which Yugoslzvia has given them no cause.

The ISSR and the pecple's democracies have not adopted such blockades against
any cepitalist couatry. On the contrary, they are negotiating for .he greatest
prossible exchange with capitslist countries, and are struggling in international
forums sgalnst the esomomie discriminstion which US monopolies have tried ir wvain
te crgarize. Such biockades are rare phenomena even in the history of capitalism.
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Hﬂ ﬁPJ, nowever, has veen f]vnt1n¢ ard _onuluuef to flght for t“e ecunomlc TR r
;e socielist ;ountrie" but for ‘true unicn on the basis of "unseifisn 7. . L !
ating eid,” not ror "unity” on. the basis of capitalistic trade or on T jud i L
"2t Basiz nf exploitaiion of the weak and undeveloped by the stropg and well
Ceveleoped. The former leads to real rapprochemert. to recivprocal alliance, - to
rotherly cooperation, the latter to essenftial schism, national isolation, and
dicputes beiween nations.  Yugoslavia und the KPJ, by giving great aid without
interest  repayment notes, or deedlines to weak and undeveloped Albania, aloun
have pus into prac:ice Leﬁin' "uuselfish and uqdomlnat;ng ald TP YRS o
! Terin hes’exzluded all wossibillty of compulsion and Corce.in relaulon, i

falist steres {01, “lenin, XX, 123 au@ XIX, 266-2067). " Lenin has spoken - -
stlon in many places, both vhile the Bf‘;hevik Party was fighting for, [

pounr 2nd after it came to power. ILenin's stand has always been the same: - i o

egeirst el)l force in relations zmong socislist states., Lenin expressly stated '

+The*, ccnialist countries in whichk the working class ic iu power "will mot drive’
i other peotles into paradise with a club" or "impose upon their friendship,"” tuf
) will try to win their friendship "on a basis of egual to equal, as among alliesg '
znd trothore in the strugele for socialism.” ' o S

The postwar policy of the -Soviet leadership and thelr supporters in other::
covgtries, and especially since the Cominform Resolution, i:ems ample proof of i)™ 0"
whether they follow Lenin in this matter.. What are slander, lies, and persecu- .. '

cel ot ) tion “if mot the use of force? What aréleconomic, cultural, end other blockades
of & socialist country if not the use of force? What are border provocations and
invasions by terrorist and diversiorary group if not the use of force? What is
the rercrmiiting of rcivizens of % socielict country for espiorawpe, for the purpose
of putting thelr country into an inferior position, if not the use of lorce? What
ig the insertion in the bourgeois press of reporis of troop concentrations on
the Yugoslav border if not & war of nerves of the imperialistic type and intimi-
dation by force?

Yoovihet limit, oo So wheth meriod in the development of & nation doss Lenin
grect the cpportunity for the existence of separate, indeperdernt (i3 the socialist
sense, i,e., with the righl to chiodse its own forme, with an egual right ‘obuild
1ts own sTare, eic,) socialist suavesi BSo loug ac the sTRTe ¢X15t5, until s
iy lt and vhe netions disappear, so long as the right of
w.o caation and free will in relationshlps among socialist

nist wosiec

T LD FEdL e

states exist and prsveil among Communists.

The right of peoples to self-deter .ination anl free will in relations among
soclalist :states, valid so long &8 natione exist, as the only means of true rapprcche-
ment emong scciclist ard Cormunist peoples, is based ultimately upon Lenin's tenet
on revolution, i.e.. that the nraletarian revalntinn rannot broal ant A1l at anee
over the world, or even in several large countries, but must necessarily being in
only one country. The victory of socialism thus will not proceed, and has not pro-
ceeded, from one country to the wkole werld, but begins in one country and pesses,
through various phases, into others. Thus the proletarian revolution dces not
develop uniformly and smoothly, buv heterogeneously and by fits and starts, This
is inevitable, for the revolution breaks out, in its primary phase, in the capitsl-
ist world, and the development of capitalism in the age of imperialism is highly
irregular and sporadic.

I7 the proletarian revolution breaks out in different countries at various
periods, the forms of the socialist states, arising from different revolutionary
conditions, must irevitably differ, and their paths to socialism must likewise
Be diffcrent. So¢ long as these differences exist, so long as each country has
its own forms of development, rapprochement of natlons is possible only through
adopting the principle of free will and respecting the right of peoples to self-
deteraination. Any compulsion or artificial forcing of unsuitsble forms, eany
impositicn of forms from the outside or "driving into paradise with a club,” can
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ziv Depumb the progress of a given country toward socialism, the rapprochsment
2¢ialist peoples, and the development of socislism in genmeral. Tae process
ipplying particuler forms of government and other forms in a given country

tales s Joug time. for different peoples will proceed toward Communism by different
paths aad by differeot stages, The time limit camnot be predicted.  According -
to Lenir, only one thing is ceriain: so long as & people hes & real desire or

o
ul

[

b)e~+1vo need to develop socielism in its own way, it has the right to de . eo,

for this is the only way toward real rapprocliement with other peoples. Any denial
of thies right is & derial of natlonal liberty and equeiity. According tc Lenin,

8 situation cannot be imagined wherein a vpeople (Ienin is speaking, of course, oI
the fiwve hundredthe cof the oppressed nations before the fiansl victory of the pro-
letaris~ wonld not elgeify e desirc o enrich the general ' 'reasury of soclalism
and s s1ict culbure with ts own foerms of huilding socialism, envolved from its
cwn historical apd actuel conditlons. Veriation in forms is preper and inescapable.
ie 4 rraceguisite of development itself, e prerequisite of the rapprochement of
les snd the union of mankind in socialism and Communism. As they advance into
socisliem, peoples progress to wore and more .consisteni and complete demccracy and
1iverty.  Supposing that they will all proceed toward socialism in the same way,
azcording te the same formula, would be absurd. Freedom of individual nations to
develop ir freedom of soclalism, and is the only means of achieving repproctement
ond trie brotherhood -of nations.

v

The aéoption of Communism will produce 51111 greater and more universel forms
of econmomiz and cultural progress. Only through the free and undisturved develop
ment oF v oopdes 1n this regard will wenkind errive at ils irue rapprochsient cund
unity, erasipr all the differences (class, national, white collar versus biue coli-
lar) inherited from class soclety. This 1s the only path toward the true unity
of mankind anrd toward the irue brotherhond apd true equality of all pecple.

Lepin places the rignt to self-determination in "democratic institutions,"
whizh will die out during the course of development of socialism into Communism,
like all democracy, for democracy, however democratic, ic also & form of class
governmerni, & foam of state organizaticn., Tz many other passages Lenin comnects
the recogrition of the rizht to self'-determination Aand the principle of free will
in relatvions mmong socialist shates with the period of form-tion of states ip
gereral, Ivclwadng socislist, (Cf. Lenin, XIX, 23.-2)i,

Ternin recognj'n~ ar evcess of self-Ceteimisation only when democracy itself
is supezrrluvous, I.2,, wt tne ceginning of the veriod of Communism, the period of
erasinog differences anony peopler, incluaing national differences, when the nations
begin to merge (Cf. Lenin XIX, 229).

Tor Lhe vwiae reieon that necessivateas a dictatorship of the proletaria*, the
right of peoples ¢ sel:-ue.erm‘ns‘iﬂu nust be fostered ard realized "when we come

"n'lovv'Hnn nf v\o#(r\ne " avnd thna Mdostvustion

b
rule cf force of one part of society cver . another" csnnot be attsined (CF.
XIX, L40).

3o long as stetes exist, boundaries also will exist. Accerding to Lenin,
these must be drawvn on the basis of the wishes of the population (Cf. Lenin, XIX,
2k3 and 24h). Lenin (XTX, 245 and 246) confirms unequivocally that until the
nations disappear, i.e., until Communism, the right to self-determination is valid
for Marxirts, as are the other Marxist or Leninist principles for solving rational
problems and for conducting relations among socialist states, as well ac “he
inevitable existence of boundaries so long as there are states.

‘ Lenin's teaching on relations among socialist states boils down to this: ir
the proletariat and workers in general are to Ve able to fight capitalism and build
socialism cooperatively &nd successfully, they must, when they come to power, guarantee

all peoples the right to self-determination, f.e., the right to their own separate,
independent national government. Without any compulsion or pressure from the outside,
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ezeh £ T2le must voluntarily declde into what sort of govermmeatal relations it will
Y. other peoples (federation, confederstion, or independent state).

Te:believe that the truth of the relavions among socialist states, 1f they are
improper, can be concealed by any kind of propegands 1s sheer nonsense, for the
bourgenisle has never rermitted aed never will permit the proletariat to hide iis
arrorr. It 1s to 1tg interest to reveal them, as a weapon against the proletariat. L
Tn apresse their own proletariat and their own people, at home and in their colonies,
the imperialists today are even more eager that the relations among socialist states
snould resemble those between their own apd dependent countries and coleonies.  Ore
wiie dces not and cannot see this does not and cammot see that the bourgeoisie, es- )
“ﬁclall. the American, is not so frightened at anything else today as at real libverty
i voluntary coopersticn of paoples on the basis of equelity, because 1t B
; %o the utmest to meintein the mastery of one people, or a few monopollota, SR
cver the viiole world, over all other peoples. s

Todey diecrimination among socialist states exists, rooted in the capitalist
aticnsaips prevailing among them. Everyone sees it, even if he remailns silent.
However, since it really exists, it cannot be concealed or defended ty any meaus.
This discrimination is already being felt keenly by the workers of ‘Rumania, “Bulgaria,
Hungsry, and other countries, It would be absurd to think tha* such unjust end un-
2ual relations will not be reflected in the emtire Jevelopmeént of socialism ia the
wortd, or that the imperialicts will not use them fully ir possible political or mili-
tary crises. Instesd of real cquelity among soclalist states as one of ‘he: funda-
mental achive forees toward the expancicn of socialism and democracy in the world,
the ectuel inequality among them cen create and his already crested onme of the basic
woapons of the imperialistic bourgeoisie in the struggle against the interral unity
of thte socialist world and the expansion of the progressive movement throughout the
worll.

In one way or enother, the peoples will fight for equality. The workers' and

democratic movements will not permit this powerful weapcu of thelr uwr struggle for
wislisn ad demccracy to become a weapon of the reacvlopary iwperialist powers.

Tue cirrent revision [6; L nln13m7 whick has its roots in the USSR, is a
legitimsls end ineviieble historical phenomenon. A revision is always announced
in ine workers' movenernt when & new stage of development, & new relationship of
Torzes withir the framework of the ege of imperieliem, comes irto being. The stage
of establiczhing a socialict state surrcunded by imperialist statse that 7ignht emong
themselves has come to an end, and the stage of establishing & number of socialist
stater thal cennot be surrounded by imperialist states (including the USA, which is
rying to establish its sbeolute mastery apd leadership) has come into being. The
Murxists must still elaborate the theory and Uectiss of t.is piaze &s well =2 ti..
concitione of the struggle of the prcletariat in it, for Lenin could only presert
the fundzmzntal ideas ond principles on which relations among the socialist states
and the struggle of the working classes and of separate peoples for freedom, social-
ism, and democracy under these new conditions were to be based.

However, Marxism dozs not develop and is not enriched simply through the minds
of geniuses. Its enrichment is most possible when revolutionary development in a
given stage has reached its highest point. Revolutionary practice aloue can supply
the necessary materlel for theoretical genmeralization. Revolution does not stand
still, but goes from one country to anmother. In Marx's and Lenin's time It was
in western Europe, in Lenin's and Stelin's time in Russia. During World War II
ard since then it has been best carried out in Yugoslavia apd China. Tomorrow it
¥ill pass over inmto other countries and enrich the international workers' movemewnt
with its experience, adding its mite to the teaching of Marx and Lenin and the
general struggle of mankind for liberation. What party provides tiis theory, which
today is essential to the international workers' movement, and to what extent, is
of Tittle importance. What ratters is that it should come into teinz and thot it
snould become the property of the workers' and democratic movemen?
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™e Soviet lealers, reconsidering Leninism end not understanding the truth,
have erxived, in theory sand in practice, at amszing conclusions. They have divided
the world into a capitalist orbit ruied by US imperialists and & socialist orbit
~17ed hy the USSR, rether than in%o a world of capitalism, in which the extinction
of individual peoples 15 sought under US domimation, and into a world of socialist
stetsx &nd workers' and democratic movements all enjoying equellity. They are try-
vary possible wey to bring this division into being and to legelize it in
-<. rhey have invented the amti-Marxist “"theory” of the leading role of the
UCET, or rather of the Russian peonle, and have postulated acceptaace of this role.
5% & eondiition of internationslism and communism. They have forgotten that in the
vritings of Marx, Erngels, Lenin, end even Stalin, until very recently, there is
rord on the neceseity Tor lzader states, parties, or natiors in socializm,
e forgotten what Ingels wrote ou the leading role of individusl movements.

rnve Torgntten that lenin eppleuded Fngels' stand.

Ther: are no leading naticns and governmernts, sné in socialism dominant nations
and goveruments cennot be created, as is actually the case today. Only equality of
governments, peoples, and parties, only sgreements and cooperation among them, only
Marxist teaching, only faith in 1% and a consistent struggle to realize it can be
doriinant. :

HJerein lies the ecsence of lenin's concept of relations among sociaslist states
workers' parties, which is very closely bound up with Marxist and Leninist teach-

i ooz whola, “1: is the only way to resl unity of the socialist countries, to
reel urity of the workers' and democratic movements of the worli, to victory over
capitalism., Every other roed leads to strengthening of capitalism, to retarding
the vevolutionary and democrstic struggle, to shettering the unity of the workers!
aad Gemocratic movements, and to weakening brotherly cooperation among liberated
peoplaz.




