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CI Merrorandum No. 36 
2.5 October 1956 

TO: All Area Branches 

SUBJECT Significance of Developments of International 
Communisrn After the XX"i:h Fart"; Congress 
of the CPSU 

1. Attached you will find copies of a sterile paper, 
entitled as indicated above. was orginally prepared 
as a briefing and was delivered by C/CI/ICED in nrid-September 
1956. The present version has been suitably edited. 

2. The paper will be of interest to field station personnel, 
specifically those concerned with Communist problems, as 
representative of the current thinking at headquarters on 
questions which continue to preoccupy specialists on Comrnunisrr: 
and Toviet affairs. 

3. The attachment is cleared for passage to selected 
liaison services. It should be pointed out to recipients that 
this is not an official l;7BFRIl\/IE statement nor does it claim 
to be either definitive or final. It might be described as a 
paper put together for our own service as a "thinl~*." piece or 
as a guideline. 

-41. It is suggested that this paper not be handled as a 
routine transmission. It affords an opportunity to rencind 
recipients of the favor they enjoy with liUB.€ Rlizand, more 
irnportant, to "draw fr om them comments and appreciations 
which night embody new insights and the results of special 
skills. 

5. Therefore, the reactions or comments of recipients 
are solicited, including any inform:-.’l'oral corr ments which 
may be received by field personnel who rr.ake use of the 
paper in liaison activity. __ _... 

kyzm‘ ¢-;|_,’,__/.-f4,,._».-r-1_.,. 

James Angleton 
Chief, C ounter Intelligence Staff 
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.Tho Sianificance of Developments in International Communism 
After tho_Twentieth Party Congress of the CPSU 

- The Central Committee Resolution of the Conmmnist Iarty of the 
Soviet Union (BO June 1956) ;resents the official position of the C;3U 
on the Stalin purge, or, as it is more commonly referred to, the matter 
of the dtalin denigration campaign. -

» 

This ncsolution shows again that the Communist Party.of the soviet - 

Union is still hidebound hy Stalinist dogma and approaches and is not 
yet ready to change or in anyway significantly modify the Soviet system and the Stalinist approach to things. Larely has there been a piece so 
shallow and so hackneyed as this Central Committee Resolution of 30 June which purports to be the last word on the dtalin issue and which is - 

obviously aimed at offsetting and controlling the debate raging in Inter; 
national Communism on the significance of the de-Stalinization campaign. 
This Resolution signifies Soviet concern with and stout the reactions which the Stalin denigration campaign has peovoked in the Communist 
Parties of Europe and elsewhere.

V 

The de-Stalinization campaign and the forms which it has taken and the way in which it was handled by the Russians has, for the first time in the postwar period, created a definite crisis in the international 
Communist movement. It is difficult to say at this moment how deep this 
crisis is and to predict its further development. On the basis of avail— able evidence it is fair to conclude_that the de-Stalinization campaign, as handled by the hussians, has set in motion in the Communist movement 
a process of questioning the validity of the Soviet system as a whole= Once such a process starts it is impossible to determine how far it will 
go. a crisis, however, exists--a crisis which has touched and has affected the very core of Co munist ideology. In response to this crisis, the Soviets and their 30 June Resolution made certain alterations in their 
presentation of the case a ainst Stalin. 

For the first time in the postwar period, th n, the Soviets have been put on the defensive and.heve maneuvered themselves into an un- comfortable position insofar as the whole framework of Communism and 
Communist ideolo y is concerned. This is, for the moment end for the 
time being, good for tho free world and lad for the Communist Parties, 
particularly in Western Europe. How lOng will the issue stay alive and 
how long will it continue to harrass and embarrass International Com- 
munism? From this vantage point, there seems to be a fair possibility 
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that the issue will stay alive for some time to come and that the Soviets will have a difficult time putting out the brushfire which the secret Khrushchev speech caused. 

The first question generally raised in the context of forming an opinion on the de-Stalinization process is: "Why did Khrushchev make his speech of 25 February 1956?" There is no good and definitive answer to this question. There are, however, several views and opinions and it may be useful to review them. In the first place it is worth remem- bering that the 20th Party Congress in its/ggggions krought out the de-Stalinization process, particularly in the speech given by hikoyan. nikoyan delivered the blast against Stalin while Comrade Khrushchev kept on the sidelines. Thus, it can be assumed that the CPSU leader~ ship had already arrenped to Open the de-Stalinization campaign at the 20th Congress. From the point of view of the Russians they apparently figured that it was to their long-term.advantage both internally and externally to demolish the myth and legend of the Stalin regime. bXtcrnally, they may h;V6 figured that foreign governments, particularly neutralist governments, as well as public opinion could be favorably impressed with a position which appeared to change the modus operandi of the Soviet regime. They must also have figured that it would be a help to International Communism in its great effort to achieve unity 
of action particularly with Socialist and left-wing forces to be able 
to point to basic changes in the Soviet approach to foreign policy and 
ideological matters. In general, therefore, it is felt that the raising 
of the de-Stalinization issue at the open session of the 20th Congress 
is compatible with the general direction which soviet tactics had been 
taking since early 1955 and with previous indications of the downgrading 
of Stalin. International Communism without the burden and onus of 
Stalinism would certainly, in the eyes of the Soviets, be a more effective 
instrument for the realization of the plans of the Soviet leaders, This 
Soviet perspective was re-emphasized again in the 30 June Resolution of 
the CPoD Central Committee, which clearly indicated to the CP's that the 
de-Stalinization process was considered to be good for them and that, 
therefore, they dnuld stop fussing about the complications which had arisen and, according to the Lcsolution, had even been anticipated and 
calculated by the Soviets when they launched the de-Stalinizetion cam- 
paign in February 1956. There is, tncn, a good argument for assuming 
that the de-Stalinization process was worked into the Soviet master 
plan in order to further Soviet foreign policy aims and in order to 
facilitate the work of the CP's in softening up their countries, their 
governments, their socialist opponents and opposition in general. 
however, this argument does not fully explain why hhrushchev made his 
secret speech on 25 February and particularly why he said what he said. 

U1 Pi C) F3 F1 Pi 
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This, thcn, drsws the focus on the internsl significance of the stcret Khrushchev speech and on the indicetions that it was made for internal consumption, especially for the consumption of the Party cadre essembled at the 20th Congress, An explanation given in this context is that the top Party echelon which had to run the country end the flirty machine us 1 whole, could, uftcr Stalin's death, not do so effec- tivcly without destroying the Stalin myth, because the Stalin myth actually obstructed effective leadership by the new rulers of the
, Soviet Union. In simple words this means, for example, s ccse like the following. lysenko, the Soviet geneticist, claimed seversl times after Stslih’s death that his (obviously unscientific) positions hud Stalin's personal approval and implied thst these positions were therefore cor- ' 

rcct. There are statements in the Soviet press and Soviet publications which bear this out, It is argued then, that this cannot be an iso- ,_ latcd case; there must have been many other Soviet Party leaders, Soviet technicians, Soviet scientists, etc,, whose justificstion_in life and in their profession, however erroneous their position or their‘ sctions,_was the fact that they had enjoyed Stalin’s support and blessings Such en attitude clearly obstructed the current leadership, and it be- came therefore necessary to indicate to the cadre in unmistokdble terms that the new regime stood.on its own feet, that the old regime was thoroughly discredited, wrong, evil and vile, and that the shots would be called from now on by the top men and no backtalking would be tolerated. In other words, it has been argued that the Khrushchev speech was necessary from the point of view of effective leadership, The ghost of Stslin,_i,c@, the attitudes developed under 5t¢lin's regime, were ob- stacles in the why of the Khrushchev clique uni obstructed their efforts to rule the serty and country. This thesis has certain merits but still does not expluin fully the intensity of Rhrushchevts stteck on Stalin. 
There is another theory which has been advanced. It is the theory thut the secret sptech by hhrushchev could be well interprtted us d blackmail instrument to tr used dpsinst'sctusl or potential op- Ponents. This theory has coo-irtd somt wei ht in the light of the BO June CrSU hesolution, which came out with the r ther surgrising stctement thgt elresdy during Stalin's lifetime u L ninist nucleus existed among the CC members and ranking Army officers--s nucleus which ,t vsrious periods, for inst nce during the war years, curtsiltd the power of Stalin. From_the reference to the existence of such a heninist nucleus, it is possible to wrgue thit the peo;le outside of this Leninist nucleus are int nded to be idtntified more distinctly with the Stalin era end, further, ele siniled out to be attacked or destroyed as trsitors when the need Lrises. The theory, thtn, is thst by having his speech accepted by the Central Committee, hhrushchev obtained s "legal" basis for moving in on his nctual or pottntisl opposition und ‘ 

that, in h ving obtained this "legal" basis, he hos strengthened his power position, By the same token he his zlso ulerted the "non- Leninists" to his intentions. Thus, the question arises of the rela- tive StTCH5th of hhrushchev and of the opposition, us well as the 
EECRST T 
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question of the possibility that a power struggle in the CPSU leadership 
may break out. I 

In the meantime, the answer to the question of why Khrushchev 
mede his secret speech of 25 February is not readily available in one 
neat package. So much is clear, that the de-Stalinization campaign 
fits very well into the general dosign of Soviet foreign policy and 
the tactics of tho broad united front and united action program of the 
international Communist movement. It is also clear that it fits noctly 
into the internal program of tho Communist rarty of the Soviet Union. 
Lastly, as pointed out before, it may also fit into the personal designs 
and plans of hhrushchev and company, 

Another question of interest is how the Soviets planned to 
handle the de-dtalinization campaign and what timing they had in mind. 
In this connection one mcy also ask to what extent their timing was 
upset by the publication of the hhrushchev speech end, by virtue of 
that upset, how they adjusted to the new situation. It is fair to 
conclude that the Soviets had in mind a rather slow process of do- 
Stalinization. Khrushchev himself, in his secret speech, said that 
there was no need for haste. Generally, it is felt that the Soviets 
had two treatments in mind: one for the Soviet public and the Com- 
munist rarties outside the Bloc, and another for tho internal cadre 
of theCPSU and the Bloc Phrties. The fact thct they planned a slow 
tempo of de-StuliniZ;ti0n may be deduced from facts indicating that 
only relatively few select Communist leaders had direct and/or detailed 
access to the secret Khrushchev speech prior to the release of the 
speech by the United St tes State Department. There are indications 
that Ulbricht in Germany hadzaccess; there ere indie tions that 
Togliatti had access; there ere indications that other leaders in 
the Satellites had access to the speech, or at least to materials 
contained in it. 

In the first phase, then, the Soviets had planned to effect 
do-Stalinizetion, particularly outsido of the Soviet Union, very 
slowly through certain key leaders abroad, Thus, they intended to 
minimize the shock which they undoubtedly know would ensue if the 
whole cudaver of Stalin and Stalinimn were thrown up to the Communist 
movement at once. In this connection it is Aighly significant that 
the gr ydg editorial of 28 March, which was the first reference to 
appear publicly in the Soviet Union on the do-Stilinizmtion Clmpaign, 
was conceived on a vory lofty and dcademic idcologicel level, taking 
up only the question of why the cult of the individu l w;s alien to 
the spirit of Marxism and Leninism.and why, dt the same time, the 
spirit of Marxism and Leninism did not rule out or obviate the need 
for strong leadership. Held against the Khrushchev speech of 
25 February, the march 28 editorial of fraydg concealed the depth 
and intensity of the charges against Stalin brought forward by 
Khrushchev. This is pointed out to underline the thesis that origi- 
nally the Soviet leaders had planned a gradual tempo in the do- 
Stalinization process. 

_e_ 
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HOW¢V;T, tht tgmpo nnd thc timing of tho dc-Stalinizction ~ 

camp.ign wore upsct by tht foot that, first of ull,-tho conttnts of " 

thc sccrtt stccch of hhrushchov ltakcd out to thc Wtstorn prcss in sf Mhrch and finally worc published by the Unitod States Stats Ltpurtw 
mcnt. Thtrt is no good cvidcnco or srgumcnt showing thut this WQS forcscon by tho Communist ltadors in tho Sovitt Union. Nor is thcrc uny good_cvidcnco to show th;t thc Sovict loadcrs hnd plantcd "locks" of thc Khrushchev spocch. It is impossiblt to soc what &dV3Dt;g6 they would hcvc gaincd from doing so. Thc stcnch of tho spccch must. have boon tvident to tho_outhor'himsolf, who odmonishod his hudicncc “ 

to kcop tho sptcch insido tho Party._
. 

Wb arc oftcn inclintd to ovtrcstimstc Sovict copobilitics for @ complicatcd_snd'subtlc plotting. Tho do-Stulinizition prcctss can be construod as such u "plot"_-hut -nly in Q stiotogic sonsc. In simplc tcrms it is s "plot" to moko Communism und tho Soviet loaders look goods To assumc that thc khrushchov speech with its obvioufi omissiJns'@nd fslsificoti~ns could hcvc boon considcrcd by tho Sovicts capnblt of achieving or cnntrihuting to their objcctivo, scams for- 
fctchcd, as docs tho assumption that tho spooch wns lcuktd for this purposoa 

Tho only possiblc orgumsnt in favor cf Chc nssumptivn that tho spchch was dclihor tcly "looked? is that oithtr Q fiction within tho CPSU or aVSstollitt CF dcsirtd to nail KIwushchov down to tho record . to makt absolutcly_surc thnt no rctrout from tho position takon was possiblc, Such_an urgumtnt, howtvcr,.cxcludcs again cny possibility". that tho-spccch wus lcdkcd in ordcr to dcctivo tho Wgst, 
Tho publication of the speech was s gtnuinc shock to Party lcadcrs nnd cspcciclly to tho rank hnd_filo abrosdnv-In this country tho Communist Barty wcnt through Q sorios of convulsions as a rosult of tho public tion. It is, of courst, impossitlc to Stfltu whcthtr all tho othor Communist Pirtics r;;cttd with tho samc intensity. Ncvtrthol;ss tho shock and confusi n effect wort fairly gcntral» What WLS und still is tho nuturc of thc shock? Tho shock was so scvcrc bccsusc tht rovtlgtigns mid. quostionablc Conmmnist doctrino nnd thc Soviot systcm as u wh lo, sincc proof wus offorcd thgt tho, man who had rtproscntod Communism as wc know it -nd had crtutcd it cs we know it, was s psychopath, 2 tyrint, a murdtrcr, and in in- capsblc lcidcr so for as thc affairs of his own country wtrt conccrncd This rcvtlution struck at tht ccxc of thc loyalty of tho Communists to thcir csusc,-doctrint and wrpsnizntionnl conttr. hnothtr factor was th¢t tht r volstinn cvidontly undcrmincd tht wisd m ind tht cfficicncy of thv Communist lcfidors cbrcnd who for so miny yours hud, unqucstioningly ucccpttd tho S vict rogimc, thc wisdjm of Stalin, his intcgrity and his infmllibility. Thu p<siti n of tho Communist loadcrs abroad wus plocod in jeopardy by Khrushchtv‘s rcvclutions. 

#5? 
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An article written by the Chairman of the Communist iarty of the United States already before the’publication of the Khrushchev speech first pointed up the uncomfortable position of the leader- ship abroad. The article also pointed out that the do-Stalinizntion process had placed in jeopardy Communist discipline, and thus put ‘ the finger on a situation which became fairly general. When the position uf the Communist leader is shaken or in question, his command relations to the rank and file, to the ordinary member and to the subordinate Party organization are also endangered. In general terms it is therefore quite understandable why the reaction of the foreign leaders outside the bloc was one of dismay. Dis- cricntuti n among the rank and file was actually greater than the confusion on leadership level. This is natural, too, for the Communist rank and file is used to living in a semi-military structure where the decisi ns are made at the tap and the "soldiers", as it were, simply execute orders. - 

“Perhaps it is not necessary to emphasize our belief that the shock effect was genuine. However, it has been said that the Communist Parties reacted the way they did in order to fool the non-Communists, and that this was all pro-arranged with the Soviets. 
Again, this is an over-simplification of the problem. It is an old axiom that pers;nnel or policy changes on the top level of the CESU almost automatically produce parallel changes in the leader- ship of foreign Communist Pertics. and it is-fair tu state that the "new look" policies formulated by the 20th Cingress r.quirtd an eventual shake-up uf the leadership of Bloc and Free World Parties. After all dc-dtolinization represents a desymbolization and re- symbolization of the movement. Personnel changes as well as policy changes were therefore built into the 20th CPSU Congress design and, in this sense, it is permissible to speak of a "plot". Nevertheless, it is questiinable whether the Soviets desired a shake-up on a time‘ schedule and on terms beyond their control, i.e., as a result pf disenchantment on the part of the rank and file er as a result of anti-Communist propaganda. Snake-ups effected under pressure wwuld certainly not look like a genuine rcorientati n. Such would result only from an orderly and controlled process of "criticism and self- criticism.V 

The rtvelati ns of the Lhrushchev speech, then, must have upset whatever plans existed concerning the demoticn of Communist leaders outside the USSR. We feel that the debate raving in the Communist movement exceeded whdt we w uld expect to be a controlled process of self-criticism, thus interfering with prior Soviet plans for personnel changes. wt feel, o.g., that the CPSU was f rccd to keep the Th;roz- Duclos leadership in p:wtr in order to avoid serious ideological dis- locations in Cr France. Wb are not sure that maintaining a French 

fa ifi C1 RJET 
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lcadtrship wcll»kncwn for its Stalinist cricntaticn was originally 
an thc bQ@kS0 Similarly, the replaccmcnt of thc Stalinist Raknsi 
by anjthcr Stalinist, Gcrcc, indicatcs a changc in plans. we fccl 
that Snvict plans an pcrsrnncl changcs wcrc upset, and that thcy 
were firccd ta kccp in placc ar prcmatc mcn wht wsuld kccp thc 
Pirtics tcgcthcr rathcr than sct up ncw figurchcads whc wauld luck 
mufi rcspcctablc. 

Thc rcacti ns cf the_various Cunmunist iartics wcrc cbvicusly 
nut idcnticalfi So far as we can scc, thc Fbrtics that ere cl sc to 
thc Angld-Saxon cultural strcam wcrc thc cncs that wcrt more pir- 
ccptibly affected than athQTS, One may maintain spcculativcly that 
ccnccpts Of dcmscracy and justice hivc ltft a mark cvcn tn the 
Communist brcthrcn, and that it may_bc n; cgincidcncc that thc 
Communist Partics sf thc United St tts and Great Britain and the 
Cammunist_Partics in culturally related countries were more out- 
spakcn than ;thcrs. 

Thc Communist Party af thc Unitcd States was one cf tho first to go on.rcccrd as criticizing the Sovict leadcrs for their cc-rcspon_ 
sibility in thc crimcs pcrpctratcd by Stalin and in demanding a fullc 
cxplanaticn frnm the Soviets ' 

In the c ursc af thc great and viulcnt debate which cnsucd in 
thc CLUSA, twd trcnds dcvclcpcd. Ont wing criticized CEUSA and CFSU 
loaders heavily and urgcntly dcmandtd fullcr cxplanatiunso Ancthcr 
wing, which was sumcwhat mmrc madcratc,Ctricd to strikc a balanccd 
positicn, criticizing the CFSU mildly and asking qucsticns about co- 

-v1 
.1. 

rcsponsibility of thc CPSU lcadtrs, whilc at thc samc timt emphasizing 
thc mcrits cf Stalin and the good that hc had d;nc far the working 
class internationally and ncti;nally, Eugcnc Dcnnis, Sccrctary Gcncr 
of thc CPUSA, rcprcscntcd this madcratc wing, and it is fcr this‘ 
rcassn, we bclicvc, that_Pravda rcprintcd his article prior tc thc 
Central Committcc hcsclutiTfi”$f“3O Junc. Thc fact that Dtnnis'W articlc was rcprintcd showed the scnsitivity cf thc CPSU to thc more 
poignant attacks frsm.abrcad qutstianing thc mztivcs and intcgrity 
of thu current CPSU lcadcrs. This sensitivity of thc CESU is further cxprcsscd in thc editing ind ccns ring cf forcign CF rcactibnss 
Dcnnis‘ articlc, c,g,@ as rcprintcd in Pravda, did not c ntain his original qucstians pcrtaining to anti-Sgmitism in the USSR“ The Ccntral Committee Rcscluticn of 30 Junc quctcd Jnly tcrms favorable 
ta the CPSU positicn on Stalin, (Ste, c.g., pcrtincnt qu»tcs from 
thc Chincsc and the Frcnch Communist Party p sitions in thc hcsolutic 

The sensitivity uf the CPSU cxprcsscd itsclf furthcr in the irritaticn with which the BO Juno Resolution trtatcd Togliatti‘s new famcus int*rvicw in Nucvi hrcomcnti Thc Savict Rcsoluticn states " V ...__.___-.,..... ._€2..._._.. ___." that Tcg]iatti's pwsitihn, acc-rding ta which thc Stalin svstcm lud t 
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degeneration, was absolutely unfeunded. It is werth noting that the 
eriginal TOgliQtti position included a reference in qualification

_ of his pasitirn which attacked the CESU leadership, and it is prubable ‘ 

that it was fer this reference, rather than for suggestien that
_ degeneration had taken place, that Togliatti was censored. In ether 

words, we believe that the irritatitn cf the CPSU with the reactien 
of the CPs and the GP leaders abrgad was genuine and that the Central 
Committee Resolution was designed to put the lid back en the Pandora's 
box which the release cf the secret Khrushchev speech had opencdu In 
our opinion, the intent was to return to the original schedule and 
pattern of a gradual de-Stalinization process which would have tho. 
appearance of a genuine re-ariontition and not of a mere tactic or 
crisis. 

In Europe it is, of course, Togliatti who commands attention. 
Tcgliatti is an outstanding Marxist theorist and practician. He is 
the leader of the strongest Party utside f the Bloc. He led his 
Party faithfully te a point from which it c uld serieusly consider 
the vari us forces which c;uld effect the acquisition of power. Seme 
observers maintain that ho, although always having teed the Party line, 
and althaugh having always deferred to the decisions of the Swviets, 
is and has been in a way anti_Suviet, partly because his experiences 
in Moscow and the USSR before and during the war were humiliating and 
unsatisfactory. Not too much can be made of this, particularly be- 
cause adequate evidence to bear out these reports is lacking, Togliatti 
was the first in Europe outside the Communist Bloc* to react to the 
revelations ab ut Stalin--in 14 March, several days bQfJrQ the Western 
press began tr leak the story of the secret speech. Terms later rc- ' 

vealed in the secret Khrushchev speech were woven into Tcgliatti's 
first reaction, thus indicating familiarity with at least seme of the 
material of the secret Khrushchev speech. Tegliatti led the chorus 
of the European Communistafter the release of the secret Khrushchev 
speech by the United States State Department. For these and ether ' 

reas ns, then, the question arose whether or not his position of 
criticism was thcr:ughly coordinated with the western C~mmunist Parties 
and perhaps with the S>viets as well, It was inferred that Twgliatti 
may have coordinated with Tito, whom he visited before public tion if 
his interview in fluéyi Argomenti. However, there is no evidence 
available showing that Toglietti coordinated his positiens with the 
rest qf the Wbstern Communist Parties. Further, there were certain 
definite differences between his and the p»sitien of other Parties. 
Paul de Greet of the GP Netherlands actually opposed the Togliatti 
line. 

* The blbricht statement ef M March and the Tgybuna Ludu editorial 
;f 10 March f;reshad wed the campaign. 
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Thus, we do not believe that Tegliatti cuerdinated his pesiticn 
with the rest ef the CPs, C-ncerning the'pessitility that_his criti_ 
cism was c erdin ted with the S*viets, the following may be said. 
Obvi usly inc cann;t_rule it but completely. Obvi usly also, the 
"new look" xf the 20th Cengress and its de-Stelinizaticn program 
permit and invite criticism dnd, in this sense, are a "plot" to dis- 
estcblish the fact of mcscowis hegemony ever the Communist movement, 
Nevertheless, we feel that Toglietti crossed the line cf permissible 
general criticism_intc the area -f specific criticism mf the CPSU 
leaders which, as the Resolution indicates, is not permissible, 

' The validity of the last questi n in this respect, iwO., 
whether or not Togliatti and Tito got together end worked out certain 
views and a common pesition, cannot be r jected out of hand. In his 
report to the Central Cemmittee ;n 2# June T gliatti stated that he 
had refused.Stalin‘s offer ta became Secretary General of the C minform 
in 1951, This statement can be interpretrd as a gesture towards Tite, 
to shew thet.Tigliatti‘s heart was always in the right place. In our 
mind there is the thought that Tite and Tegliatti may wish to assume 
the leadership )f.the Communist movement in hurope along the lines of 
natianal Communism and thzt the two men may have much in common. Tito‘s 
ambition and Tcglictti‘s proved ability to mold a "n ti:nnl" Communist 
Party may, if we permit ourselves the luxury of a perspective, make e 
combinetien leading to a new type ef Communist threat in Eurdpe, where 
Stalinist Communism has been en the decline end where the reaction of 
Socialists te the "united frent" cffer has net been S&tlSfiCt ry to the 
Communists, The questien, hewever, is whether such a perspective--if, 
indeed it should ever materialize--is a Soviet perspective as well. 
we de not think so, we do net think thit the CPSU has relinquished its 
leadership rele and is ready to accept the Tito-Togliatti idea of poly- 
centrism, .

_ 

C In this respect, it is interesting t; study a l2 July Moscow 
broadcast in Italian which represents the first clarification by the 
Soviets of what they mean when they speak about new ferms cf inter- 
netianhl Communist co~erdinaticn, In essence, the breadcust commentary 
states thet there was a time when the Ceminform toek the place of the 
Communist Internatienal and that the Cominferm was disselved when new 
circumstances arose, And then it goes on and stresses that the dis» 
solution of the Cominform does not mean that "the Communist Ptrty 
would be isolated and the workers‘ unity weakened." Since the 12 July 
stetemcnt, the Cimmunist P rty of the Soviet Union has further clarified 
its pesition on international coordination, perticularly on l6 Julyu 
The trend observed on l2 July c ntinued to the effect that the leadership 
role of the Communist Party cf the Soviet Union is net to be questioned 
and that the dissolutimn of the Cominform is not ta be construed as 
indicating that truly independent pesiti~ns can be taken, _§§§y§g went 
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even so for as to uttock publicly the concept of national Communism. 
And Brgvdg also indicated that the united front with the Socialists 
should be understood to mean thet the supreme role of thc Communist 
Perty in this unittd front should be relinquished. In other words, 
the Soviet position is again as it always has been, that the united 
front can be only on Communist terms and under Communist hegemony. 
These statements in Prevdg have been very helpful in clarifying this _ 

talk about noti.ncl independence of Communist Parties and their 
various roads to socialism“ The statements show that the position of 
the 20th Congress is merely for public consumption and for propaganda 
purposes, but that the underlying basic concepts have not been chcngeda 
As o mgtter of: fact, since the 20th Party Congress the CESU has been 
quite busy coordinating the International Communist movement. In the 
first place, the 20th Congress itself is binding not only for the CPSU 
but for all Communist Parties abroad. The resolutions of the 20th 
Congresshhve been so understood by the International Communist Movement, 
which is in fact implementing them, nlth;ugh against various odds and 
in fQCe of vori us inttrnal expl-sizns. The CPSU has been busy talking 
to the delegates from France, Italy, Belgium and Grout Britain among 
others, The CPSU sent Suslov, cnco identified cs'the chief of the 
Foreign Secti»n of the CPSU, to the French Communist Party Congress in 
order to solidify the positi n of the leaders, Bulganin, Mikeyan and 
;thers have g-nc to Satellite areas, obviously for coordinati:n pur- 
poses, and Satellite leaders, notably the East Germans, h;V3 been going 
to Moscow. All this activity and all these statements flushed through 
the smokescrcen of the 20th Congress verbiage to bring home once again 
the fact thet the CPSU leaders or, possibly, o leading faction or 
group in the Presidium of the CPSU, still cling to the concept that the 
movement is one,and one thut must be ccntrolly coordinated from Moscow, 

The independence talk ond the theses of the various reeds to 
socialism sound good ind are obviously conceived us propaganda assets“ 
In formulating them, however, the Soviets have crcuted another dilemma 
for themselves us well as for the internutionul movement, If the Soviets 
cinnot relinquish their claim to lcadership and the prerogctivo of be- 
ing it the heud of the movement, their true role is bound to ebtrude 1nd 
show itself, is it hos recently under the stress situition created by 
the do-Stulinizotion campaign. And as this b sic position of the SOVietS 
reveals itself almost cutomoticully, it becomes counterproductive and 
hampers the efforts which the Communist Parties ere SuppQSCd to make, 
i.e, to cppepr more independent and free of Moscow control. It is 
the old story of huving your coke snd eating it too. It is in this 
light thot we rtturn once more to the Tito/Togliotti situeti,n and.ask 
ourselves whether these two leaders can be used by the Soviets to 
reorient the Communist movement. we sh uld like to soy this: if the 
CSSU had ever planned to use them as a vanguard in the molding of n 
new and more independent-looking movement in Europe, they have by now 
been forced to modify this notion, One cannot condemn "National Com- 
munism" in one breath and preach "independence" in the other. These 
things do not gs togethtro 

_ l0 _ 
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In brief, it cppecrs to us that the Soviets’ "peacetime com- 
munism",-is uguinst Stulin‘s "wartime communism", has brought on no 
signific nt reorientation of the fundamental political aims ind methods 
of Internutional Communism“ The so-called "changes" pertain largely 
to Soviet foreign policy tactics ind the handling of internil Bloc

_ 

problems. Whether it hurts or not, the leaderships of foreign 
Communist"Etrties-must fall in line--us Llwqys. 

u

- 

The BO June Resolution of the CPSU culled off the great debate* 
which was ruging in the communist movement throughout the world under " 

the flimsy pretext that the "enemy" has seized the issue and is em~_ 
bnrrassing.or-trying-to split the entire Communist movcmont.' In the 
course of culling off the debate, thc GPSU hue tampered with historical 
f;cts, wuteredidown its ccso aguinst Stalin, and implicitly invited 
further criticism for being dishonest and not rcvculing cll the facts 
about both Stalin ind the Soviet system, ind the co-rcs;onsibility of 
current leadership. -The position of the 30 Juno Resolution is u 
defensive one nnd'c direct result of the situation developing under 
the impact of the release of the hhrushchcv spcoch. 

The specific points in the 30 June Resolution showing Q dif- 
ference in position between the Resolution and the secret Khrushchev 
speech can be summed up as follows: 

First, Khrushchev pninttd L drflmitic .nd horrifying picture 
of tho damage dono by Stalin to what may be summarized as the Soviet 
SyStQmq‘ He himsulf talked about pervorsions, flowering of bureaucracy, 
the atmosphere of mistrust and gcncrnl p&tholQ@ical suspicion pro- 
vuiling throughout thc apparatus, tho sterility and stcgnnncy of the 
Party, of Soviet science, of Soviet economy, ctca The Resolution, 
however, flatly states in o dogmatic and unsupported fashion that 
Stalin has not offccttd the systcm, thut tho system whs such that 
no Onc man could bvcr chnngc it. This shift rtvcnls of CQUISL the 

>$< A vcry good indication thzt tho leading Communists abroad 
corrcctly intcrprctcd.thc Lcsolution ;s 5 signal to and the 
debate has been shown by the Jinzdinn leader, Tim luck, who 
h@S written that "thc statement issued by the Central Com, 
mittec of tho CPSU on June BO mnrkcd tho stage at which we 
us-a party should@.Lturn from rttrospcctivc preoccupation 
with tho rcvolutions conc<rning the cult of the individual 
und.its consequences, back to Canada and the tasks involved 
in the struggle to unito the working cluss movcmcnt.,." 
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great sensitivity of the Soviets to attacks which shew that it was the system.which gave rise to Stalin and not just historical accident, as they now would have it. 

The second major shift pertains to the co-responsibility questi In his "secret" speech, Khrushchev pointed out that it was impossible to oppose Stalin, that nothing could be done because opposition simply meant death, In the Resolution, however, there is now reference to a so-called Leninist nucleus which is allcged to have existed at some unspecified period and is alleged to have taken on the leadership of the new course after Stalin's death. It is now stated that it was indeed possible to take counteraction- during Stalin's lifetime, and it is alleged by implication that this Leninist nucleus took such counteraction, particularly during the war years when Stalin had given up the leadership as described in the Khrushchev speech. This is a new perspective on the co-responsibility question. Apparently disa tinction is made between members of this nucleus and the other loaders of the Soviet Union. The members of the nucleus have done all that could be done, even at the risk of being liquidated, although it is not stated how, all of a sudden, it was possible to take such risks. Conversely, those not in the Leninist nucleus are burdened with some responsibility for Stalin‘s crimes, If this position is meant to provide some answer to the Communists abroad, in order to calm them down and cut off their criticism of the current leadership, it is indeed a weak one. 

another shift pertains to the presentation of the Stalin case itself. In tho Resolution the personal responsibility of Stalin was still mentioned and given fairly large proportions, But these per- sonal features have new been linked up with the historical, objective circumstances justifying to a certain extent the restrictions impOScd on the Soviet people. By bringing out these objective factors, the leadership obviously attempted to water down the case against Stalin. If there was any historical necessity for some of the things he did, then his personal responsibility cannot be as great as originally featured. Thus, the Soviet leaders maneuvered themselves into a - rather paradoxical position. By calling ulon historical necessity as justification, they have admitted that in principle the Soviet system is wedded to restrictive and repressive measures, The GPSU reaction to the Poznan riots bears out their basic attitude: dis- satisfied workers equals foreign agent activity equaksreprtssien, It would seem to us that such weaknesses in the Soviet position should 

on 

be apparent also to the Communist rank and file and some of the leaders abroad. And we are inclined to think the process of questioning, which has been going on for some time now, is not going_to be stopped by self-contradictory clicho's. "

- 
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In sum; what we have seen iuring the past months was a definite 

Crisis in the do-Stalinization program. Wore or loss explosive re- 
actions on the part of the Communist Parties abroad brought about a 
modification in the position of the CPSU, designed to reduce to a 
minimum the fermentation which the release of the secret Khrushchev 
Speech accelerated. If that can be done, tho Soviets will achieve 
the major objective which they originally had in mind,' Obviously, 
they had in mind a whitewash of the Communist movement and the 
Communist Parties abroad for purposes of furthering the Communist 
Cause throushout the world, by making it more respectable, making it more acceptable to the socialists and liberals, engulfing as it were the current political scene and absorbing all "progressive, 
liberal, socialist, leftist" forces into the Sommunist stream. 
Nevertheless, the crisis will make it more difficult for Communist 
Parties tohachipve their broad united front aims, because what has been said} ahh fihai h%§*boon done cannot be undone, The stink' 
raised by the Khrushchev speech can not evaporate overnight. Th0 
crisis has also produced incr asins factionalism within many Communist Parties. Dissatisfaction with Party leaders is developing: 
if Stalin was wrong, why must the little Stalins be right? A 
fairly respectable Austrian Communist leader as well as a prominent 
Swiss leader have resiened From the Party. The British Communist 
Party has generated a small splinter group of intra-Party oppositionist . 

The Swedish "ommunist Party has suffered from a splinter movement, 
The Communist Party of Indonesia seems to be in the throes of a crisis 
at this moment: the current Secretary Genera] is under fire by the 
former secretary general and his associates, who were previously 
Ousted. Dissatisfaction with tho leaders of CPUSA is evident. Some 
defections have occurred“ 

Will the Soviets let the process work itself out without 
interference? In our opinion the Soviets will favor any process 
cwhich appears as a "genuine" do-Stalinization effort on the local 
scene, but will make sure that key positions are held by leaders 
whose loyalty to the Communist Party of the Soviet Union is un- 
questionable and/or can be ensured. 

Obviously there are a great many more thinss to be said. The 
Soviets have launched an experiment involving strenuous tactical re- 
Orientation of the movement alone the lines of the 20th Congress“ It 
is obvious that thinss have not been aoina accordins to plan and that 
there must be disagreement on the top level in the CPSU concerning 
the questions of how far this reorientation is to so and what the 
limits of such a reorientation arc, The zig-zas occurring between 
25 February and 30 June indicates such a debate. 
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The figure of Stalin was a symbol for the Communists, a 
Symbol of Communism and the Soviet system“ Such a symbol is not 
easily replaced, or for that matter obliterated; The drastic . 

reorientation demanded by the CPSU in regard to the socialists is 
a thins that has caused other Parties and otherfunctionaries to

A 

Rive voice to resentment and criticism, In some countries there 
has been talk about tho dissolution of the Communist Party and 
moraine it with socialist and liberal goups. We often wonder 
whether such a development is on the books in order to create a 
more viable and less obvious Communist group that will be able to 
manipulate the socialists. We do not know as yet how seriously 
to take the "dissolution" talks. The Communists are sure to 
develop certain unrealistic ideas today in their groping for new 
forms of Party work. The dissolution of the Communist Party and 
its re-emeraence as a "Socialist" group may be one of these un- 
realistic ideas. The feeling that the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union has lost face and is no loneer the infallible source of 
direction is shared by many Parties, It could hardly be otherwise 
in view of the poor handling of the do-Stalinization issue which we 
all witnessed. 

Many wise observers of the Communist movement claim that the 
factions that may evist on the CPSU level reach into the international 
movement, and that certain foreign leaders abroad are tied up with 
factions existing at the GPSU level. This may offer an interesting 
yardstick aeainst which to measure the various reactions and positions 
of GP leaders throuahout the world. 

More than ever will it he necessary to investiaate penetratingly 
the relations of overt and conspiratorial GP leaders abroad with Moscow. 
They are the leverage for the implementation of the "new course." 

More than ever will it be necessary to compare the local GP
p positions with the ideological line of the GPSU, in order to gauge 

exactly what this talk about national independence amounts to. Wore 
than ever will it be necessary to clarify the conspiratorial" aspects 
Of Party work in order to determine the true direction of International 
communism. 
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