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EDITORIAL

The second issue of the International Communist Review is published in a par-
ticularly crucial period of a deep capitalist economic crisis, in a period when the
bourgeois attack on people’s rights escalates, the competition between monopo-
lies and the inter-imperialist contradictions intensify. Under these conditions the
discussion about socialism published in the following pages becomes particular-
ly significant. 
The historical era of transition from capitalism to socialism which was signa-

led by the great October Revolution in 1917 has not come to an end with the tem-
porary defeat in the USSR and the other former socialist states in Europe. The Oc-
tober Socialist Revolution realised by the working class of Russia, under the gui-
dance of the Bolshevik party, which was headed by Lenin, has been the greatest
event in the 20th century and marked its beginning. 
Capitalism in its imperialist stage, despite the immense wealth it accumulates

in the hands of a small minority, cannot solve even a single problem of humani-
ty. The necessity of socialism emerges from the very irreconcilable contradictions
of the capitalist system, as a product of social development.
This revolutionary transition, which is necessary for the abolition of capitalist

exploitation, cannot be accomplished through a series of reforms but though the
revolutionary overthrow of capital’s power and the conquest of power by the wor-
king class in alliance with other popular strata; through the socialization of the
concentrated means of production which are in the hands of monopolies. That is
to say with the abolition of the private ownership of the concentrated means of
production, the extension of socialist relations of production and of central plan-
ning in all the sectors of the economy begins, in this way the boundaries which
capitalism imposed on the forces of production are successfully overcome.
Thus, the ground is prepared for a social development which meets the inte-

rests of the workers, who are the majority in society and for the scientific-techni-
cal achievements to serve the majority of the people. The construction of the new
society will be based on the mobilization of the masses through the organs of the
people’s state power and their various organizations. The vanguard action of the
Communist Party will contribute to this direction. This historical process will pa-
ve the way for the full abolition of classes through the final elimination of the ex-
ploitation of man by man, the elimination of every form of social inequality and
contradiction in the advanced communist society. 
The Great October revolution and the socialist construction inspired the for-
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the research about the causes that led to the temporary defeat. Based on the re-
examination of the events of the last years we conclude that there are new possi-
bilities to project, especially among the youth, the values and the ideals of the wor-
kers’ revolutionary movement so as to repel the anticommunist plans for the di-
stortion of historical truth. 
The aim of this issue is to defend socialism through the further study of the hi-

storical experience as well as to repel aspects of the anti-communist attack. In our
opinion, this effort can strengthen the ideological and political weapons of the
communist parties in their struggle against bourgeois and opportunist positions.

EDITORIAL

mation and development of the international communist movement. It accelera-
ted the foundation of communist parties in many countries and led to the founda-
tion of Third Communist International. It was the power that inspired and sup-
ported the struggles of the peoples for a future with freedom and social justice wi-
thout exploitation. The October revolution created the conditions for the establi-
shment of unprecedented rights to full and stable employment, education, heal-
thcare and social security. It exerted a positive influence on the gains of the wor-
king people in the capitalist world. We underline the decisive contribution of the
USSR and the Bolsheviks to the defeat of Nazism-fascism, its inestimable con-
tribution to women’s emancipation and to the collapse of colonialism. Further-
more, the influence of the ideas of the October revolution reinforced the struggle
for peace and forged internationalist solidarity. 
The counterrevolution which broke out in 1989-1991 does not negate the hi-

storical importance of the October revolution, the contribution of the USSR, of
socialism and the communist movement. The deep, critical, objective investiga-
tion of the course of socialism in the 20th century has nothing in common with
the political and ideological downgrading of this historical period by the class
enemy that seeks to rewrite history.
The analysis and recognition of revisionist views, which led to deviations du-

ring socialist construction in the USSR, is necessary for the correct and scientifi-
cally documented assessment of the causes that led to counterrevolution. It is es-
sential for the strengthening of the ideological political struggle against opportu-
nism which under the current conditions hides behind the slogan about the hu-
manisation of capitalism arguing about “socialism with democracy” or about the
“socialism of the 21st century”. 
The capitalist economic crisis and the fear of the bourgeoisie about the upsur-

ge of the class struggle and the revolutionary movement are the reasons that lead
to the anticommunist campaign against the ideas and the important historical ex-
perience that began in October. Despite the retreat of the communist movement,
due to the unpredicted victory of the counterrevolution and the capitalist restora-
tion in Eastern, Central Europe and the territory of the former USSR, the contri-
ved notions about the “end of History and the communist movement“, about the
“exhaustible possibilities of capitalism” were soon discredited. The ideas of so-
cialism are being revived as the material, intellectual and social impoverishment
of a large part of the peoples in the countries of the former socialist states was pro-
ved in practice but also because light was shed on the causes of the counterrevo-
lution. Socialism becomes the point of reference for the organisation of the strug-
gle for the emancipation of the world working class from the capitalist domina-
tion and its most violent expression that is the imperialist war. 
The material of this issue was formed on the basis of the assessment that no-

wadays it is particularly important to exchange views, to continue the theoretical
discussion about the socialist revolution and the socialist construction, as well as

INTERNATIONAL COMMUNIST REVIEW

54



HOW THE OCTOBER REVOLUTION
AND THE SOVIET UNION CONTRIBUTED

TO THE LABOUR MOVEMENT IN WESTERN
EUROPE, AND MORE PARTICULARLY IN BELGIUM.

Herwig Lerouge1

The October Revolution and the creation of the Soviet Union were by far the
most important events of the 20th century. And not only for the Soviet people
for whom it took only forty years to go from serfdom, a backward economic sy-
stem, utmost poverty, illiteracy and the colonial oppression of national minori-
ties to a modern state, the second world economy, the country with the highest
number of engineers and scientists, the first country in the world to put a satel-
lite into orbit, a country in which seventy nationalities lived together, the only
country capable of stopping the Nazi war machine when the capitalist countries
of Western Europe had capitulated after only a few weeks. 
These events were not only important for the Soviet people. The October re-

volution and the creation of the Soviet Union were by far the most important
events of the 20th century for the nations which had been colonized and ex-
ploited by the great imperialist powers. 
In addition, it would be hard to overestimate the contribution made by the Oc-

tober revolution and the Soviet Union to the labour movement in Europe. With
the overthrow of the Russian bourgeoisie in 1917, the bourgeoisie all over the
world became conscious of the fact that the working class was indeed in a po-
sition to defeat it, to overthrow capitalism and to establish a new social structure.
In October 1917, for the first time in the history of humanity, the working class
took land, factories, the transportation system, and the distribution network from
the landowners and capitalists and transformed them into social property. It set
up the socialist power of the Soviets of workers and peasants in lieu of the bo-
urgeois parliamentary system.
The October revolution proved the efficiency of the revolutionary path and

brought to light the illusory character of a peaceful transition to socialism thro-

1. Herwig Lerouge is the editor of Études marxistes and a member of the National Council
of the Workers’ Party of Belgium (Parti du Travail de Belgique).
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EEVVEERRYYTTHHIINNGG  BBEECCAAMMEE  PPOOSSSSIIBBLLEE

As early as 1918, the bourgeoisie had to accept social reforms which it had
fiercely opposed until then. On the day following the 11th of November 1918 ar-
mistice, Albert I, King of the Belgians, summoned a meeting of the Liberal Party,
the Catholic Party and the Belgian Labour Party (POB), ancestor of the Socia-
list Party, in the village of Loppem (not far from the Belgian city of Ghent)
where he was staying at the time, in order to discuss the measures to be taken to
ensure law and order once the soldiers were demobilized. The bourgeoisie was
very panicky and this state of panic had been growing since the creation of re-
volutionary councils by German soldiers in Brussels, on the pattern of those
being created all over Germany.
During the Loppem meeting it was decided to bring two socialist ministers

into the government, and to introduce universal franchise for men without a pre-
liminary revision of the Constitution. The main promoter of this operation was
Belgium’s number one banker, Émile Francqui, President of the powerful So-
ciété Générale and close friend of Émile Vandervelde, leader of the POB and of
the 2nd Socialist International. So it was that three general strikes were needed
–in 1893, 1902 and 1913–, and especially the October Revolution, for male wor-
kers –time was not yet ripe for women workers– to acquire full voting rights.
This was the first concrete demonstration of the help that could be provided by
a socialist State, even if it had not yet reached stability, to the social struggle of
the working class in capitalist countries.
Another general strike was needed, in 1919, but most of all the October re-

volution and the dread of revolutionary contamination, for the 8-hour working
day and the 48-hour week to be introduced in Belgium. This demand had alre-
ady caused tens of workers, among them those who fell in Chicago on the fa-
mous 1st of May, 1886, to be shot down by the police. Even bourgeois history
books acknowledge this: in 1918, in Belgium, the bourgeoisie’s attitude would
largely be determined by the “fear of seeing the proletarians follow the Russian
example one way or another”.3

In a few decades, the Soviet revolution was to guarantee the right to work,
the right to education and free access to health services. The 7-hour working
day and the 5-day week were introduced as early as 1956 in the USSR. Homes
were built for rest, leisure and holidays, an important network of theatres and ci-
nemas was set up, arts and sports organizations as well as libraries came into
being all over the country, down to the remotest villages. The State provided
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ugh elections, as promoted by Social Democracy. Since then, Social Democracy
has not been able to bring proof of the contrary anywhere else. Allende’s Chile
is a good reminder to this effect.

AA  RREEAACCTTIIOONN  IINN  TTWWOO  OOPPPPOOSSIINNGG  DDIIRREECCTTIIOONNSS

Immediately, the fear of revolutionary contagion spread to the whole of the
European bourgeoisie… with a double, contradictory reaction, according to the
German communist historian Kurt Gossweiler 2. 
On the one hand, the dread of revolution drove it not only to contain the la-

bour movement within certain limits, but also to eradicate and liquidate the re-
volutionary labour movement and the State which was supporting it, the Soviet
Union. This evolution led among other things to armed intervention against So-
viet Russia and an “enrichment” of the political spectrum in certain capitalist co-
untries, especially those defeated in the First World War, through the setting-up
of organizations and parties whose aim it was to eradicate communism and even
the labour movement, essentially by violent and terrorist means: fascism.
On the other hand, the Social-Democrat reformist system, which had until

then been considered unfit to govern, came to be appreciated in 1917 as a bul-
wark against revolution and was incorporated into the domination and oppres-
sion system. The Social-Democrat parties had earned their stripes by taking part
in the war effort of their respective bourgeoisies. 
Destruction and the cost of war represented a heavy burden for the popula-

tion of those among the big powers of Western Europe which had been victori-
ous, Great Britain and France ranking first. Letting their workers bear such a
burden would have very severely aggravated class antagonisms. However, it
was possible for the bourgeoisie of those countries to shift the burden to the de-
feated German rival and its colonies. It reaped much higher profits from these
colonies than those it could have gleaned from the spoliation of the workers at
home. A fraction of this pretty sum could be set aside to be distributed genero-
usly to labour leaders with the aim of corrupting them one way or another. The
bourgeoisie gave its preference to this solution, because it did not want to risk
trying to eliminate by violent means a well-organized and revolutionized labour
movement whose fighting power had been strengthened by the example of the
October revolution, and which was determined to defend the social benefits it
had acquired.
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3. J. Bartier, La politique intérieure belge (1914-1940), Bruxelles, 1953, t. 4, p. 47. Cited  in
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The latter is looked after in the factory’s day-nursery, at advantageous terms.
The mother’s contribution to the costs is minimal. The main part of the costs is
borne by the factory’s social works fund.
The presence of such institutions, in addition to that of sanatoriums, poly-

clinics, clubs, cultural centres, takes an important part of the burden of material
worry off the shoulders of the Soviet woman worker. She does not have to solve
the many problems related to ill-health, disability, old age, children’s education,
with the salary she earns, since all this is free of cost. She is protected from all
those worries that make the life of her sisters in the capitalist countries misera-
ble.
(…) Women workers in the U.S.S.R. are spared household chores to a high

degree. Most of them eat on the premises of the factory. On the other hand, low-
priced meals are provided by the ‘gastronoms’. One just has to warm them up.
Central kitchens have been installed in certain housing units, where tenants can
obtain all they want for their meals. It cannot be doubted that in the present cir-
cumstances, the well-being of male and female workers has never been left out
of sight”.4

The same newspaper saluted the accession of the USSR to the International
Labour Conference of 1931. It considered that “ to succeed in voting a conven-
tion aimed at introducing the 40-hour working week in all countries, Russia
could constitute a very favourable factor”.5

Social legislation in its entirety, its very concept, was influenced at interna-
tional level by the presence of the USSR and its social legislation. Other coun-
tries had to take it into account, even if in a biased or distorted manner. One
only has to think of the United Nations’ universal declaration of human rights
that had to go beyond the declaration born of the French revolution and had to
take social and trade-union rights into account.

FFEEAARR  OOFF  SSOOCCIIAALLIISSMM  LLEEAADDSS  TTOO  SSOOCCIIAALL  SSEECCUURRIITTYY

Social security, in the shape in which it came into being in 1945, was the
outcome of a long struggle designed to make bosses pay for the risks inherent
in their system. Life inside the capitalist system is full of uncertainties for wor-
kers. That is why workers have been struggling since the very inception of ca-
pitalism to keep an income when they are not able to work anymore because of
unemployment, disease or old age. Capitalists do not pay what the worker pro-
duces up to its full value, wages are determined by what the worker needs in
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the means for an artistic education from childhood onwards. Every Soviet citi-
zen was granted a retirement pension, men at the age of 60, women at the age
of 55. Workers did not know the threat of unemployment. Socialist power pro-
vided the foundation of equality between men and women. It freed women from
many household responsibilities. More than 75% of the population obtained at
least a high school diploma, whereas in 1917, two-thirds of the population had
been illiterate. Socialist power organized the blossoming of physics and math-
ematics, the first flight of man into space. The acquisitions of socialist culture
benefited the population at large.
Information about these achievements soon crossed the barriers erected by

anti-communist propaganda and spread to Western Europe, and to trade-union
circles… 
In the eminently anti-communist official mouthpiece of the trade-union Com-

mission of the Belgian Labour Party, Le mouvement syndical belge, (The Bel-
gian Trade-Union Movement), Berthe Labille, wife of a Socialist minister,
published an article on “La vie de l'ouvrière en URSS.” (“The life of women
workers in the USSR.”):
“Most workers eat on the premises of the factory. Dining-halls have been in-

stalled everywhere and full meals are served there at a minimal price. The fac-
tory intervenes in case of illness by providing treatment in a clinic and cure in
a convalescent home until complete recovery. (…). Today, there are 8 million
women workers in the Soviet Union, a third of the total labour force. The esti-
mate for the Kolkhozes is 25 million women workers in the fields. In a country
where unemployment does not exist, (…) they are eligible for any career, with-
out the least exception. Half of the doctors are women. (…) Women can be found
at the top in Government commissions, they run factories, official institutions,
museums etc… 
The Soviet Union is the only country in the world where women enjoy such

freedom of action as well as absolute equality with men in all fields. Equal work
gives a right to equal pay. 
A large number of measures have been adopted to allow pregnant workers to

work under special conditions and offer them a very wide protection. Atten-
dance at antenatal consultations is compulsory. There, the future mothers are
given care and advice and they are monitored at home during the whole of their
pregnancy. On the factory premises, the woman worker gets transferred if this
is required by her health condition, without any loss of salary. The woman is
sent to a maternity home for delivery, at the state’s expense. The law on social
insurance has provided women workers with a 2- month leave before delivery
and a 2-month leave afterwards, for women white-collar workers 6 weeks be-
fore and 6 weeks after. For the whole of this period, full salary is paid, as well
as a bonus for childbirth. As soon as the mother starts working again, she is pro-
vided with all the amenities necessary for her to take rest and to feed her baby.

INTERNATIONAL COMMUNIST REVIEW
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much involved in collaboration with the occupying force, side by side with Henri
De Man, President of the Belgian Labour Party (POB), steered Belgian em-
ployers through the most difficult years of their history. 
Enormous interests were at stake for Belgian employers who, for the most

part, had worked for the occupying power. They had to make concessions, for
they had a gun pointing at their head. They had to avoid “the worst”, i.e. a re-
volutionary mass movement supported by the armed partisans and inspired by
the progress made by socialism in Eastern Europe. 
Already during the war, the bourgeoisie had been preparing for this moment

from a military point of view. According to Georges de Lovinfosse, a liaison
agent between the government in exile in London and occupied Belgium: “The
risk that the armed resistance, whose control we wanted to keep, could escape
us was real … a widespread upheaval would have brought about a bloodbath in
Belgium…. my mission consisted in…. keeping the insurrection under control
at all times…The crucial problem was as follows: Who was going to assume
civil and military power in the period between Liberation and the return of the
Belgian authorities?” 7

On the other hand, a strategy of social concessions had been agreed upon
during clandestine negotiations during the war. As from 1942, some twenty
members of the managerial staff of the Belgian Christian trade union CSC would
gather at regular intervals under the leadership of their president, Auguste Cool.
According to Cool, “The days following Liberation will be crucial. That will be
the time when we will have to decide whether we want a new period of agita-
tion, class struggle, mistrust between workers and employers, division inside
the factories and businesses, or cooperation (…) We want this collaboration;
that is why we have to do our utmost to avoid disturbances, strikes, conflicts.”8

In secret discussions, bosses had made sure of the loyalty of the Socialist and Ch-
ristian-Democrat negotiators.
Professor Deleeck, who had been a Christian-Democrat senator, wrote about

this period: “In Belgium, the institutional development of dialogue economy
and social security was drawn up during the war in secret discussions between
employers and workers’ leaders belonging to all ideological tendencies. (…).
The workers undertook to accept the authority of the bosses in the firms (i.e. to
renounce the principle of nationalisation of enterprises) and to collaborate
loyally in the intensification of national production.” 9 The following crucial
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order to survive and take care of himself and his family. The reserves he is able
to accumulate are thus minimal or nonexistent. Social security was born out of
the vital necessity for workers to defend themselves. 
After the Second World War, social security as we know it today came into

being in Belgium with the decree-law of 28 December 1944. The innovation
was the obligation for employers to pay a fixed contribution in order to guaran-
tee universal insurance in matters of retirement pension, health and disability
insurance, unemployment relief, family and holiday allowances for every sala-
ried worker. Until then, bosses had been paying for their own workers only. A
demand dating back to 1890 and to the general strike of 1936 had thus finally
been fulfilled.
Belgian Social-Democrat leaders like to make believe that the social security

system was a conquest of their party and its leader, Achille Van Acker. The truth
is that it was the fear of socialist contamination that egged on employers to grant
this reform.
In 1944, the Belgian Communist Party (PCB) and the USSR were enormo-

usly popular. The PCB had been the only pre-war party with no links to the new
order to present itself as such to the population. The catholic and liberal parties
had disappeared qua political parties. The socialist leader De Man had entered
the service of the occupier and dissolved the POB as early as 1940.
As from the first months of the occupation, the communists organized stri-

kes. In May 1941, the Party called for the constitution of the Front de l’Indépen-
dance (the “Independence Front”), a wide unitary and popular movement of
resistance to the enemy. Two thousand communists sacrificed their lives resisting
fascism.

At the end of the war, sympathy for communism and the USSR was im-
mense. In Belgium, the number of members of the Communist Party had gone
up from 12,000 at the time of Liberation (in September 1944) to 103,000 in Au-
gust 1945.
The bourgeoisie was in a hurry to take measures to root out a communist-

inspired popular uprising. Robert Vandeputte had been president of the Banque
d’Emission (which was working for the Germans) during the Second World War
and would become Finance Minister a few decades later. According to him, “in
1944, business leaders were worried about revolutionary tendencies. Commu-
nism was enjoying a considerable amount of prestige. It is not without reason
that they feared expropriations and nationalisations. (…)”.6

In order to sustain capitalism at such a critical moment, employers needed so-
cialist personalities who would leap to defend reconstruction. The Social-De-
mocrat leader Van Acker, who had been a trade-union leader, and had been very

INTERNATIONAL COMMUNIST REVIEW

6. Trends, 14 October 1993, p.172. Ibidem.

7. Georges de Lovinfosse, Au service de Leurs Majestés: histoire secrète des Belges à Lon-
dres. 1974, éditions Byblos. Pp 186-187 and  196.

8. Peter Franssen and Ludo Martens.  L'argent du PSC-CVP. Editions EPO, pp 29-30.
9. Herman Deleeck, De architectuur van de welvaartstaat, ACCO, 2001 p.2. (cited in Carl

Cauwenbergh. “La Sécurité sociale n’est pas une conquête de la social-démocratie”, Étu-
des marxistes n° 27, 1995).

12 13



list countries, in an increase in public expenses as compared to total national
expenses.

Share of public expenditure in the gross national product of the United Sta-
tes (in %)

1913 7,1 1955 27,8
1929 8,1 1960 28,1
1940 12,4 1965 30,0
1950 24,6 1970 33,2

Share of public expenditure (social insurance included) in the net social pro-
duct of Germany, later the Federal Republic of Germany.12

1913 15,7 1959 39,5
1928 27,6 1961 40,0
1950 37,5 1969 42,5

Right up to the eighties, West-German trade-union leaders, among them the
almost legendary president of IG-Metall, Otto Brenner, knew from experience
that “during negotiations with the bosses, an invisible but perceptible partner
was always present at the table, the socialist GDR (German Democratic Repu-
blic-East Germany)”.13

A German trade-unionist wrote: “I was certainly no supporter of the GDR.
But in those days, there was a certain pressure during negotiations with em-
ployers. In those days things had been achieved in the GDR: payment of wages
when children were ill, lengthening of paid holidays, a free, paid day a month
for women, rules concerning the protection of mothers and children, total pro-
tection against redundancy, payment of overtime, all this had an indirect impact
on collective negotiations in the Federal Republic.” 14

NNEEGGAATTIIVVEE  PPRROOOOFF  

The most important event of the 20th century for workers all over Europe was
the October Revolution and the creation of the Soviet Union, not the participa-
tion of socialist parties in government. Proof of this can also be given in the ne-
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sentence was inserted by common consent in the Social Pact of 1944: “The wor-
kers respect the legal authority of the company managers and consider them-
selves bound to carry out their work, and to remain faithful to their duty”10. A
commentary published in a stock-market publication confirmed this: “This pas-
sage is a perfect illustration of what was aimed at by the promoters of this pact:
the creation of a structure that could erect a barrier against the establishment of
state control, as encouraged by mounting communism”.11

Thus, if the bourgeoisie’s fears were very real, they were partly unfounded.
When the PCB (Belgian Communist Party) rightly united with the patriotic bo-
urgeoisie during the war, it abandoned its autonomous programme at the same
time. It stuck to respecting the programme of the Front de l’Indépendance (FI)
(Independence Front), in which the bourgeoisie had had inserted “the respect of
constitutional liberties” (Point 6 of the programme), i.e. upholding the bourge-
ois state, the bourgeois order. It did not try to raise the aspirations of the Resi-
stance fighters further than that of “driving out the occupiers”. However, the
people were not only fighting to get the enemy out, their struggle was also aimed
at establishing a just and fraternal society, after so many years of horror. The
only thing the PCB had in view for the post-war period was to glean a few
crumbs of power through participation in the government. Shortly after Libera-
tion, the Independence Front called for the restoration of the state, its institutions,
its “constitutional liberties”. It recalled the pre-war Belgian government from
London to rule the country, whereas this very government had gone to great
lengths to protect Belgian fascists and imprison communists. The Independence
Front programme, which had been approved by the PCB, even provided for the
liquidation of the Resistance movement through its incorporation into the offi-
cial Belgian army, under the pretext that the war was not yet over, whereas eve-
rybody knew that its end was near and inevitable. For this reason, the Resistance
movement had to be disarmed.

Fear of the U.S.S.R., the power of the communist parties in certain Euro-
pean countries, their direct and indirect influence on trade-unionism weakened
the resistance of the bourgeoisie in Western Europe to social progress. This ap-
pears clearly from a comparison between tax and social security deductions (in
relation with GDP) in European countries and in the United States or Japan. Na-
tionalisations were the order of the day as well. Soon after Liberation in France,
for instance, de Gaulle had resorted to mass nationalisation: the Nord-Pas-de-
Calais mines, Renault, Air France, the energy sector, the shipping sector, four big
banks, savings banks and 34 insurance companies. This resulted, in the capita-
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tion are being dismantled and handed over to multinationals. Instead of ensuring
basic services to the population, the latter limit themselves to the distribution of
indecent dividends to the shareholders of Suez, Veolia and others. At the same
time, the needy, among them people with jobs, have to beg for energy vouchers
in order to be provided with light and heating.
Ever since the U.S.S.R. ceased to exist, 10% of the Belgian gross national

product, 10% of the total riches that had previously been devoted to social se-
curity and public services, have been shifted from the collective funds of the so-
cial security to the safes of the holders of capital.
For two years now, the capitalist world has been engulfed in a new crisis,

the worst since the thirties. World wealth has gone down. In most countries,
unemployment has risen by half. In the European Union, the increase in the
number of unemployed amounts to 5 million. 
In his polemic with the trotskyite opposition on the occasion of the 7th en-

larged Plenum of the Executive Committee of the Communist International, Sta-
lin stated: “What would happen if capitalism succeeded in smashing the
Republic of Soviets? There would set in an era of the blackest reaction in all the
capitalist and colonial countries. The working class and the oppressed peoples
would be seized by the throat, the positions of international communism would
be lost.”17 His words have come true today.
Ever since the U.S.S.R. ceased to exist, the European socialists, whose con-

tribution to its downfall is significant, have not obtained an inch more of social
progress. All this makes a fable of the argument that they should be credited
with the social advances of the 20th century. Had their policy prevailed, the So-
viet Union would never have existed and the bourgeoisie would have had no
cause for uneasiness for a long time to come. 
Right from the start of the October revolution, the Social-Democrat leaders,

among them the leaders of the Belgian Labour Party, were in the vanguard of the
struggle against the new socialist state. In May and June 1917, at the height of
the Russian democratic revolution, the POB leaders Vandervelde, De Brouckère
and De Man travelled to the Russian front in order to urge Russian workers and
peasants to continue the war against the Germans together with the French, En-
glish and Belgians. De Brouckère and his colleague De Man went so far as to
advise Russian leaders to gun down soldiers of the seventh Siberian corps who
had started a mutiny. When an international coalition headed by France and
Great-Britain, with counter-revolutionaries led by ex-tsarist officers, invaded
Russia and provoked a bloody civil war in December 1917, the leaders of the
POB took their stand on the side of the counter-revolution. During the whole of
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gative. Now that the political pressure of socialism has disappeared, it has be-
come almost impossible for the trade-union movement to progress any further.
In the Netherlands, the NRC-Handelsblad published the following revealing
headline on the occasion of the adoption, in the nineties, of a much more re-
strictive law on sickness and disability : “With Stalin alive, or, possibly, Brezh-
nev, our new legislation would not have been adopted”. 
Fernand Vandamme, philosopher and professor from Ghent, takes the same

view. “We had to set up a broad system of social security because, failing this,
we might have become communists. Now that this pressure has subsided, some
may be attracted by the idea of introducing everywhere one and the same system
based on the American pattern.” 15

Whereas competition between socialism and capitalism used to enhance so-
cial attainments, it has been replaced today by an endless downward spiral. 54
countries are poorer today than in 1990. 17 among them are situated in Eastern
Europe and what used to be the Soviet Union.16 After the destruction of most of
its industry, Eastern Europe has become a reservoir of well-trained and cheap
manpower that is made to compete with the workers of Western Europe.
Ever since the disappearance of the Soviet Union, the European labour mo-

vement has been in constant regression, in spite and even because of the practi-
cally uninterrupted participation of Social-Democrat parties in government.
Since 1989, the famous Rhineland model based on the “social market eco-

nomy” has not produced any social progress. After ninety years, our children
will be the first generation with less social protection than that of their parents.
The eight-hour working day, the five-day week and a stable job are all but me-
mories. Half the young people in Belgium start their careers with part-time jobs.
Interim jobs are precarious but they grow like poisonous fungi. In some coun-
tries, even rich ones like Germany, people have to work until the age of 67 to be
eligible for a full retirement pension. Meanwhile, millions of young people do
not find decent jobs and are unable to settle down or begin a family. It will soon
be impossible to survive without a supplementary private pension, to be treated
in a hospital without supplementary private insurance. However, such private
pensions and insurances are an inaccessible luxury for a great number of wor-
kers.
Through their Lisbon 2020 agenda, European leaders want to reinforce the

famous “flexicurity”. They are planning to reconsider an important part of the
social advances made in the matters of labour contracts and the right to notice. 
The public services in charge of energy, transport, mail and water distribu-
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in the second place, and, finally, to competition with State socialism”. 
Gossweiler wonders why pressure from the socialist countries comes last in

Gysi’s enumeration: “This is strange: all the institutions which are deemed by
Gysi to have contributed to social progress still exist today. Moreover, it was
Social Democracy that was in power in the first years of the 21st century, not
with the right, but with the Green Party! However, since the exact date when
‘competition with State socialism’ came to an end, these institutions have not
achieved anything for the workers. They have not even been able to prevent a
retreat from the achievements of this competition era. All we can see now is re-
cession, and things got worse under Schroeder. I am not even talking about the
latest achievement of Social Democracy: the return of Germany as a power ta-
king part in wars”. 
And one may wonder, together with Gossweiler, why Gysi, with his great

admiration for the achievements of the old Social Democracy “does not go fur-
ther in singing the praises of reforms such as the agrarian reform through which
the land of the GDR was given to those who till the soil, or the collectivisation
of the means of production through expropriation of the big banks and indu-
stries, the realization of equality of rights for women, the generalization of the
education system, free health care, the right to work. These are achievements
which no Social-Democrat party ever attained. They existed in the German De-
mocratic Republic (GDR). According to the new Gysi-style socialists, Social
Democracy is the only institution worthy of respect. As far as the real historical
achievements of the GDR are concerned, in Gysi’s own words uttered at the
Berlin Congress of the SDP in January 1999, we must “bring to light without any
compunction and criticise the relations that existed in the GDR”. What conclu-
sion can we draw from this? The new socialists only appreciate and defend re-
forms that do not touch capitalism. Those which deprive capitalism of its
foundations are only worthy of ‘blunt’ criticism”.

TTHHEE  RREEVVOOLLUUTTIIOONNAARRYY  OOCCTTOOBBEERR  LLEEGGAACCYY

No, the liquidation of the socialist states did not mean “progress towards fre-
edom”, it was a counter-revolutionary process which overthrew the social and
human conquests of the peoples of the East! 
Today, the debate between the upholders of the revolutionary legacy of Oc-

tober and the supporters of a new variety of traditional Social Democracy is on
the agenda. The traditional version of Social Democracy is more and more di-
scredited in the working class. Some want to take its place by talking about “mo-
dern socialism”, a system in which it would not be necessary to socialize the
means of production. They promise, without wanting to disturb the economic fo-
undations of the system, an “advanced socialist alternative”, “peace”, “social
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the civil war, the POB journal, Le Peuple, led a violent campaign against the
October Revolution and the other revolutions in Europe. In December 1918, it
declared that “were the Spartakists to win in Germany, an intervention by Anglo-
French troops would be needed.” In May 1919, it supported the foreign inter-
vention against Soviet authority.18

TTHHEE  NNEEWW  SSOOCCIIAALLIISSTTSS

But here come the “new socialists”. They retrieve this tale from the refuse-
bin of history. They defend the reformist system of the “old socialists” against
the neo-liberals of the Schröder and Blair-style Social-Democratic system. In
Germany, the leader of “Die Linke”, Gregor Gysi, belongs to this movement. In
August 1999, he published “12 arguments for a modern socialism policy”19 He
writes about “the Social-Democrat era” and its great conquests: “the develop-
ment of productivity, innovation and the raising of the cultural level of broad
strata of the population, that have been obtained in the course of the past fifty
years thanks among other things to the great influence of social democracy”
(Argument 2). 
In a scathing criticism of these arguments, the German communist historian

Kurt Grossweiler20 has declared: “Increase in productivity and innovation have
nothing to do with Social Democracy. During this so-called Social-Democrat
period, the USA had taken the lead in these evolutions. Moreover, if we take
into account the second half of the 20th century, we can observe that the SPD
(social democrats) participated in the government for only 16 years and headed
the government for only 13 years. For 37 years, it was the CDU (Christian de-
mocrats) that was steering the course. A similar situation prevailed in the other
countries of Western Europe”. 
Gysi describes this period as “a long period of prosperity, full employment,

growth of purchasing power linked to the increase in productivity, social bene-
fits linked to the growth of income from labour, during which, however, poverty
could not be totally erased. The population’s participation was on the increase:
workers’ participation in the management of companies. Institutions for the de-
fence of workers’ rights were set up: they partially replaced the principle of ca-
pital by that of social participation. All this was made possible thanks to the
trade unions in the first place, to Social Democracy and the Socialist movements
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THE IMPORTANCEOFTHE CRITICALASSESSMENT
OFTHE SOCIALISTCONSTRUCTION INTHE
20th CENTURYFORTHE STRENGTHENING

OFTHE LABORMOVEMENTAND
FORAN EFFECTIVE COUNTER-ATTACK

By Aleka Papariga 1

When we made public the subject of our 18th Congress, which, besides the
mandatory overview of our work, included as a special subject our conclusions
from socialist construction, several friends of the Party wondered whether it was
advisable, under the current conditions and while the signs of the economic ca-
pitalist crisis had already become visible in the international scene, to focus on
such an important issue which, in their opinion, might not have been at the top of
the agenda.
It is not necessary, of course, to remind the reaction raised in the bourgeois

press, the ironic and bitter comments of well-known journalists, who were an-
noyed by our decision to dealwith this issue as they knewbeforehandwhywe to-
ok such a decision.Their reaction is quite understandable from their point of view;
they have a sharp instinct, they catch everything that can give strength and dyna-
mic to the revolutionary movement.
From the very first moment that we realized that the infamous course of pere-

stroika was nothing else but the beginning of the counterrevolution and the tem-
porary defeat of the socialist system, we understood that we had to bear the brunt
of giving answers to all progressive people –and to ourselves as well- who were
reasonablywonderingwhat happened. Evenmore so, since it was proved thatwe
were not at all prepared for such a tragic development; we had not anticipated it
and, unfortunately,we did not have the appropriate reflexes in order to react, even
just before the lowering of the red flag from the Kremlin.
Of course, our Partywas not a party in power and thereforewedidn’t have any

direct responsibility in socialist construction. Nevertheless, our position that re-
garded our Party as part of the problem was quite correct. Besides, the counter-
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1. General Secretary of the Central Committee of Communist Party of Greece.

justice”, “sustainable development”, which is what we all hope for.
Nevertheless, the multiple crisis in which capitalism finds itself offers op-

portunities and possibilities for socialism to be brought back to the centre of po-
litical debate. This is what Joseph Stiglitz, who resigned from his post as chief
economist of theWorld Bank, had to admit: “(…) no crisis, especially one of this
severity, recedes without leaving a legacy. And among this one’s legacies will
be a worldwide battle over ideas – over what kind of economic system is likely
to deliver the greatest benefit to the most people. Nowhere is that battle raging
more hotly than in the Third World, among the 80 percent of the world’s popu-
lation that lives in Asia, Latin America, and Africa (…). In much of the world
(…) the battle between capitalism and socialism (…) still rages. (…) The for-
mer Communist countries generally turned, after the dismal failure of their post-
war system, to market capitalism, replacing Karl Marx with Milton Friedman as
their god. The new religion has not served them well. (…) Many countries may
conclude not simply that unfettered capitalism, American-style, has failed but
that the very concept of a market economy has failed, and is indeed unworka-
ble under any circumstances.” 21

Now that the most severe crisis in seventy years has hit us, it has to be said
without any ambiguity: market economy, capitalism, does not work. It is not
possible to create a version of it which would be exempt of crises, unemploy-
ment and wars. It can only be replaced through a socialist revolution, the socia-
lization of the main means of production, political power for the workers,
democracy for the greatest number.
The twentieth century will have been the century of the dress-rehearsal for

the world socialist revolution. That experience, with its positive and negative
aspects, allows the anti-capitalist forces to acquire a better understanding of the
historical soundness of the principles of the October revolution. Indeed, faith-
fulness to Marxist-Leninist principles brought victories to the revolutionary for-
ces all over the world in the first half of the twentieth century, while their
progressive liquidation during the second half of that century has brought about
bitter defeats at world level.
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Under the conditions of socialism, right-wing opportunismonce again proves
itself to be a counterrevolutionary force, a force splitting the revolutionary com-
munistmovement. If it is not dealtwith on time, if it is underestimated, then it can
strike a destructive blow and push the communist movement decades back.
The years 1989-1991 were one of the hardest periods of our Party, even com-

pared with the conditions of illegality or with the defeat in the civil war of 1946-
1949. The reason is that these previous periods were marked by the existence of
the rising communist movement, the formation of the socialist system in Europe
and the improvement in the international correlation of forces.Therefore, the dif-
ficulties or the defeat in one country could not create such a profound turbulence
and disappointment.
KKE finally managed to find its way relatively on time, mutatis mutandis of

course; it managed to overcome the crisis, to stand on its own feet and maintain,
evenduring that period that all signswere against us, a reputation and an influence
among the people.
The class enemy embraced the cadres who left the party with all its mecha-

nisms and in all its forms; helping themsystematically,while launching, at the sa-
me time, an open anti-communist campaign against KKE, using all ideological
and political means, as well as the most vile slander.
The course of other fraternal communist parties that did not bring the crisis to

the surface shows that they did not ultimately avoid adventures. Some of them
chose to leave aside the problem of the victory of the counterrevolution, due to
the fear of a possible or certain split and engaged in the daily struggle for the im-
mediate and vital problems, without, however, renewing their programme after
the enormous negative changes.
Irrespective of their wishes and desires, irrespective of their intentions (of co-

urse, in certain cases, the intentions were not at all innocent) they had troubles in
due course and they still have, as they are exposed to significant and irreconcila-
ble contradictions.Acommunist party cannot copewith the immediate issues, let
alone the medium-term ones, if it does not chart a clear line towards socialism. It
will be a trip without prospect that will finally lead to assimilation, to the diffi-
culty to meet the challenges that the daily problems pose.
Nowadays, 20 years after the split, under the conditions of a worldwide defe-

at of the revolutionary movement (temporary, but deep and with long-term con-
sequences), KKE has regrouped itself organisationally, ideologically and politi-
cally. It has an increasing political influence; it plays a significant role in the class
struggle in our country, while it makes efforts for the regroupment of the interna-
tional communist movement. On the contrary, the political organisation of op-
portunism, despite the support it enjoys, has not managed to increase its political
influence; it suffers from internal disputes over its tactics, it constantly seeks “re-
newal”, appealing mainly to several highly-paid segments of the civil servants
and to well-placed Intellectuals.We do not underestimate them. Our struggle in-
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revolutionary stormaffected all communist parties, causing internal crises, splits,
completemutation of several parties, confusion and even existential questions to
some others.
During the first period that determined the fate of socialism in the USSR, na-

mely from 1989 until 1991, KKE entered a deep ideological, political and orga-
nizational crisis that led to a split, with a significant number of the members of
the CC, led by the general secretary of the CC, leaving the Party.
What theywere actually supportingwas the historical condemnation of the re-

volutionary movement, of the course of socialist construction and the transfor-
mation of the Party to a left opportunist party diffused inside a left alliance, that
would restrict itself to certain reforms, to the management of the system.
The crisis brought to the surface the existence of a strong opportunist current

in the leadership of the Party which enjoyed the approval of the bourgeois politi-
cal system. The crisis that KKEwent through was not merely an imported crisis.
We have never attributed it solely to the victory of the counterrevolution and its
impact within the Party. The international developments accelerated its outbre-
ak, but, above all, determined the extent of the losses incurred, in the sense that
the bitterness caused by the sudden realisation of the backslidingmade it difficult
for thousands of communists to see from the very first moment the character of
the crisis in the Party and led to their demobilization.
The members of the CCwho took an active role in the overcoming of the cri-

sis or realised it during its course, even in the nick of time, should never forget th-
at we had the obligation to have posed this problem clearly to themembers of the
Party, so as to develop the inner party debate and struggle, where all themembers
of the Party would be involved and form a truemajority. This was dictated by the
statutes of our Party, which establishes democratic centralism and guarantees the
conditions of inner-party democracy
When the rift in the leadership of the Party has to dowith issues of strategy, is-

sues that literally concern the existence of the Party, then the problem cannot be
solved by the leading body itself; it can become concealed, although it exists and
it can literally dynamite the Party.
Under such conditions, splits are inevitable.Asplit is not a tragic development

in a general and abstract sense. It ultimately leads to the expulsion from the re-
volutionary Party of all those forces -above all of the cadres- who have chosen
the path of compromise, who have chosen to play with the rules of the bourgeois
political system. In such cases a split leads to the necessary purging, provided th-
at all possibilities have been exhausted and there’s no other option left.
If we had behaved in a such a fashion on time, without the unjustified fear of

a split (under the specific conditions at the national and international levels) ma-
ny members and several cadres of the party would not have strayed from the ri-
ght path; they wouldn’t have been led to demobilization in such a critical period
for the popular movement in general.
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Congress that we do not have to do with a collapse, but with a counterrevolution
that used perestroika as its vehicle.
It was really a bold decision sincewe knew that it would be a gigantic task;we

had to carry out a scientific investigation, not a superficial or emotional appro-
ach, of the entire course of socialist construction in the field of the socialist rela-
tions of production, in the field of the economy and not merely at the level of the
political superstructure as many parties did.
We realised thatwehad to examine the entire course of the unprecedented task

of socialist construction, as it was not possible for the founders of scientific so-
cialism-communism to predict the progress of socialist construction and the new
problems that would arise. Our decision to begin at the origin of things, our awa-
reness that the counterrevolutionwas notmerely the result of external factors, but
also had roots within the very socialist countries, did not lead us to the rejection
of the socialism that was constructed. From the very first moment we underlined
its superiority, its great, valuable, irreplaceable contribution in international de-
velopments, in the struggle of the working class and the peoples. Our investiga-
tion confirmed and consolidated the contribution of the socialist system led by
the countrywhere socialismwas constructed for the first time, namely theUSSR.
In 1995, after having taken into account the opinions and the comments of the

communist parties,withwhichwehad relations at the international level,we held
a national Party Conference (following an inner party discussion) that discussed
and voted a document with the first conclusions regarding the objective and sub-
jective causes of the counterrevolution.
Of course, this document leftmany issues about the socialist economy and the

superstructure unanswered. Nevertheless, it provided us with an essential mate-
rial that allowed us to defend in an aggressive fashion Marxist-Leninist theory
and the theory of scientific socialism in general. We highlighted in a critical fa-
shion the mistakes that were made, the basis that enabled their development, the
way in which mistaken assessments and choices paved the way for the opportu-
nist deviation. This document was mainly based on the material from the socia-
list construction in theUSSR.This does notmean that our investigation is not ex-
tended to the other socialist countries. However, it was practically easier to focus
on the first country that provided the experience of socialist construction.
The 1995 resolution provided us with the position that socialism had in fact

been constructed, as opposed to the view arguing that state capitalism and wor-
kers’ bureaucracy existed in the USSR. It provided us with the position that the
counterrevolution had started from the top, from the parties in power themselves.
We concluded that the 20th Congress of the CPSU constituted a turning point

towards the strengthening of the counterrevolutionary forces, followed by the
subsequent economic reforms of 1965.
After 1995we turned a new page in the deeper study of socialist construction,

using amore extended bibliography, increasing our cooperationwith communist
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cludes a firm ideological political front against the opportunist views that, under
the conditions of imperialism, can strengthen andpoison the rising radicalismwh-
ich has a dynamic tendency under the conditions of the capitalist economic cri-
sis. Even if it is not shaped organisationally, due to its relationshipwith social de-
mocracy, opportunism, as a branch of bourgeois ideology, is always dangerous
and corrosive, both in periods of the movement’s decline or counterattack. It is
for that reason that opportunist ideas are acceptable among liberal and social de-
mocratic parties, evenwhen they criticise the political representatives of such ide-
as, especially in periods that they seek open and not covert allies.When they ha-
ve to face a revolutionary communist party, they need them either as views or as
supporters of parties that serve as an obstacle to the popular movement. Oppor-
tunists are always useful for the system. Both the past and the recent history of
the movement in Greece offer plentiful examples.
From the very first moment that the ideological-political unity of KKE was

restored at the endof 1991,we realised that the strengtheningofKKE, its influence
on socio-political developmentswould be impossible unlessweprovided answers
regarding the objective and subjective causes for the victory of the counterrevo-
lution; unless we reached conclusions; unless we answered above all to the wor-
king class of our country whether our choice to defend socialism, the October re-
volution and the USSRwas correct or not.
We do not forget that thousands of Greek communists weremurdered, execu-

ted, because they chose not to save their life by signing a statement condemning
the CPSU, the USSR and Stalin. We had to assume our responsibility to give an
answer to the thousands of questions posed by themembers of the party andKNE,
by the friends and supporters of the party, but also bywell-intentioned people.We
have always felt as an integral part of the international communist movement th-
at has a share both in the positive, as well as in its negative aspects.
We knew that it was a difficult and responsible task to give answers to an is-

sue of world importance, given that it was not possible to cooperate initially wi-
th the communist parties of the former socialist countries since they had been dis-
solved or mutated.
We established relationswith new communist parties that were founded in th-

ese countries, as well as withMarxist scientists.Wemanaged to collect a signifi-
cant portion of the material from the discussions held within the CPSU and the
scientific institutes, of the different views on the course of the socialist construc-
tion, especially after World War II. At the same time, we linked this problem to
the international conditions, the international correlation of forces, as well as the
situation that existed in the international communist movement.
Examining things nowadays, after a considerable time interval has elapsed

since 1991,we realise howbeneficial and crucial has been our choice to focus our
research not merely to the last period, but to the entire course from the very be-
ginning, from the victory of theOctoberRevolution, afterwe had specified in our
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different strategic goal, namely a state power different from theworkers’state po-
wer; it does not justify an intermediate power between the capitalist and the wor-
ker’s state power. The class character of the worker’s state power that the com-
munist party strives is given. Of course it will have to pursue a policy of alliances
and maneuver in order to gather and prepare forces.
KKE expresses this position with its line for the anti-imperialist anti-mono-

poly democratic front, as an alliance of the working class with the small and me-
dium sized farmers and the self-employed. However, the very communist party
should not confuse the line for the gathering of forceswith its strategic goal; it sh-
ould not give up its independent, ideological-political strategic position, its inde-
pendent organizational entity due to its participation in the various forms of the
organizations of the alliance.
KKEmade such mistakes in the past.We have draw conclusions collectively

that, in our opinion, are of international importance.
Uneven development means uneven political and social development; it me-

ans that the preconditions for the outbreak of the revolutionary situation can emer-
ge sooner in a country or a group of countries, which under specific conditions
may constitute the “weakest link” in the imperialist system. This is particularly
important nowadays, that developments and reshufflings take place in the impe-
rialist system and the contradictions intensify both inwithin the countries aswell
as in the imperialist system. Thus, we consider that every Communist Party and
the working class of each country have the internationalist duty to contribute to
the international class struggle, by successfully utilizing the nationwide crisis for
the destabilization–overthrow of the bourgeois power, for the conquest of power
and the socialist construction.
In the program of our party, which was formed in the 15th Congress, we state

that the coming revolution in Greece will be a socialist revolution.
Irrespective of the size of the country, its position in the international impe-

rialist system, irrespective of which continent it belongs to, we consider that the
new society, the socialist relations which are formed by the revolutionary wor-
kers’ state power dohave commoncharacteristics.Wedonot agreewith the views
arguing about different “models” of socialism and the “national peculiarities” th-
at negate the laws. The reality in each society e.g. the size of the rural population,
the level of the means of production etc does not negate the general tendencies
and principles.
Another crucial issue is to form a unitary perception on a fundamental issue,

that is whether the new socialist relations can emerge through reforms, without
the profound clash-overthrow with the bourgeois power and its bodies.
Although it has been dealt with, both theoretically and practically, it arises

again and exerts pressure on communist parties, that often declare their faith to
Marxism Leninism. It is a fundamental issue for the strategy of the communist
movement.
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scientists from countries that had constructed socialism, as well as with commu-
nist parties, organising seminars and trips, using extensivematerialwhich has be-
en translated with the assistance of Marxist scientists.
The CC elaborated for a long period a newmore comprehensive document th-

at focused on the socialist relations of production, on the field of the socialist eco-
nomyand in 2008we formulated a draft documentwhichwas discussed two times
within the party down to the level of the Party Base Organisations and in KNE.
We collected comments, questions, even opinions that expressed a different

viewpoint and then this document became a pre-congress document and a sepa-
rate subject in the 18th Congress that took place in February 2009. The draft text
of the theses was sent to all communist parties with which we maintain relations
and we asked for their comments and reflections.
We were conscious of the fact that such a big issue that determines the cha-

racter and the strategy of the Party should not be merely a document of the CC,
but that it should be approved by the Congress of our Party.
The discussion within the party and KNE turned a new page in our action; it

changed to a great extent the atmospherewithin and around the party,withinKNE,
among the young people that approach the Party and experience an anti-commu-
nist storm. The young people who were born either a little before perestroika or
after the overthrow are more vulnerable to the reactionary, un-scientific propa-
ganda.
The pre-congress discussion created an atmosphere of confidence that KKE

is able to examinewith courage andboldnessmajor theoretical issues, to take self-
critical positions, to level criticism without resorting to nihilism and the ad-nau-
seam reference to “mistakes”,without allowing the class enemyandopportunism
to utilize this criticism at the expense of the movement.
As it is mentioned in the 18th Congress, bourgeois polemics against the com-

munistmovement, appearing quite often in the formof intellectual elitism, are ai-
med against the revolutionary core of the working class movement. It fights in
general against the necessity of revolution and its political product, the dictator-
ship of the proletariat, that is the revolutionaryworking class state-power. In par-
ticular, it fights against the product of the first victorious revolution, the October
Revolution in Russia, struggling with fierceness against every phase where the
Revolution exposed and combatted counter-revolutionary activities, the oppor-
tunist supports,which ultimately, directly or indirectly,weakened theRevolution,
both at social and political levels.
Nowadays in the modern capitalist societies, in the societies of monopoly ca-

pitalism, the material preconditions for the transition to socialism-communism
have matured to a great extent, namely there is concentration of production and
working class. Unevenness is definitely an important element for the designation
of strategic duties e.g. alliances, prediction of the chain that can accelerate the in-
tensification of the contradictions. Nevertheless, unevenness does not justify a
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the law of value as the basis for the distribution of the social production constitu-
te a violation of the socialist relations. The specific, temporary choice to give a
higher remuneration to the specialized andmanagerial labour is a different issue.
In socialism the only “measure” of labour is the labour time, that symbolizes the
planned individual contribution to the formation of the total social product. We
highlight the need to investigate further the issues that concern the wage policy
followed in the USSR and the other countries of Eastern and Central Europe.
The starting point of the socialist construction is the immediate socialization

of the concentratedmeans of production. Taking into account the current dimen-
sions of the capitalist economy, we refer to the strategic sectors that capitalism
itself has concentrated into huge stock companies and monopoly groups. New
EconomicPolicy is utilised nowadays in order to justify the extended concessions
to the capitalist relations, as inChina,where they have nowdominated, and in the
USSR in the last years of the 1980s.
We believe that NEPwas a specific particularity in Soviet Russia after the ci-

vil war and the foreign intervention. Lenin regarded that NEP had a short–term
character, as a need for the transition from war communism due to the imperia-
list intervention and the civil war. The prospect of the abolition of NEP in the ne-
ar future was clear for Lenin.
The point is that the workers’ revolutionary power must plan and act with the

aim to abolish the exploitative relation between salaried labour and capital. In th-
at sense, we consider impossible the long coexistence of communist and capita-
list relations in the framework of the socialist construction.As the experience in
the USSR showed, the question “who-whom” will soon emerge in practice.
Communist production – even in its immature stage – is directly social pro-

duction: the division of labour does not take place for exchange, it is not effected
through themarket, and the products of labour that are individually consumed are
not commodities.
Commoditymoney relations cease to existwith the eradication of the elements

of the old system that reproduce them.This is not realised spontaneously but con-
sciously, through the policy of the workers’ state power. This means that the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat must have a policy for the eradication of the elements
of the old society and the participation of every individual labour to the direct so-
cial labour.
Weaccept the existence of commoditymoney relations in the exchange of pro-

ducts between the socialist and cooperative production. Nevertheless, the direc-
tion of the socialist construction must be the eradication of the commodity-mo-
ney relations and it should be followed by the appropriate policy, namely byme-
asures for the acceleration of the process of merging the smallest forms of coo-
peratives with bigger ones, for the development of bigger forms of cooperatives,
their maturation -from the view point of material conditions- so as to pass to the
direct social production.
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In our opinion, the action of the worker’s and people’s masses during the re-
volutionary situation entails the challenging-clash with all the bodies of the bo-
urgeoisie till their demolition and the formation of the neworgans of theworker’s
state power.
Only in that way can the bourgeoisie lose its political power, its domination;

only in that way can we beat its resistance since it has never given up its power
voluntarily. The concept of the socialist revolution does not restrict to the over-
throw of the bourgeois power but
extends during the entire course for the consolidation and dominance of the

communist relations, till the complete eradication of the classes.
One of the most significant conclusions is the highlighting of the character of

the socialist society as an undeveloped form, as an initial stage of the communist
society.
We saw that, althoughMarx, Engels andLenin had a clear theoretical position

on the character of socialism, in practice this positionwas interpreted so as to sug-
gest a consummate distinct society whose development would lead to commu-
nism.
Irrespective of intentions, this arbitrary division of the communist society in-

to socialist and communist societies constituted the basis for the strengthening of
opportunist views, both in the field of the socialist relations of production, aswell
as in the field of the superstructure. It undermined the character of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat, of nationwide planning; it undermined the character of the
Communist Party, as an ideological political vanguard of the working class du-
ring the consolidation and the development of the new society. It undermined the
character of the central planning and finally led to the weakening of the socialist
relations of production, instead of their reinforcement. On this basis, we can ex-
plain the strengthening of the counterrevolutionary forces on the political super-
structure.
Our party believes that according to the theory ofMarxism Leninism as well,

socialism is the immature communism, that is the lower stage of the communist
society; namely communism,which is just coming from the bowels of capitalism
and has to be based on the economic-technical basis inherited by capitalism.
Nevertheless, the main laws of the communist society are valid in socialism:

the socialization of the concentrated means of production, the expanded repro-
duction aiming at the satisfaction of the social needs, the central planning, the
workers’ control, and to some extent the distribution according to the needs (e.g
education, healthcare etc).Due to the very immature character of socialism, a part
of the social product (those destined for individual consumption) is distributed
according to the principle “to each according to its labour”.
We take into account the theoretical struggle in the USSR and we will conti-

nue our investigation on this issue.
However, our party believes that the perception and the policy which regards
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andprogramming,withworker’s control,we can improve todayour ability to link
our tactics with our strategy, to propagate to the people our alternative which is
linked with the problem of power.
Whenwe highlight the gains that were achieved under socialism, that despite

the mistakes, the omissions and objective obstacles due to the negative correla-
tion of forces were unprecedented and incomparable to those of the working pe-
ople under capitalism, we not only expose the slanders, but we also prove that th-
ere exist possibilities to solve workers’ and people’s problems, that there is a so-
lution and a prospect.
We give a substantive content to our struggle against bourgeois ideology,

against reformism and opportunism.
International opportunism has regrouped itself in Europe through the Euro-

peanLeft Party, utilizing the victory of the counterrevolution, the disappointment
and the confusion that followed. In other continents e.g. inAmerica it tries to pro-
mote the social democratic perception on socialismand tomanipulate radical pro-
gressive parties and movements that are in a process of awakening.
TheGreek communistswho have accumulated experience of 92 years of con-

tinuous struggle do not have the right to forget that the bourgeoisie supports eve-
ry ideological and political deviation from the principles and the laws of the re-
volutionarymovement, of the theory of scientific socialism.The attack of the bo-
urgeoisie focuses on the issues of “socialist democracy” and is particularly into-
lerant vis-a-vis the period in which the socialist base of the USSR was construc-
ted, because it was that period that determined the victory of socialism.
As it is stressed in the Resolution of the 18th Congress “We examine things in

a critical and self-critical manner so as to make KKE, as part of the international
communist movement, stronger in the struggle for the overthrow of capitalism,
for the construction of socialism. We are studying and judging the course of so-
cialist construction in a self-critical manner, that is with full consciousness that
our weaknesses, theoretical shortcomings and mistaken evaluations also consti-
tuted part of the problem.”
We move on to the further study and enrichment of our programmatic perce-

ption on socialism,with collective spirit, awareness of the difficulties and the sh-
ortcomings and class determination.We accept that the future historical study by
our Party and the communist movement internationally will definitely shed mo-
re light to the experience from the USSR and the other socialist countries. Some
of our assessments might need to be completed, improved or deepened. Further-
more, the development of the theory of socialism-communism is a necessity, a li-
ving process, a challenge both for our Party and the international communistmo-
vement, nowadays but also in the future.
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Weunderstand that several countries as for instance Greece, which has relati-
vely wider strata of small commodity producers (e.g. in agriculture), require the
alliance with such strata during the process of the socialist construction to be en-
sured through the productive cooperatives that will be subjugated to the central
planning, as a transitional form aiming at the formation of the material and sub-
jective conditions for the substantial participation of the self employed in the di-
rect social production, for the complete socialization of themeans of production.
We support the principle of the central planning in the economy, production

and the distribution of the manpower and the distribution of the products of the
socialist production andwe believe that nowadayswe should investigate how the
Communist party can guarantee in each phase the timely and complete utilisation
of scientific technical achievements in the central planning, so as to express the
socialist laws as a product of the subjective factor and therefore function effecti-
vely as regards the goals of the extended socialist production and distribution.
From this point of view, we regard, as mistaken the political choice, that held

sway after the 20th Congress of the CPSU and especially after 1965, regarding
the utilization of the mechanisms and the laws of the market for the correction of
mistakes and the overcoming of shortcomings in the central planning (e.g. enter-
prise profits, establishment of enterprises’ self-management etc.).
In socialism at the level of power corresponds the revolutionary dictatorship

of the working class which is a prerequisite for the transformation of the social
relations and above all of the relations of production and the superstructure as
well.Dictatorship of the proletariat , despite the slanders of the bourgeois and pet-
ty- bourgeois propaganda, is the very type of state that manages to de-marginali-
se the proletarianmasses as opposed to the bourgeois parliamentarianism.The at-
traction of workers’masses to the organs of the state power, which are built on a
productive base, in social services etc, has to do with the ability of party and the
confirmation of its revolutionary leading role in practice. In these organs, with
the assistance of the respective party organizations, theworking class learns how
to perform the three functions of power: how to decide, how to perform and how
to control.Another special issue for the revolutionaryworkers’power is to attract
the non proletarian or semi-proletarian strata to the prospect of socialism. This
entails the plan of respective organs e.g. in the cooperatives, in the self-employed.
The Resolution of the 18th Congress on socialism signalled the transition to a

new phase of ideological and political counterattack.
The investigation of socialist construction helped us to enrich our perception

on socialism that we had elaborated in 1996 in the 15th Congress of our Party.
The document on socialismdoes notmerely help us to answer to the class ene-

my. This is one aspect, but we didn’t have only this goal. Having clarified in the
collective consciousness of the party what socialist construction is, how the pro-
blems of socialization, of social stratification, of the class struggle that sharpens
are being solved, what happenswith commodity-money relations, with planning
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THE 1956 COUNTER-REVOLUTION
IN HUNGARYANDTHE PRESENT-DAY

ANTI-COMMUNIST PROPAGANDA

by Eva Lang

In the years of 1989-90 a bourgeois counter-revolution took place in Hunga-
ry. Opportunist and revisionist forces inside the leadership of the former Hunga-
rian Socialist Workers’ Party (HSWP) made a bargain with capitalist circles of
the USAandGermany and handed over the power to internal bourgeois counter-
revolitionary forces.TheMarxistwing inside theHSWPproved unable to defend
the achievements of socialism. Later those who surrendered the socialism reor-
ganised themselves into theHungarian Socialist Party and joined the political sy-
stem of capitalist Hungary. Neither canwe neglect the role of the opportunist po-
licy of the former leadership of the Soviet Union, that betrayed socialism.
The bourgeois forces which gained power in 1990 consider the 1956 their hi-

storical ideal. On this ideal is based the whole political and ideological system of
capitalistHungary. It also constitutes themainmeans of the present-day anti-com-
munist propaganda.

DDIIRREECCTTIIOONNSS  OOFF  TTHHEE  AANNTTII--CCOOMMMMUUNNIISSTT  PPRROOPPAAGGAANNDDAA

The modern Hungarian bourgeois elite regards the events of the 1956 as “re-
volution and war of independence”. The main aim of the anti-communist propa-
ganda is to make people except such an interpretation of the 1956. The term re-
volution also means to them, that everything that was done in the socialist Hun-
gary during the period from 1948 to 1956 is unacceptable and should to be thrown
away.
The “war for independence” in bourgeois interpretation means that Hungarian

people carried a heroic struggle against the Soviet Union and – as the present-day
memorial plaques run – “here in Budapest heroic Hungarian patriots won a victo-
ry over the most powerful army of the world”. According to the argumentation of
capitalist propaganda the Soviet troops began military operations against Hunga-
ry without declaration of war. 2652 Hungarian citizens were killed in battle and

33



cialist construction which made possible a considerable development of Hunga-
rian industry and agriculture, fast and marked improvement of living standards,
free health care and education, general provision of pensions. Today’s Hungary
is still living at the expense of resources accumulated in the years of socialism.

BBOOUURRGGEEOOIISS  IINNTTEERRPPRREETTAATTIIOONN  OOFF  11995566

The first arrangement of the bourgeois forces, which came to power in the
spring of 1990, was to secure legally the bourgeois interpretation of the 1956
events. The Act XXVIII of 1990 says, that in 1956 there was “revolution and war
for independence”. A combination of these two expressions itself is aimed to ma-
nipulate peoples, as it uses the terms which early were applied only in regard to
the Hungarian revolution and war of independence of 1848-49. The events of
1848-49 for all Hungarian nation mean the same and everybody considers its an-
niversary a National Day. The Act of 1990 declares political and spiritual conti-
nuity of 1948, 1956 and 1989. “These glorious events of the latest Hungarian hi-
story can be compared only to the revolution and war for independence of 1948-
49. The Hungarian revolution in autumn of 1956 laid the foundation for hopes th-
at it is possible to establish a democratic social system and no sacrifice is in vain
for the sake of the independence of homeland. The reprisal, which followed the
revolution, though it restored the former regime, was unable to extirpate the spi-
rit of 1956 from the soul of Hungarian people. The Parliament declares, that ac-
cording to the spirit of 1956 it will do everything in the interests of multi-party
democracy, human rights and national independence».
As a matter of fact this law orders what one should think about the 1956. Ob-

viously this law is directed against socialism, against communist forces. At the
same time from the very beginning they are also using another method – anti-
sovietism. From this time on the Soviet Union is represented as oppressor, ex-
ploiter and dictator. This approach is secured by the Act XVII of 2001 “On the
significance of restoring independence and on the Day of Hungarian Indepen-
dence”. The Act says: “On 19 March of 1944 our country was occupied by Ger-
many, and as a result of that our homeland had been suffering the horrors of war
and national-socialist and nyilashist rule. And though the victory of the allied po-
wers brought an end to the German occupation and the dictatorship supported by
it, the German occupation was changed by the soviet one and under the cover of
the soviet arms it was made possible to establish communist dictatorship, four
decades of which also brought immense suffering and damage. The influence of
the 1956 revolution and war for independence contributed to the circumstances
when the latest turn of our history once again gave to our nation precious free-
dom and our country restored its sovereignty. On June 19, 1991 the last soviet
soldier left the territory of Republic of Hungary, and now the nation is the master
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“heroic struggle for independence which lasted many days, suffered defeat as the
country was left alone in the fight against a much more powerful enemy”.
One of the main tendencies of the anti-communist propaganda is an attempt

to prove that communism was alien to the nature of the Hungarian people and th-
at the socialist period could come only because it was imposed upon Hungary
from outside.
From the above follows one of the most widespread directions of the anti-com-

munist attack – they try to prove that in the 1956-58 years “communist regime”
implemented savage reprisal against “heroes of the revolution and war for inde-
pendence” and even against ordinary Hungarian people. According to the propa-
ganda 400 people were executed, 21 668 were sentenced to imprisonment, 16-18
000 were interned for participating in the revolution. Actually there can be no do-
ubt that it was a counter-revolution aimed against socialism. In October 1956 co-
unter-revolutionary forces in Hungary started an attack on a young socialist state
with the support of the international imperialism. The aim was to overthrow the
socialist system and restore the bourgeois system which existed before 1945. Co-
unter-revolutionary forces took advantage of the misconceptions and errors made
by the ruling Hungarian Working People’s Party with Mátyás Rákosi at its head in
the period from 1948 to 1956. In 1985 János Kádár, who after 1956 led the party
of Hungarian communists for 32 years, at the meeting with the then general se-
cretary of the CPSU Central Committee Mikhail Gorbachev spoke about the les-
sons of Hungarian history: “The revealing of the errors was not followed by their
correction, and such a deep social crisis was formed that gradually turned into a
counter-revolution”. The counter-revolution forces also had taken advantage of
the situation in the communist party of the Soviet Union when after the death of
Stalin Khrushchev came to power. Khrushchevite “denunciations” played into the
hands of the anti-communist propaganda and instigation against Soviet Union.
It is also beyond doubt that the majority of Hungarian people nevertheless

didn't want the restoration of capitalist past. Didn’ t want the return of the regime
which from 1920 to 1945 was marked by the name of Miklós Horthy and which
brought Hungary to the ravages of the WWII and Fascism. In spite of the diffi-
culties, problems and errors of socialist construction the people preferred the so-
cialist society.
In November 1956 the Soviet Union hastened to defend the Hungarian socia-

lism. It prevented the United States and other imperialist countries from military
intervention into the Hungarian events and at the same time allowed to suppress
the armed resistance of counter-revolutionary forces.
On 4 November 1956 the Hungarian Revolutionary Worker-Peasant Govern-

ment was formed with János Kádár at its head. The Kádár-led government trea-
ted those whose activity was directed against the state order according to the laws
of the People’s Republic of Hungary.
It is also a historical fact that after 1956 in Hungary started a new period of so-
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58/2000 (VI.16), according to which every year on February 25 in all secondary
schools of Hungary should be celebrated the Memorial day for victims of com-
munism to commemorate that in this day in 1947 Bela Kovacs, the general se-
cretary of the Independent Smallholders’ Party, was arrested and transported to
the Soviet Union. As a matter of fact this decision brought anti-communist pro-
paganda into schools. 
Fidesz, which came to power in April 2010, among the most urgent measures

amended the Section 269/C of the Criminal Code as follows: “Denial in public
the crimes of national socialist and communist systems. Whomever before great
publicity denies, doubts or presents as negligible the fact of the genocide and oth-
er crimes against humanity, committed by national-socialist and communist sy-
stems, commits misdemeanour and shall be punishable with imprisonment of up
to three years.” 
The new law is one of the most effective instruments of anti-communist pro-

paganda, as from the very beginning it excludes legal possibility for discussion
and presentation of contrary opinions. Thus the historical place of 1956 is not and
can be not the subject of public debates or contrary opinions. Only works which
conform to official interpretation can be published.
Bourgeois political elite nevertheless understands that juridical measures on-

ly are not enough to change consciousness of the masses. In reality juridical bans
affect older generations, whose own life experience induces to see the 1956 dif-
ferently from the official policy. In respect of younger generations which are se-
eking new answers they use more profound, scientific and modern means of pro-
paganda.

SSCCIIEENNCCEE  AATT  TTHHEE  SSEERRVVIICCEE  OOFF  AANNTTII--CCOOMMMMUUNNIISSTT  PPRROOPPAAGGAANNDDAA

During the last twenty years very much efforts were made and serious money
was spent to create scientific research institutes serving the aims of anti-commu-
nist propaganda. 
One of the first was the Documentation and Research Institute for the Histo-

ry of the 1956 Hungarian Revolution (the 1956 Institute), which was founded al-
ready in summer of 1989 and which has got substantial material and professional
support. Up to now this institute is the centre of research work, connected with
the 1956. Besides numerous other publications they published in Internet 1200
pages of period documents of the 1956 counter-revolution. The most of it was pu-
blished for the first time 
There was created an institute named Historical Archives of State Security

Services, direct task of which was to publish documents of the internal political
intelligence service from 1957 up to 1989, special attention being paid to the lists
of the state security officers and recruited agents. Based on the data of this Arch-
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of its fate, independent from every alien force and without any restriction.
Hungarian bourgeois parties, Fidesz (Alliance of Young Democrats) and

MSZP (Hungarian Socialist Party) are united in regard to estimation of the place
of the 1956 in the history of Hungary, both party consider the counter-revolution
of 1989-90 as direct sequel to the 1956 and thus declare a historical continuity.
Both political force insist that communism and fascism means the same and one
must struggle against both. Their opinions agree upon the role of Soviet Union as
occupant and dictator. They also fully agree, that such an approach should domi-
nate in education, mass propaganda and mass media.
There are nevertheless significant differences too. MSZP underlines the role

of Imre Nagy in the 1956 events and consider those events as the beginning of “de-
mocratic socialism”, which the MSZP is still representing today. As is generally
known Imre Nagy after the death of Stalin in June of 1953 was made the prime-
minister of Hungary on the recommendation of the Communist Party of the So-
viet Union. In 1956 Nagy-led government decided to establish bourgeois multi-
party system, to leave Warsaw Treaty, to form National Guards – the arms forces
of counter-revolution. In 1958 Imre Nagy was sentenced to death and executed.
The MSZP while in government made this aspect the centre of anti-commu-

nist propaganda. Imre Nagy was presented as positive figure of democratic so-
cialism. At the same time Janos Kadar was described as a politician who served
the interests of Soviet Union and carried on “soft” dictatorship, and they tried to
wipe out his memory from the national consciousness. The shameful part of this
process was the desecration of Kadar's grave. It took place in the years of the
MSZP government. The grave of Kadar was opened and part of his remains we-
re stolen. The authorities closed the investigation in surprisingly short time. 
Another bourgeois party, Fidesz, on the contrary does not acknowledge de-

mocratic socialism, does not acknowledge Imre Nagy and consider acceptable
only the ideas of bourgeois restoration, bourgeois counter-revolution.

TTHHEE  LLAAWW  AATT  TTHHEE  SSEERRVVIICCEE  OOFF  AANNTTII--CCOOMMMMUUNNIISSMM

Bourgeois power in the struggle against communist forces uses a number of
juridical measures. In 1993 Parliament modified the first paragraph of the 269/B
Section of Criminal Code, according to which “Whomever a) distributes; b) uses
very openly; c) exhibits in public the swastika, SS symbol, arrow cross, hammer
and sickle, five-armed red star or representational symbols and does not commit
any greater crime, will be charged and fined”. This law was the example for oth-
er countries, and despite of all protests it is still in force. It secures legal justifica-
tion for propaganda war against communist symbols. 
In 2000 there was established the celebration of “Memorial day for victims of

communist dictatorships”. The Parliament accepted the resolution number
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not new, in the Hungarian communist movement this viewpoint is generally ac-
cepted from 1956.
The Hungarian Communist Workers’ Party organised scientific conference on

the 1956 counter-revolution. In 2006 the party Central Committee had formula-
ted the political position of the party. HCWP in principle is guided by the esti-
mation made by HSWP in 1957, according to which the counter-revolution was
caused by four factors: first, dogmatism and errors of the leadership with Rakosi
at its head made in the cause of socialist construction; second, treachery of the re-
visionist wing, united around Imre Nagy; third, activity of international imperia-
lism; fourth, conspiracy of internal counter-revolutionary forces.
HWCP revised the role of the Soviet Union and the CPSU. It underlined that

the soviet leadership bore direct responsibility for Imre Nagy’s accession to po-
wer. It was the result of Khrushchevite revisionism, which later had led to seri-
ous problems in the Soviet Union and in the international communist movement.
That is how the HWCP defines the connection between the 1956 events and

the events of the 1989. In the history of Hungarian communist movement the
HCWP was first to say that the leadership of the Hungarian Socialist Workers’
Party and personally Janos Kadar was responsible for neglecting class struggle,
for compromises with international bourgeoisie and internal opposition, which
later led to collapse of socialist system.
The HCWP thinks that another error of the former HSWP was its excessive

accommodation to the wishes of the CPSU, its efforts to act the way Moscow
awaited, its neglecting the experiences of socialist construction in China, Yugos-
lavia, Cuba, Vietnam, and also the conclusions of the international communist
movement.
In our struggle against the anti-communist propaganda connected with the

events of the 1956 we also come across many difficulties. Arguments of the HCWP
are based mainly on books and articles published in the period of socialism ac-
cording to the standards and traditions of those times. Today it is already not eno-
ugh and these materials are not always appropriate. We need to analyse facts and
documents of the 1956 from the Marxist position. In this work significant help
means the fact that the State Archives published in Internet the documents of the
HSWP from the period of 1956-1989. (http://www.digitarchiv.hu).
The HCWP put into electronic form and published in Internet 900 Marxist

works, which now are already inaccessible. These works were met with great in-
terest. (http://sala.uw.hu). We are gradually developing this site.
For the HCWP it is also difficult in its counter-propaganda work to overcome

those clichés and prejudices of thinking, which had been formed during the period
of socialism and are still remaining among older members of the party. Neither is
it easy to work with younger generations, already gone through the bourgeois
“brainwashing” and gradually being the target of the anti-communist propaganda.
The fact that we practically have no access to the documents published in oth-
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ives hundreds of publications have appeared, trying to “denounce” communist
dictatorship, events of the period after 1956. The aim was to prove that all those
who cooperated with socialist system were either traitors or agents.
In the last years, especially in connection with the 50-th anniversary of the

1956 events, to the anti-communist propaganda were attached the most well-
known Hungarian libraries. For example today you can find even in Internet the
leaflet and poster funds of the National Library, that is the National Széchényi Li-
brary and the Budapest Ervin Szabo Library.
Helped by the Hungarian government Hungarian research institutes are de-

veloping effective cooperation with archives of the Russian Federation. As result
they have brought numerous old soviet documents, up today unpublished, that al-
legedly denounce communist forces, saying that Kadar was trained by Russians
and served only the soviet great-power interests against the interest of Hungarian
people.

FFIILLMMSS  AANNDD  BBOOOOKKSS  OONN  TTHHEE  CCOOUUNNTTEERR--RREEVVOOLLUUTTIIOONN

In the last years there were published documents of the counter-revolution, me-
moirs of those who took part in it, materials connected with foreign countries. Up
to 2010 about 400 books on 1956 were published and 100 conferences were held.
In 2002 in Budapest was open a “museum”, named the House of Terror.

(http://www.terrorhaza.hu). Its aim – with the help of the most modern means ma-
ke people to believe that the communist dictatorship and the fascist dictatorship
are one and the same, more than that – the communist is even worse. In 2009 in
provincial town Hodmezõvásárhely the local division of the House of Terror was
opened. They plan to open new local divisions.
An important part is assigned to the films. 20 full-length documentary films

were released on the 1956, in those films were used authentic documents and the
latest manipulative technologies.
They have started art handling of the 1956 in bourgeois spirit. In 2006 was re-

leased movie-picture “Freedom, love”, directed by one of the best contemporary
Hungarian filmmakers Krisztina Goda, who learned in England and USA. The
state financed the producing of 15 more movie-pictures on the different aspects
of the 1956 events. 

CCOOUUNNTTEERR--PPRROOPPAAGGAANNDDAA  OOFF  TTHHEE  HHUUNNGGAARRIIAANN
CCOOMMMMUUNNIISSTT  WWOORRKKEERRSS’’  PPAARRTTYY

The position of the HCWP on the 1956 events is clear and straightforward. In
the opinion of HCWP in 1956 there was a counter-revolution regardless of in-
tentions of those who took part in it and complexity of events. This estimation is
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FOR THE HISTORICAL TRUTH AND TRUTHFUL
REFLECTION OF THE EVENTS OF THE EPOCH

By Sergey Hristolubov1

11..  SSTTRRUUGGGGLLEE  OOFF  LLAATTVVIIAANN  CCOOMMMMUUNNIISSTTSS  AAGGAAIINNSSTT
FFAASSCCIISSTT  DDIICCTTAATTOORRSSHHIIPP  OOFF  KK..  UULLMMAANNIISS

The pre-war history of bourgeois Latvia can be divided into two markedly di-
stinct periods: the period of the bourgeois-parliamentary republic, and subsequent
years of fascist dictatorship. These two periods are separated by May 15, 1934 –
the date which is still ambiguously estimated in Latvian society. However, the ni-
ght of 15 to 16 May 1934 remains a historical fact, when the Parliament (Seimas),
elected autonomous bodies and all political parties have vanished from the poli-
tical scene of bourgeois Latvia. The internal and external policies of the state we-
re solely to be determined by the “leader” and the “owner of the land” as the “Pri-
me Minister” and Minister of Foreign Affairs of Latvia Karlis Ulmanis was flat-
teringly called by his entourage. But it was not a long time that he contented wi-
th the title of the head of government only. On March 12, 1936 he usurped the pre-
sidency on the ground of an entirely unlawful resolution of the Cabinet of Mini-
sters, which was passed on the expiration of the term of office of Alberts Kviesi-
tis, the President of the State.
Karlis Ulmanis’s government started its activity with mass arrests of Com-

munists, who have repeatedly warned about the possibility of a fascist coup. The
illegal leaflet of the Communist Party (issued in April 1934 to celebrate May 1)
said: “In Latvia, a new Ulmanis’s government has been created; the government
of fascism, war and betrayal of the people. The bourgeoisie threw this political fi-
gure on the scales, so that he saves the factory owners and other major owners,
exploiting workers, working peasants and the unemployed in Latvia.”
Out of all the suppressed after the fascist coup parties only some of the mem-

bers of the Social Democratic Party, realizing the need to abandon the reformist
ideology, continued to be politically active and founded an illegal Socialist Wor-
kers ‘and Peasants’ Party of Latvia. In November 1934 the Communist Party has
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er countries hinders our work too. We have no possibility to research and inter-
prete those documents.
The cooperation of communist and workers’ parties could play important ro-

le in the struggle against anti-communist propaganda on the 1956. It would be ex-
pedient to organise professional and political exchange of opinions about the 1956
and its interpretation. We regard the discussion about socialism initiated by the
Communist Party of Greece as example of such work.
It would be important to research early and late documents of fraternal parties,

in some way connected with the 1956. It would be great help if fraternal parties
could keep up with documents published in their countries, particularly impor-
tant would be the help of comrades from Russia, China, Germany and Great Bri-
tain. We step forward in our struggle against anti-communist propaganda if we
could by the 55-th anniversary of the events, by autumn of 2011 compile joint re-
search collection, and it would be still better to publish general collection of do-
cuments and its up-to-date Marxist comments by the 60-the anniversary, by 2016.
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ould be noted that 90% of Latvia’s foreign trade was carried by sea. The crisis in
navigation led to a raw materials and fuel crisis, which, in its turn, stroke a deva-
stating blow to the industry in Latvia. Already by June 1940 one out of five Lat-
vian workers was unemployed.
At the end of 1939 – beginning of 1940 the regime of Ulmanis experienced

deep internal crisis. Externally this fact has manifested itself in the form of strug-
gle for the restoration of constitution, i.e. a return to the parliamentary regime.
Ulmanis would not hear it even. But no less important than the internal situation
in the country were foreign factors and the international situation on the eve of
socialist revolution in Latvia. They were greatly influencing the internal life of
Latvia, the mood of the people, etc. 
Latvia was forced to reckon with the possibility of Hitler's invasion. Only after

the Latvian-Soviet pact of mutual assistance was signed on October 5, 1939 in
Moscow, the tension was released. According to the pact, Latvia has provided the
Soviet Union the right to create in Liepaja and Ventspils naval bases, as well as
several airports in Kurzeme. The Soviet military bases were turned against Nazi
Germany and were guarding the security of both the USSR and Latvia. Both con-
tracting parties pledged not to join any unions or participate in any coalition di-
rected against one of them.
On October 18, 1939 a Soviet-Latvian trade agreement was signed, which pro-

vided for treble the volume of trade between the two countries. But signing an
agreement with the Soviet Union and strongly endorsing it in words, the fascist
Ulmanis clique since the first days began to sabotage it and to prepare the coun-
try and the army ... to a war with the USSR. 
Ulmanis’s Government behind the Soviet Union’s back has strengthened mi-

litary ties with Estonia and Lithuania, intensely ideological indoctrination of the
army, police, etc. General Headquarters of the Latvian army have developed a
plan of war against the Soviet Union (the so-called “Mobilization order Nr. 5”).
These plans were partly blabbed out by Ulmanis himself on the radio on Februa-
ry 10, 1940.
Moving and stopping places of Soviet troops, airfields, military ships in Lat-

via from the very beginning were under close supervision. Near the Soviet garri-
sons in Liepaja and Ventspils the English, German and Japanese reconnaissance
parties were active. The Soviet government was well-informed about these anti-
Soviet plans.
On June 16, 1940 The Soviet government awarded the Ambassador of Latvia

in Moscow Fricis Kotsinsh a note, which indicated the committed violations of the
mutual assistance pact, as well as demanded to establish a government that would
honestly carry out the conditions of the pact. The Government of Latvia on 16 Ju-
ne 1940 decided to accept the Soviet note. At the end of the meeting 6 Ministers
resigned (the rest were on holiday in Daugavpils at the Latgale Song Festival). The
next day, June 17, 1940, the Government of Ulmanis resigned in a body.
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made a treaty with that party to establish a united anti-fascist front, and in 1936
has managed to combine the Young Communist League (Komsomol) and the So-
cialist Youth into the Working Youth Union of Latvia. Thereby the split of wor-
king class in Latvia was largely overcome. The anti-fascist forces rallied around
the Communists, and the people’s front was gradually forming.
The repressions and terror of fascist dictatorship, the economic recession, wh-

ich was dramatically increasing with the beginning of World War II, plant closu-
res, rising unemployment, and the situation when the citizens were driven away
to work in the countryside, altogether were fanning the flames of the revolutio-
nary struggle. By the end of spring 1940 the situation in Latvia has reached a cri-
sis point, and the Communist Party did everything possible to develop it into a so-
cialist revolution. 

22..  EEVVEENNTTSS  OOFF  11993399  ––  11994400,,  PPRRIIOORR  TTOO  TTHHEE  EENNTTRRYY
OOFF  LLAATTVVIIAA  IINNTTOO  TTHHEE  UUSSSSRR

The victory of Soviet rule in Latvia in summer 1940 has become a logical out-
come which crowned a half-century revolutionary struggle of the Latvian prole-
tariat. The Socialist revolution of 1940 was the end of revolutionary struggle and
the beginning of creation of socialism in Latvia. With the year 1940 we associa-
te the economic, social and cultural achievements of Soviet Latvia. 
However, the events of 1940 have been the subject of ideological struggle for

70 years. The imperialist forces continue to fan the so-called “Baltic question”,
are persistently trying to cast doubt on the legitimacy of the restoration of Soviet
power, to present the events of the summer 1940 as “the occupation of Latvia”
and forced “inclusion” of it in the Soviet Union.
A lot of work to study these events and to restore the historical truth has alre-

ady been done by the Latvian historians of the Soviet period. However, the per-
sistence and sophistication of hostile propaganda requires continuation of these
efforts.
Speaking about the events of 1940 in Latvia, it is legitimate to recall Lenin's

words, uttered by him in 1918 at the Moscow provincial conference of factory
committees: “Revolutions are not made to order, not held in conjunction with one
or another time, but ripen in the process of historical development and break out
at the moment due to a whole range of complex internal and external causes “(V.I.
Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 36 p. 531).
A revolutionary situation in Latvia has sprung up in September 1939 with the

start of the Second World War, which has created an entirely new phenomenon in
the economic life of Latvia. The economy was completely dependent on the gre-
at capitalist powers of Europe. Trade turnover merely with Britain and Germany
(who were at war with each other) accounted for 70% of the total turnover. It sh-
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Were the results of the election authentic? Yes, and it can be checked as there
are documents from all polling stations and substations stored in the archives. Ho-
wever, the documentation solely is not in a position to give a true reflection of the
results. At the polling stations and substations votes were counted not only by
Communists and people who sympathized with them, but also former employees
of the state apparatus and representatives of bourgeois circles. And there were
hundreds of them. Where are the “election fraud” claims that those people would
make? None exist.
In 1940 - 1941 years in the Latvian SSR all spheres of life have undergone a

profound socio-economic transformation. The period of socialist constructions
has started. This peaceful process was interrupted by Hitler's attack on our coun-
try on June 22, 1941.

33..  TTHHEE  MMAANNEEUUVVEERRSS  OOFF  NNAAZZII  AAGGEENNTTSS  IINN  LLAATTVVIIAA  BBEEFFOORREE  11994400..
OONN  TTHHEE  SSUUPPPPOORRTT  OOFF  TTHHEE  OOCCCCUUPPAATTIIOONN  RREEGGIIMMEE  IINN  LLAATTVVIIAA

BBYY  LLOOCCAALL  CCOOLLLLAABBOORRAATTOORRSS..

Already in the run-up to war with the Soviet Union the secret service of Nazi
Germany made extensive use of Latvian bourgeois nationalists in espionage ac-
tivities. Particularly good opportunities for this, as surprisingly as it may sound,
formed because of the rapid and bloodless nature of the socialist revolution in Lat-
via. The Soviet government had shown generosity to the defeated enemy. There-
fore, there were no arrests of those who possessed the power, and no lawsuits
against them. Although many workers have expressed dissatisfaction with the fact
of such an all-forgiveness, of a kind of general amnesty for the leaders of the fa-
scist dictatorship and their henchmen. Only then, when the bourgeoisie began to
build its own underground, and to combine forces for an armed struggle, the So-
viet authorities had no other choice but to call the counter-revolutionaries to an-
swer.
Almost all of the bourgeois-nationalist underground groups that have begun

to arise in the winter of 1940/41, and united the mainly former Aizsargi, police
officers, part of the bourgeois army, the kulaks and former employees of Ulma-
nis’s state apparatus, were directly or indirectly related to Hitler's intelligence
agencies. 
Anti-Soviet underground in Latvia feverishly sought for (and found) connec-

tions with the intelligence agencies of the Third Reich, as well as gathered secret
information for them. Like this extremist groups of Latvian bourgeoisie gradual-
ly started to transform into the auxiliary apparatus of Nazi Germany secret servi-
ce, its “fifth column”. And it has already become a serious threat to the Soviet sta-
te, and to the security of its borders.
In such circumstances no state government would stand by idly. So the Soviet
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On June 17, 1940 the Red Army from the south (from Lithuania) and the east
entered the territory of Latvia. The Army has entered as a factor of peace and se-
curity, without a single shot, and no hand was raised to Red Army soldiers. The
Army did not intervene in the internal affairs, but its presence certainly had an im-
pact on further developments. Latvian bourgeoisie did not dare to deploy a reign
of terror against the Latvian labor movement, and to suppress the revolutionary
forces.
The period of 17 - 20 June 1940 were days of agony of Ulmanis’s regime, wh-

en the working class in Latvia rose to overthrow the fascist dictatorship. The de-
monstrations, organized by the Latvian Communists, took p[lace in many places.
Ulmanis’s regime began to collapse. In these circumstances Ulmanis reported on
June 20 that the new government was made under the leadership of August Kirh-
enshteyn. There were no Latvian Communist to be found. Most of them were in
prison. At the conclusion of treaties and agreements with the authorities of Lat-
via, the Soviet side did not ask to release the activists of the Communist Party and
their mandatory participation in the new government.
However, the political leadership of the government was exercised by the Com-

munist Party of Latvia (CPL). The requirements of CPL, given to the new go-
vernment on 21 June 1940 during a demonstration, became a program of action
for the government. Under the specific conditions of the summer of 1940 the Pe-
ople's Government of Latvia met the goals of the proletariat dictatorship.
The socialist revolution of 1940 in Latvia, which is an integral part of the re-

volutionary process of the Great October Socialist Revolution, had its own pe-
culiarities.
First, it was a peaceful socialist revolution; the victory was gained without a

civil war, without a strong resistance from the bourgeoisie. In the history of Eu-
rope it is an extremely rare, even unique phenomenon.
Secondly, this revolution, being socialist by nature, was at the same time an

anti-fascist revolution, because as a result of it the fascist dictatorship was over-
thrown and many measures were taken to eliminate the institutions of prior regi-
me and break the old state apparatus.
Therefore, in the first stages the revolution has been carried out, the demo-

cratic measures were taken.
As one of the central events of the revolution of 1940 the People's Saeima elec-

tions should be considered, which took place on 14 and 15 July 1940. The turno-
ut was 1,181,323 voters in the age of 21 years (94,8%), and the working people’s
Bloc of Latvia had received 1,155,807 votes, which is 97.8%. 25,516 voted
against.
Were the elections free? The answer should be an affirmative one, because no

one forced voters to go to the polls, and there was no such device that could do it.
There were no lists of voters, so people could vote at any polling station in any
constituency, participation in elections was marked in the passports.
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development prospects of the republic, and that there were still advocates of a re-
turn to the bourgeois past, as well as there were supporters of armed resistance,
which lasted until the mid 50-ies. However, the real life proved that majority of
the population of Latvia made a choice in favor of socialism.

44..  OONN  TTHHEE  PPAARRTTIISSAANN  MMOOVVEEMMEENNTT  IINN  LLAATTVVIIAA  AANNDD  LLAATTVVIIAANN
FFIIGGHHTTIINNGG  DDUURRIINNGG  TTHHEE  LLIIBBEERRAATTIIOONN  OOFF  TTHHEE  RREEPPUUBBLLIICC..

The underground struggle of Soviet people in the rear of the Nazis is a bright
page in the chronicle of the Great Patriotic War. The History of Anti-Fascist un-
derground movement on the temporarily occupied territory of the Latvian SSR,
which embarked on the path of socialist development as a part of the USSR me-
rely a year before the war, is very important because the partisan movement in
Latvia has become widespread only at the end of 1943 - beginning of 1944 due
to a specific socio-political environment. During the first two and a half years of
Nazi occupation that is from July 1941 until early 1944 the mood of the majori-
ty of workers in Latvia (before the coming of the invaders only 2 - 2.5% of resi-
dents of the Latvian SSR managed to evacuate into the Soviet Union) has mani-
fested itself in the antifascist underground struggle. Evaluating the impact of th-
at movement in the common struggle of the Latvian people in the rear of the ene-
my, we must not forget that in the first two years of occupation in Latvia the un-
derground committees of the Communist Party failed to be created (only in Ri-
ga in autumn 1942 there existed an underground party organization). Active in
1943 - 1944 years, the clandestine regional and county committees of the CP(b)
of Latvia exercised control of primary party organizations of partisan brigades
and units only. One reason for this is that in the young Soviet republic, after the
two decades of dictatorship of the bourgeoisie, the party organization was still
relatively small in number. In the ranks of the Communist Party of Latvia (not
including the Communists, who had served in military units on the territory of
the Latvian SSR) there were only 5057 people on June 1, 1941 (3059 members
of the party and 1998 candidates for the party). (The population in 1940 -
1,886,000 people). In occupied by enemy territory of Latvia around 400 Com-
munists remained, but in the very first weeks of the occupation the vast majori-
ty of them were arrested and shot.
Under these circumstances, the CC CP(b) of Latvia, as well as its task force

and the underground party committees on the temporarily occupied territory of
the republic could rely in their work mainly on the underground organizations and
groups, that were anti-fascist by their nature, and by their content - Communist.
That is why the reactionary historians and Latvian bourgeois emigrants in the
West are trying to falsify the history of anti-fascist struggle, which was led by the
Latvian people (and especially its vanguard - the working class) under the lea-
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government did not remain in the role of a passive observer either. Prior to the war
the total of four German secret service spy organizations, which had close con-
nections with local anti-Soviet organizations and groups, were eliminated.
In these extraordinary circumstances the Soviet government has decided on

emergency measures. On June 14, 5520 of citizen families of the Latvian SSR –
total of 9926 1941 people have been displaced to the remote areas of the USSR.
At the same time 455 persons were arrested. Therefore, this action in total had to
do with 14,476 people.
It was a forced measure, primarily due to the need to defense Latvia and the

entire Soviet Union; not an exceptional measure in international practice. Later,
during the occupation, even the secret service of Hitler’s Germany had to admit
it. Thus, in a review of the Security Police and SD in Latvia, compiled in De-
cember 1942, it is noted that the isolation (the arrest and transfer) of about 5000
people, which had bonds with German agents, caused great damage to the bour-
geois-nationalist underground.
The war entered the territory of Latvia at 4 a.m. on June 22, 1941, when a gro-

up of armies “North” and the German navy ships attacked by land and by air. The
first blow was directed against Liepaja - the base of the Baltic Fleet. 
In the morning of June 29 the fights to protect Riga have begun. Despite the

heroic resistance to Hitler's massive assault, the defenders of the city were forced
to leave the capital of Latvia due to a serious threat.
The Government of the Republic and the Central Committee of CPL, were

evacuated from Riga on June 27, and resumed their work in Valka. However, al-
ready on the night of 4-5 July, according to the order of command of the North-
Western Front, the Soviet troops, as well as the governing bodies of the Latvian
SSR, left Valka. The territory of the republic was at the mercy of the Nazi occu-
piers.
German command created special bodies of local self-government in order to

support the occupation regime in Latvia. The bodies were composed of former
government officials, and a number of public figures who represented the inte-
rests of the national bourgeoisie. Supporters of the occupation regime together
with the Nazis actively participated in mass reprisals against civilians. During the
years of Nazi occupation on the territory of Latvia about 150,000 civilians were
killed, including more than 75,000 Jews. Around 50,000 people were imprisoned
and/or put into concentration camps; more than 280,000 were driven away to la-
bor in Germany (some also emigrated). In total during the war the population of
Latvia has decreased by almost 450,000 people. 
In February 1943, Hitler ordered to form a voluntary Latvian Legion as a part

of the German military formations of the Waffen SS. Units of that Legion parti-
cipated not only in the battles against the Red Army, but also in punitive expedi-
tions against the civilian population in the territories occupied by Nazi troops. 
The war proved that Latvian society has not yet reached common views on the
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It is unfortunate now, on the 65-th anniversary of the Soviet people's victory
in World War II, to observe the persistence of political forces, which possess po-
wer now in Latvia, to “clean up” and justify in any possible way Nazism and its
genocidal ideology. Moreover, to observe permissions being given to pro-fascist
demonstrators in Riga as well as other towns, the allocation of funds from the sta-
te budget for the maintenance of the graves of the warriors from the Waffen SS,
the fascist Legion, and the complete lack of funding for the restoration and main-
tenance of places of mass burial of the Red Army soldiers; a miserable existence
of anti-fascist veterans of World War II, and steady increase in pensions and be-
nefits for so-called national partisans – the members of post-war bands, which
were fighting against the lawful Soviet power after the war. These facts are the
evidence of former Nazis support on state level in Latvia. 
It is easy to discern in all this the desire of nationalist forces of the country to

give other than given and existent in the world interpretation of the history of the
World War II. All this comes at a time when the entire world, led by Russia and
the countries of the anti-Hitler coalition celebrated the 65th anniversary of Vic-
tory over Nazi Germany.
Socialist Party of Latvia was categorically condemning any attempts (and still

continues to do so) by any whatsoever pretext to whitewash and justify fascism,
and to downgrade the heroic deed of the winners in the Great Patriotic War. As
another challenge from the revenge-seekers, which should be worthy of reply, we
accept the verdict pronounced by May 17 by the Grand Chamber of the ECHR on
the case of Red partisan Vasily Kononov Makarovych. The struggle continues.
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dership of the Communist Party of Latvia against the Nazi occupiers and their
henchmen - Latvian bourgeois nationalists. Bourgeois liars literally bend over
backwards, trying to convince the world that in Latvia the struggle against the Na-
zi occupiers was not a struggle for the Soviet power.
On March 1, 1942 Bureau of the CC CP(b)L has decided to train and send the

partisan movement and the party underground leaders to the territory of occupied
Latvia. With the support of the Central Committee of the CPSU(b) and the Soviet
government about 700 volunteers (consisting of several units and groups) were
trained, armed and transported across the front line. 
By 1944 the partisan movement had spread to almost all of Latvia. 24 parti-

san detachments were established, 33 suborders, as well as many individual pla-
toons and groups. In total about 20 thousand people took part in the partisan mo-
vement of Latvia. The Nazis sent against the partisan bases more than 100 puni-
tive expeditions, repressed thousands of people who sympathized with partisans,
but were powerless to stop the spreading partisan movement. 
The liberation of the territory of Latvia from Nazi troops lasted for the period

of 10 months, from July 1944 to May 1945. In these battles took part at different
times 19 armies, in which lines stood soldiers of different nationalities. About
150,000 Soviet soldiers died in battles on Latvian soil. 320 soldiers were awar-
ded the title Hero of the Soviet Union.
Also Latvian military units (130th Latvian Rifle Corps, 1st Latvian Aviation

Regiment, Latvian partisan units) took part in the liberation process of the Lat-
vian SSR.
On July 18, 1944 the units of the 43rd Guards Division crossed the border of

the Latvian SSR, and occupied the first settlement on the territory of the republic
- Shkyaune. Afterwards the Latvian corps actively participated in Rezekne- Da-
ugavpils, Krustpils, Madona and Riga operations. 
On October 16, 1944 the units of 130th Latvian Rifle Corps entered the libe-

rated Riga, being passionately welcomed by residents. 
On May 9, 1945 in the village called Plani (by the river Imula) the units of the

43rd Latvian Guards Rifle Division took the surrender of Nazi troops (24th In-
fantry Division and the units of the 19th Division of Latvian SS Legion). 
During the war the population of the Latvian SSR decreased by 450 thousand

people (almost 24%), out of which up to 280,000 Latvians appeared to be abro-
ad. In the fight against the Nazis up to 100,000 of Latvian civilians were killed.
National economy has suffered a great damage.
The history of the Great Patriotic War clearly demonstrates that Latvian people

would be unable to throw off the Nazi yoke and to overcome the giant war machi-
ne of Nazi Germany merely by their own efforts. The victory in the war has shown
that the irresistible force of the Latvian people is in their loyalty to the community
of the Soviet peoples, with whose help Latvians defended the freedom, the natio-
nal culture, and the possibility of an all-round economic and cultural development. 
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LUXEMBOURG AND THE OCTOBER REVOLUTION.
THE EXISTENCE OF REAL SOCIALISM

FORCED THE CAPITAL IN LUXEMBOURG
TO AGREE WITH CONCESSIONS

by Ali Ruckert 1

When the Great Socialist October Revolution shook the world in 1917, Lu-
xembourg stood quiet for a certain while, because the country was illegally oc-
cupied by the German Empire since 1914. A strike of 10,000 steel workers against
hunger and misery, which started on 31. May 1917, was brought to an end with
military means by the occupation forces. German infantry and hussars invaded
the steel works, the leaders of the striking workers (Rädelsführer) were arrested,
many workers were punished or even fired, and the trade union press was banned
for three months.
But there was growing unrest among the people, and the “Volksstimme” (Pe-

oples voice), the newspaper of the «Miners and Steelworkers Union» (Berg- und
Hüttenarbeiter-Verband), founded in 1916, printed already at the beginning of
1918 more and more articles signed by “A Bolshewik”, which criticised the po-
litical, economic and social situation in Luxembourg. The articles also called to
follow the example of the Russian Revolutionaries and to “organize and unite the
workers and the peasants against big capitalism which is oppressing the people”.
The beginning of the Revolution in Germany in November 1918 was the si-

gnal for the start of a revolutionary movement in Luxembourg, which lasted for
two months, until the new French occupation forces stopped it by military means.
But the most important result of that movement was the introduction of the Ei-
ght-hour working day, which was proclaimed by the government on 14. Decem-
ber 1918, because it was afraid that the demands of the “Workers’ and peasants’
council” about the nationalization of the railways, the banks, the steelworks and
the mines would find reaction among the people. The Eight-hour working day had
been already introduced before by the trade unions in mines, steelworks and rail-
way repair stations – against the resistance of their proprietors. Another impor-

51

1. President of the Communist Party of Luxembourg (KPL).



It is beyond doubt that the successful development of the Soviet Union, and
in particular the social achievements of the Soviet people had great influence on
the attitude of parts of the Luxembourg working class. It is also beyond doubt th-
at the capitalist ruling class was forced to take this into account and felt impelled
to several social concessions, since the capitalists wanted to keep the workers «out
of mischief», to avoid that the workers would understand the social achievements
in the Soviet Union as desirable examples and that the communists would beco-
me stronger.
But this was valid for the positive as well as for the negative developments.

Mainly in the 30ies, a big number of violations of the socialist laws occurred in
the Soviet Union. Even taking into account that the information in the bourgeois
press as well as in the social-democratic propaganda about those Problems was
excessively exaggerated, then just the fact of their existence inflicted a great da-
mage on the ideals of the October Revolution and on the cause of the entire com-
munist movement for many decades, as well as on the image of the Soviet Union
and on the activities of the Communist Party of Luxembourg.
The Soviet Union gained a strong recognition throughout the people of Lu-

xembourg and in particular on its working class due to its decisive contribution
to the struggle against fascist Germany and to the liberation of the peoples of Eu-
rope from fascism. When the Soviet Army defeated the German fascist troops at
Stalingrad, big parts of the Luxembourg population drew new hope from this vic-
tory, and the organized resistance movement, which had been weakened due to
the fascist terror, was able to reinforce its activities. Many Luxembourg people
had a hostile stance against the German occupants, and when the German occu-
pation forces organized a referendum on the question of an annexation of Lu-
xembourg into the German “Reich”, a vast majority of the population had voted
with No.
After the victory over fascism and the liberation of our country the KPL was

able to gain a considerable influence. This was mainly due to the great prestige
that the Soviet Union had in this time up to the ranks of the bourgeois class, and,
at the same time, thanks to the role of many militants of the Communist Party in
the resistance in Luxembourg, in France and in Belgium against fascist occupa-
tion. The KPL had been the only political party in Luxembourg which had refu-
sed to dissolve, when the German fascists occupied our country. It continued its
activities under the conditions of illegality and paid a high blood price during the
struggle against the fascist occupants.
Within a few weeks after the liberation, when many of the cadres of the party

had not yet returned from fascist prisons and concentration camps, the number of
militants of KPL increased tenfold – from about 400 in the year 1940 to more th-
an 4,000 in April 1945. It became very difficult for the party to adapt its organi-
sational structures to this new development. The party did not have the cadres nor
the financial means, not even the necessary freedom of movement in our country
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tant result of the 1918 revolutionary movement was the introduction of the gene-
ral right to vote, valid for men and women from 21 years on.
But all those concessions could not prevent the growing of the number of mi-

litants of the Socialist Party of Luxembourg who sympathized with the Revolu-
tion in Russia and were seeking for radical changes of the ownership structure in
Luxembourg, too. In summer 1919 a “Propaganda committee for joining the 3rd
International” was founded, which on the occasion of the second anniversary of
the October Revolution distributed leaflets calling for protest meetings against
the military intervention of capitalist countries against Soviet Russia. The appe-
al was signed by “A group of Luxembourg workers and socialists”. 
At that time the defence of Soviet Russia was still the case of all socialists. But

already in 1921 the development of separation began, when the defeat of the re-
volutionary movement in Western Europe was evident, capitalism was consoli-
dated and it became more and more clear that Soviet Russia for the time being
would remain the only country to built socialism.
Socialists with Marxist orientation founded on 2. January 1921 the Commu-

nist Party of Luxembourg (KPL), after the majority of delegates to the Socialist
Party’s congress voted against joining the 3rd International. They insisted on th-
eir demand of the abolishment of capitalism and the construction of a Republic
of Councils in their own country, and they came to the conviction that the defen-
ce of the first Country which had started the construction of socialism must be the
first duty of each and every Revolutionary. On the other hand, the remaining so-
cialists gave up their anti-capitalist programme, subordinated themselves to ca-
pitalism and furthermore joined any anti-Soviet campaign.
With the aim to create a counter balance – even if it was a modest one – to the

anti-communist distortion that was propagated day by day in the bourgeois and
in the social-democratic press, the KPL decided in October 1932 to create the as-
sociation “Luxembourg friends of the Soviet Union” (Luxemburger Freunde der
Sowjet-Union). Its main task was to attract workers and intellectuals, who were
not members of KPL, to the cause of the Soviet Union, to combat anti-Soviet pre-
judices and thus also to reduce prejudices against KPL. The association informed
about political, economic, social, cultural and scientific developments and about
the life in the Soviet Union and explained what a positive effect the construction
of socialism had for the working and social conditions of the working people.
The communists permanently criticised the existing capitalist society with its

crisis-laden social developments, leading to cutting of wages and to dismissals of
thousands of workers. At the same time the KPL made all efforts to publish in its
weekly newspaper information about the construction of socialism in the Soviet
Union, about the rapid development of the economy in the USSR, which was clo-
sely connected with improvements of the social situation, enshrined in the socia-
list legislation. All this was presented by KPL as an alternative to the existing si-
tuation in Luxembourg.
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duction, for bureaucratic tendencies as well as concerning existing deficits in the
democratic control of enterprises and the socialist state by the working class. Th-
ese questions still have to be matter of deep going analyses.
The reason for this behavior was mainly the apprehension that open criticism

would serve the class enemy and damage our common cause. But this position fi-
nally had a negative impact on the discussions inside the party and on the infor-
mation policy of the communist press, so that the newspaper very often publish-
ed articles showing idealized pictures, which were not in accordance with the re-
al situation in the country of the October Revolution and in the other socialist co-
untries, which had begun a socialist way of development under very complicated
political and economic conditions.
Furthermore the ideological offensive of the capital as well as the social con-

cessions, the capital was forced to make during the period of the international con-
flict of the different social systems, contributed to the fact that the force of at-
traction of socialism was reduced inside the working class in Luxembourg. The
social achievements, hard-won by Luxembourg workers, were misused to make
mechanical comparison with the development of living standards of the working
class in the socialist countries. Additionally the social-democrats managed to pre-
sent those achievements in Luxembourg as if they were just the result of the acti-
vities of the social-democratic party.
It was due to big sociological changes in the population, but also due to wea-

knesses in the organisational, political and ideological work of the KPL, and on
the other hand due to decreasing material and ideological attractiveness of socia-
lism that the Communist Party of Luxembourg lost political influence and was
forced into defensive positions. One of the many examples was the long lasting
campaign connected to the so-called “dissidents” in the Soviet Union which was
successfully used by the ideologists of capital against the communists. Unfortu-
nately most of the working people followed this campaign – instead of questio-
ning the capitalist exploitation and the limitation of bourgeois democracy in th-
eir own country.
In addition to this, the Luxembourg communists did not succeed to repel the

attacks against the socialist countries because of pretended violations of human
rights and to denounce instead the permanent violation of human rights in the ca-
pitalist countries. Under the influence of the Luxembourg Socialist Workers Par-
ty (LSAP) and of the trade unions also the thesis of “social partnership” between
workers and entrepreneurs had a very harmful effect inside the working class.
It is, of course, impossible to quantify all the effects of the existence of real so-

cialism for the successes and the defeats of the working class in Western Europe
and in Luxembourg as well as it would be without any scientific basis if we wo-
uld try use theories of revisionist conspiracy when we want to explain the very
complex reasons which had led to the defeat of real socialism in the Soviet Union
and to the victory of counter-revolution. What we need is a profound and deep-
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occupied by the US Army, so it was impossible to start a propaganda work in fa-
vour of radical democratic changes.
At the first parliamentary elections on 21. October 1945 the Party gained five

of 51 seats in the National Assembly. In its strongholds in the south of the coun-
try the KPL received 20.7 percent of the votes, and in the first post-war govern-
ment the communist Charles Marx became Minister of health care, social issues
and sports. On the other hand, the influence of KPL remained limited to parts of
the working class.
In the years after the victory over fascism the contradiction between capita-

lism and socialism came to the fore again.
With the aim to reduce the influence of the Communist Party and to avoid th-

at bigger parts of the Luxembourg working class would follow the demands for
nationalization of the means of production and for anti-capitalist reforms, the ru-
ling class made several concessions in the field of the social situation: the social
safeguarding in the field of health care and pensions was considerably improved,
the regular revaluation of wages to the development of prices was enshrined in the
legislation and family income supplements became harmonized. At the same ti-
me the leaders of the social-democratic trade unions from the times before the Se-
cond World War, who had been famous for their anti-communist positions, were
reactivated and encouraged to prevent the construction of a united trade union wi-
th strong communist influence. For this purpose even financial means from trade
unions of the USA had been generated, which came from the channels of the CIA.
With the help of the Marshall Plan of the USA, which was adopted in the Lu-

xembourg Parliament by the deputies of all political parties except the commu-
nists, and in the course of the Cold War, which was provoked by the USA, it be-
came possible to limit the influence of the Soviet Union again. At the same time,
the Communist Party of Luxembourg, which stood firm in defending socialism
and the USSR without any reservation, was weakened and its influence among
the working class became reduced.
This tendency was changed again, when the USSR – after overcoming the war

destructions – began a development with giant leaps and presented more and mo-
re new achievements in the field of economy and sciences. In the period betwe-
en 1958 and 1970, the time of economic boom, the KPL was able to enlarge its
influence in particular among steelworkers and to increase its presence in the na-
tional parliament. All the time the Luxembourg communists continued to propa-
gate the social achievements in the fields of the education system, of health care,
in the day care for children, in the labour legislation in the Soviet Union and in
the other socialist countries, in particular in the German Democratic Republic. 
It was for a good reason that the KPL always expressed solidarity with the so-

cialist countries. But at the same time the party failed to deal with objectively exi-
sting contradictions between declared aims and the reality in different socialist
countries and ask for the reasons for insufficient development of forces of pro-
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tom-up redistribution which began two decades before. The working people, who
are since the beginning of this crisis more and more affected by unemployment
and short-time work, become once again victims of the capitalist crises. In Lu-
xembourg, the conservative Christian-Social Peoples’ Party (CSV) and the so-
cial-democratic Luxembourg Socialist Workers’ Party (LSAP), which have for-
med a government coalition six years ago, is increasing taxes and cutting social
expenditure for the sake of keeping the state indebtedness within limits. But the
deficit is a result of the previous redistributions in favour of the big financial and
industrial capital, when the state took over the debts of the banks. And in the sa-
me time military expenditure in Luxembourg is higher than in the worst times of
the Cold War.
Resistance against social cutback developed very slowly during the latest

years. The trade unions in Luxembourg, which are under strong social-democra-
tic and anti-communist influence and considered themselves in 1990 to be on the
side of the winners of the system conflict, do believe in the theory of «social part-
nership» and keep on the thesis of the «Luxembourg Model». They did not yet re-
alize that after the disappearance of the system conflict, the organised working
class movement was seriously weakened, that the financial possibilities of the sta-
te has been reduced and thus the basis for the previous success of the “Luxembo-
urg Model” is at a large extend destroyed.
On the other hand, the offensive of the capital and of the bourgeois state against

the social achievements of the working people will force the trade unions to re-
consider their political line of activities and to confront more clearly than here-
tofore the capital. Otherwise they would risk that all the achievements in labour
law and in social services would be abolished as a result of the class struggle from
above, practiced by the capital and by the political accomplice of the capital in
the government. The situation becomes even more complicated, since the trade
unions regard the social achievements a result of their own might and do not con-
sider international factors like the existence of the socialist countries. 
It will be the task of the communists in this context to keep in mind the general

interests of the working class and to make clear that it is urgently necessary to de-
fend in a common and united manner the interests of the working people. Furth-
ermore we have to propagate with revolutionary patience the perception that the
capitalist society, in which the profit is the ultimate benchmark, is the real problem.
If we want to solve the present day problems in a way that at the same time the

solution of the problems of the working class and all working people can be fo-
und, it will not be sufficient to demand a “more just” redistribution of the produ-
ced added value, as it is practiced by social-democratic or by new “leftwing” par-
ties. In this case we have to raise the question about the system, and to strive for
a radical change in the correlation of ownership of the most important means of
production as well as for the nationalisation of big enterprises and banks.
This lesson from the “Manifesto of the Communist Party”, written in 1848 and
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going investigation with the aim to disclose the reasons why the Soviet Union and
the other socialist countries –and in particular the communist parties of these co-
untries– in the 70ies and 80ies have not been in the position to transfer the theo-
ry of the scientific communism into practice. We need to find out why it was not
possible to realize the knowledge about the scientific-technical revolution in the
socialist production, why the production forces have not been developed on a si-
gnificantly higher level than in the capitalist countries and why the socialism was
not made attractive enough, so that the working class inside and outside the so-
cialist countries finally did not defend it.
But the developments after the disappearance of the socialist world system sh-

ow clearly that just the existence of a competing system had the effect that capi-
talism was forced to respect and take note of the demands of the working class
and to make at least temporary political and social compromises. This was ne-
cessary because the ruling capitalist class wanted to avoid that growing parts of
the working class would question the existing situation of exploitation and strive
for revolutionary changes.
The dramatic defeat of socialism was at the same time a defeat for the working

class in Luxembourg, because from this moment on there was no competing sy-
stem any more which just by its existence imposed pressure on capitalism. Thus
the capital began to cancel step by step all the compromises from the 40 years be-
fore, to put under question all the social advancements which had been achieved
as a result of the struggle of the working class. More and more legislative chan-
ges became introduced by the bourgeois state, which were decreed or decided by
the European Union, the Luxembourg government or the bourgeois majority in
the national parliament, laws which had the task to do away the previous social
achievement and to change the situation in favour of the ruling forces.
The 40 working hours week today is existing only theoretically, the payment

of overtime work was drastically reduced, there is a systematic reduction of in-
definite working contracts, part-tome employment and labour leasing –under pre-
carious conditions– were introduced by law. The automatic adaptation of wages
and salaries to the rate of inflation, which had been one of the most important ach-
ievement of the Luxembourg working class after World War II, became serious-
ly manipulated and limited. In a growing number of enterprises the salaries for
beginners have been reduced. The legal requirements for disabled persons have
been downgraded. The own funding of patients for medical treatments and for
medicines have been widely increased, while the capitalist state is reducing its
funding for health care spending.
At the same time, as we can also see in other EU countries, public services in

the area of energy, post and transport become liberalised and public enterprises
have been partially privatised. This has a serious negative impact on the working
conditions, the working places and also for the quality of the services.
The capitalist financial and economic crisis aggravates the tendency of bot-
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COMMUNISTS AND THE SO CALLED 
“SOCIALISM OF THE 21st CENTURY”

by Pável Blanco Cabrera1

In memory of Vladimir Ilich Lenin,
on the occassion of the 140th anniversary of his birth.

The world counterrevolution of the end of the 20th century gave impulse on the
ideological field to the thesis of the end of the history, a campaign directed to affirm
capitalism for all eternity, centered on questioning the validity of Marxism-Leni-
nism and to disarm to the working class and the opressed people in their struggle
for emancipation. Also known as deideologization this pretension designed by th-
inkers in service to imperialism had as premise to discredit the theory of commu-
nism and the praxis of socialist construction using the effect of the crisis that car-
ried to the temporary retrogression of the working class in the USSR and other co-
untries of the socialist field in Europe, Asia and Africa. At the same time, taking ad-
vantage of the confusion of the momment in the workers' movement and in the com-
munist parties – several of which renounced to their identity and objectives in or-
der to transform themselves into socialdemocrat parties-, it cultivated the surge of
new forms of dominant ideology, such as postmodernism and other variants to in-
fluence not only in universities and centers of formation, culture and art, but to per-
meate unions, popular movements and organizations, left political forces, progres-
sive intellectuals and also to impact negatively in communist and workers parties. 
The general objective of imperialist strategy was not achieved, since reality

cannot be holded to a straight jacket, and class struggle did not stop for a single
second, regardless of the fact that counterrevolution, triumphant at that moment,
presented with propaganda historical events distorted to its favor. Today –two de-
cades after the Berlin Wall and all that volley of irrationality- capitalism at crisis
has the working class and the communist and anti-imperialist movements con-
fronting it in all continents. Nevertheless in a secondary way this served as bree-
dign ground for a series of approaches that today can become constraints to car-
rying the struggle to new favorable levels for the international working class and

put into practice for the first time by the Great Socialist October Revolution in
1917, is valid also today. It is confirmed by the detailed analysis of the social si-
tuation in Luxembourg.
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TTHHEE  NNEEGGAATTIIOONN  OOFF  SSOOCCIIAALLIISSMMOO  BBUUIILLTT  IINN  TTHHEE  2200tthh CCEENNTTUURRYY

Among the promoters of the so called “Socialism of the 21st century” there is
a fundamental coincidence: the demarcation and rejection to the socialist con-
struction experience in the USSR and in other countries of Europe and Asia. So-
me of them go further blaming the own October Revolution assuming the old ide-
as of Kautsky and the opportunists of the II International on the immaturity of the
conditions for the conquest of political power by the working class and the im-
possibility of socialism because what corresponded was to develop capitalism,
deriving from here the bases for the alleged separation between democracy and
communism; to explain that It was all condemned beforehand to failure. Howe-
ver the generality is that although they vindicate 1917 October the developers of
“Socialism of the 21st century” assume the Trotskyist critics towards socialist
construction and to the role of the Bolshevik Party particularly, and to Marxism-
Leninism in general, in fundamental matters that we are going to examine furth-
er ahead. In this they are can not be differentiated from for example the theses as-
sumed by the opportunistic group of Bertinotti for the V Congress of the Refo-
undation Communist Party of Italy in the year 2002, that planted a “radical inter-
ruption with regard to the experience of socialism as it was carried out”, someth-
ing to which they also refer as to a “radical break with stalinism”. 
Some of those –really reactionary- ideas preached as characteristics of the so

called “socialism of the 21st century”, is argued, are not criticized in the name of
tactics. In order not to torpedo the process in Venezuela, Bolivia and Ecuador th-
at are in the center of the anti-imperialis struggle of Latin America. There are even
communist parties that integrate such concept to its routine vocabulary, to pro-
paganda and to the programmatic question. 
We do not believe –upon setting our divergent and critical point of view- to

lack respect for those processes, which we support, of which we are supportive.
These processes were not born with the flag of “socialism of the 21st century”
and they have advanced a lot with relation to their initial programs, but is neces-
sary to add that they are not consolidated processes and that the ideological con-
fusion that is promoted with the “socialism of the 21st century” can carry them to
defeat. With Marx we say that a step of the real movement is worth more than a
thousand programs, adding that an erroneous program as north of the movement
can conduct it off the cliff. It is a duty of the communists to place scientific so-
cialism as the road of the working class and of all the peoples, defending Marxist-
Leninist theory and the praxis of socialist construction in the USSR and in other
socialist countries. 
Before proceeding to a serious, scientific study of the experience to extract the

necessary lessons for overthrowing capitalism the historical experience of the wor-
king class is condemned based on premises elaborated by reaction or by opportu-
nism, reformism and revisionism. Communists reaffirm that in the same way in
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the peoples of the world. Various of these approaches converge in the so called
“Socialism of the 21st century”. 
The so called “Socialism of the 21st century” cannot be identified with the th-

eoretical elaboration of a single political and ideological current, since its the con-
fluence of diverse currents identified by their hostility to Marxism-Leninism and
to the international communist movement: for example various trotskyist groups;
heirs of the new left; latinoamericanist marxists; supporters of movementism and
neo anarquist; intellectuals that consider their contribution produced in the fra-
meworks of the academy as indispensable and essential for social processes. The
paternity of such concept can not be attributed to a single current, to a single au-
thor, although they all have sought as platform the actual processes in Latin Ame-
rica, particularly in Venezuela, Bolivia and Ecuador, but without renouncing to
be considered as universal and disqualifying like unfeasible all that can not be
grouped under its approaches. Another element of their positioning is that they
insist on the “new”, “innovative”, “novel” character of their proposal in front of
which they consider the workers' movement of the 20th century and the ideas of
Marxism-Leninism as old and out dated. 
In class struggle, since the conditions of social development made possible the

creation of the materialistic conception of history, its not the first time that com-
munists confront themselves with currents that in the name of socialism present
the positions of the petite bourgeoisie, its not the first time that reform or revolu-
tion are placed face to face. 
In The German ideology and in The Manifesto of the Communist Party, just

fot citing two works of Karl Marx and Friederich Engels, adjustments are done
with “true socialism”, “reactionary socialism” (“feudal”, “petite bourgeois”), wi-
th “reactionary or bourgeois socialism” and with “critic-utopian communism and
socialism”. In another work, result of the polemic of Marx and Engels with Düring
(although the work as was custom in the division of tasks of the teachers of the
proletariat carried only the sign of one of them) the following is affirmed: “Sin-
ce the capitalist mode of production has appeared in the arena of history there has
been individuals and entire sects who projected more or less vaguely, as a future
ideal, the appropriation of all means of production by society. However, so that
this was practical, so that it became a historical necessity, the objective conditions
for its execution were needed to be given first.2” 
A synthesis of the criticisms of Marx and Engels shows us that not everything

that is presented in the name of socialism has to do with the historical role of the
proletariat and of the communists: 
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whole human genre. They do not take into account that their role is determined
by their place in production, by their objective role in economy. The proletariat,
the working class, the workers, in function of acquiring class conscience “for th-
emselves” not only emancipate themselves, but all human kind. 
Nobody will deny that in political struggle the working class needs and should

forge alliances with the opressed mass of the peoples. But there exists a distance
with that and the affirmations of those who search for “new social actors” assi-
gning them a liberating role above class conflict when reality shows how pas-
senger movements are. 

SSOOCCIIAALLIISSMM  WWIITTHHOOUUTT  RREEVVOOLLUUTTIIOONN  AANNDD……  WWIITTHHOOUUTT  PPAARRTTYY

“Socialism of the 21st century” claims that neither the conquest of power or
destruction of the State is necessary, but with the conquest of government it is pos-
sible to initiate a new road. Because of it all its developers do not speak of over-
throwing, of breaking, of Revolution, but jumping that vital need, they present
post capitalism and they devise already programs to transit to a new society. Be-
cause of it in the speech of this political-ideological nonsense not the most mini-
mum strategic approach exists that conducts to the destruction of the State. Con-
sequently neither any worry regarding the construction of a revolutionary party
of the working class exists, a party of vanguard, a communist party. What for? if
it does not claim the working class as the interested in burying the exploiters?, If
Revolution is not claimed as the moment in which the working class overthrows
capitalism?, If the possibility of undertaking post capitalist transformations is clai-
med in the framework of the old bourgeois State? 
Let us take into account that besides planting that “in the Socialism of the 21st

century” private and social property are able to and should coexist, inclusive the
praise of a socialist market is done. 
When the programmatic approaches of “Socialism of the 21st century” are ob-

served one can not stop from noting the similarity with what was the democratic-
bourgeois Revolution of 1910 in Mexico and the period of greater radical nature
in the developments that happened during the government of Lazaro Cardenas in
1934-1940. During that six-year period it was established that in schools, social
organizations and in state administrations along with the national anthem, The
Marsellaise and The Internationale were sung; an impressive distribution of lands
was carried out, a true agrarian reform; oil up till then in the hands of the Ameri-
can and English monopolies was nationalized and in general a politics of natio-
nalizations was opened that conducted to the result that in the 80’s 70% of the Me-
xican economy was nationalized; even a great aid to the Spanish Republic was
given. From this, under the influence exercised by browderism illusions on the
Mexican Revolution as way to socialism grew. Just like the followers of today’s
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which the little more than 70 days of the Comune of Paris provided extraordinary
teachings that enriched the revolutionary theory of the proletariat, the experience
of socialist construction that started with the Great Socialist Revolution of Octo-
ber constitutes a valuable patrimony for the heritage of the proletariat in its fight
for socialism and communism and that it constitutes a serious error to reject or
avoid it. We coincide with what is expressed in the document of the Central Com-
mittee of the Communist Party of Greece On the 90th anniversary of the Great So-
cialist Revolution of October “One of the main tasks of communist ideological
front is to restore to the eyes of the working class the truth about socialism in the
20th century, without idealizations, objectively, free of petite bourgeois slanders.
The defense of the laws of development of socialism and, at the same time, the de-
fense of the contribution of socialism in the 20th century suppose an answer to the
opportunistic theories that speak of ‘models’ of socialism adapted to ‘national’ pe-
cularities, they also respond to the defeatist discussion about errors.3”

EEMMEERRGGIINNGG  SSUUBBJJEECCTTSS  VVEERRSSUUSS  WWOORRKKIINNGG  CCLLAASSSS

The developers of “Socialism of the 21st century” coincide all in that the re-
volutionary role of the working class today is occupied by other “subjects”, cal-
ling inclusive to the construction of new social agents; They resort to arguments
of the new left, of marcusianism, of t 60’s and 70’s, on the gentrification of the
working class, on their fragmentation, on the “end of labor”. They call to rethink
the concept of “worker” and without performing that exercise they pass to claim
social movements, indigenous, the “multitude” as the center of the transforma-
tion.
A very important aspect of Marxism-Leninism is the clarification of the role

of the proletariat. Lenin express it thus: “The fundamental thing in the doctrine
of Marx is that it emphasizes the historical international role of the proletariat as
the builder of socialist society” and further on the same work he expresses: “All
doctrines of socialism that have not a class character and of the politics that are
not of the class, showed to be a simple absurd4”. There have been changes that is
true, but in no way they destroy the contradiction in capitalism that is the one exi-
sting between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat; in no way do they destroy the
fact that the proletariat is the only consistently revolutionary class to carry to the
very end not only the overthrow of bourgeois order, but the emancipation of the
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Contemporary struggle requires to advance firmly grouped around the red flag
of communism, for the transformation of the material conditions of life, for the
abolition of bourgeois relations of production by the only possible way, the re-
volutionary way. Confusion helps In nothing, the maelstrom of incoherent ap-
proaches that are raised with the debated concept and that in last instance only are
presented to retouch capitalism trying the unrealizable operation of “humanizing
it”. For the working class, and not only in Latin America, for the class-conscious
forces and revolutionary forces the duty is to fortify the communist parties that
inscribe in their principles and program, in their action the historic experience of
the workers of the world to overthrow capitalism and to build socialism, from the
Paris Comune to the October Revolution. 
It is nevertheless necessary to conclude that “Socialism of the 21st century”

is an alien position and even opposed to Marxism-Leninism and to the interna-
tional communist movement in not only questions of politics but ideological mat-
ters. It corresponds to the communist parties to raise the red flag for the develop-
ment of class conscience, the organization in class of the proletariat and the as-
sembly of exploited and opressed workers, the construction of the necessary al-
liances with all interested in overthrowing capitalism with an objective that sin-
ce 1917 has full force and validity, Socialist Revolution. Its a task of the epoch th-
at we live at, that of imperialism and proletarian revolutions, and there is no spa-
ce left for “compromises” neither for confusion. 
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“Socialism of the 21st century” then they spoke of a State placed above classes
and of class struggle, as a lever for development. For Marxists-Leninists the Sta-
te is not a referee above the classes in combat, its the apparatus of domination, of
repression, in the case of capitalism, of the class that has the property of the me-
ans of production and of change, the bourgeoisie. Nationalizations are not by th-
emselves socialists, therefore in the case of Mexico they showed to be a mecha-
nism for centralization and concentration of capitalism. 

IINN  SSTTEEAADD  OOFF  CCOONNTTRRAADDIICCTTIIOONN  AAMMOONNGG  CCAAPPIITTAALL  AANNDD  LLAABBOORR::
NNOORRTTHH  AAGGAAIINNSSTT  SSOOUUTTHH,,  CCEENNTTEERR  AAGGAAIINNSSTT  PPEERRIIPPHHEERRYY

Another notion sustained by “Socialism of the 21st century” notes as a fun-
damental problem to resolve the contradiction between the rich North and the po-
or South, parting from deceitful statistics and above all leaving sideways that bo-
th in the north and the south of the Planet class struggle exists; the same thing is
the harmful idea of the center versus periphery that intends to ignore that we live
in the monopolist phase of capitalism, the higher phase of capitalism which is im-
perialism and that all the countries are immersed in it, as well as with relations of
interdependency. 

IITT  IISS  NNOOTT  AA  MMAATTTTEERR  OOFF  MMIINNOORR  DDIIFFFFEERREENNCCEESS
BBUUTT  OOFF  DDIIFFFFEERREENNTT  RROOAADDSS

There are those who sustain that in reality such proposal has come to bring up
to date the debate on the alternative against capitalism today in crisis; that that is
its value and relevance and that besides its a critical focus that with a similar ide-
ological base than ours helps to surpass the errors of socialist construction brin-
ging fresh air. 
We try to show here some questions in which the followers of “Socialism of

the 21st century” converge, however it is necessary to affirm that we face a pro-
posal that is not structured, but that results from a mixture of positions, in some
cases based on aspects of marxism, of christianity, of the ideas of bolivarianism;
eclecticism dominates.
They express that participatory democracy, cooperatives and self-manage-

ment will come to give answer to the “authoritarianism” of the Dictatorship of the
proletariat. And in short they throw incoherent concepts with the purpose of tor-
pedoing communist theory; but without arguments; nowadays a position, tomor-
row another; full confusion as the calling to the construction of a “V Internatio-
nal” with enemies of the workers like the Institutional Revolutionary Party of Me-
xico. 
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CHANGE OF THE CHARACTER OF PRODUCTION
IN THE PROCESS OF CONSTRUCTION
AND DEVELOPMENT OF SOCIALISM

by Mikhail V. Popov1

As is well known, production is the process of appropriation of natural reso-
urces within and through the framework of a certain form of society. Theory and
History have known the following modes of production which replaced each oth-
er: primitive communism, slave societies, feudalism, capitalist production and
communist production. Initially commodity production appeared with the decay
of primitive communism, however only capitalism can be characterized as gene-
ralized commodity production, i.e. commodity production at such a stage of its
development, when human labour power also becomes a commodity. Capitalism
is an economy, the nature of which is commodity production,
Every form of production has as its precondition its needs and as its final re-

sult its consumption. But the direct purpose of commodity production is not use-
value, but value, as commodities are the goods produced for exchange. The di-
rect purpose of capitalist commodity production is surplus value. The fact that
capitalist production has a developed social character gives rise to contradictions
between the socialized character of production and the private capitalist charac-
ter of appropriation. The relations of exchange contradict the social character of
production, and as the result of socialist revolution during the transition period
from capitalism to communism these relations die out and are replaced with di-
rect social relations. In communist production, the socialized character of labo-
ur appears not through exchange, but directly, and communist production itself
has a direct social character both at its highest and at its lowest (socialism) sta-
ges. 
The dialectic approach to the historical experience of the Socialist revolution

in Russia as well as to the experience of the construction and development of so-
cialism in the USSR allows us to follow the changes in the character of produc-
tion during the process of transition to communism. It also allows us to follow

1. Professor of Economics and Law, The President of the Fund of Workers Academy, Repre-
sentative of Sovetskiy SoyusMagazine of the Russian Communist Workers’ Party.
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ture is the negative feature of socialist production due to the fact that socialist pro-
duction comes out of capitalism). In the centrally-planned economy this struggle
directly depends on theoretical positions and political directions of the state and
the party in power.
The analysis of the lessons of formation, development and temporary defeat

of socialism shows that the major reasons for the weakening of socialism and the
temporary loss of its achievements were as follows:
The majority of the party in power, the majority of working class and the ma-

jority of people had not realized that the Soviet power is the power formed in wor-
kers’ (labour) collectives. It had not been understood that the Soviets is the orga-
nization form of the dictatorship of the proletariat.
The Soviet character of power seemed to be legally fixed, however it was fi-

xed only in form, but not in substance. The word “Soviets’ was used both in the
1918 Constitution of the RSFSR, and in the 1924 Constitution of the USSR, ho-
wever the election of deputies through workers’ collectives (which is the essen-
ce of the Soviets) had not been fixed in these basic documents.
The organization of power has not been coordinated with the organization of

economic life of society in order to establish with the development of socialist
economy the material conditions for workers (direct producers) to shape and exer-
cise their power. 
By acceptance of the USSR Constitution of 1936 the principle of election and

recall of deputies by workers’ collectives, which was valid before 1936, was re-
placed with the territorial principle, contradictory to the essence of the Soviets.
Only the nomination of candidates remained within the authority of workers’ col-
lectives,
After the XX and XXII Congresses of the CPSU - the turning points which en-

sured the domination of opportunism and the revisionism in the politics and eco-
nomics of the USSR - the economic reforms of 1965 replaced the principle of wor-
king for society to satisfy the needs of all its members by the principle of reach-
ing maximum profit by certain enterprises. Thereby the economic basis of socia-
lism started to be corroded and undermined. In many respects all this is the rea-
son why the scale of active resistance to the liquidation of the workers’ power was
so inadequate.
Socialism finally collapsed because the so-called course to the market and pri-

vatization was taken and consistently carried out. This course, as a matter of fact,
was the anti-Soviet and anti-party course accepted in 1991 by the April Plenum
of the Central Committee of the CPSU, which led to liquidation of the CPSU and
the USSR.
To the honour of the Soviet economic science this course had been never ap-

proved by any scientific economic conference. Moreover, voices of those eco-
nomists who defended the direct social character of socialist production sounded
loudly and distinctly enough. They warned that the attempts to construct socia-
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how the character of production is reproduced in the process of the development
of socialism as the first stage of communism. 
Transition of power to the working class and establishment of the dictatorsh-

ip of the proletariat itself do not on their own change the character of production.
The socialist structure begins to be created only after nationalization. Within the
framework of such a structure, production has a directly social character. During
the transition period this structure (socialist structure) co-exists with other struc-
tures. In Russia such structures were state-capitalistic structure, private-capita-
list structure, petty (small-scale) commodity structure and the patriarchal struc-
ture.
Patriarchal production is production for self-consumption and has the cha-

racter of a natural economy. 
Petty commodity production is production for exchange and has the commo-

dity character. 
Private-capitalist production is production of value (surplus value) and should

be characterized as the production of commodity character as well.
The state capitalism which was used during the New Economic Policy in Rus-

sia is especially worthy of mention. The thing is that for a specific period after na-
tionalization only a part of the nationalized enterprises can be successfully orien-
ted in a planned way to directly satisfy the needs of society. This – and only this
- part of enterprises actually forms a socialist structure. All the other nationalized
enterprises, although being state-owned, act not according to plan, but according
to the fundamental law of any commodity (and, thus, capitalist) production – the
law of value. Therefore the production within the framework of state capitalist
structure has a commodity character.
During the transition period the socialist structure, in the course of its deve-

lopment, gradually ousts all other structures. Directly social and centrally-plan-
ned socialist production becomes at first the pre-dominant mode of production,
and then the only mode of production. What happened in the USSR was predic-
ted by V. I. Lenin in his Speech at a Plenary Session of the Moscow Soviet on No-
vember, 20th, 1922, when Lenin said: “NEP Russia will become socialist”. (Le-
nin’s Collected works, 2nd English edition, Progress Publishers, Moscow, 1965,
Volume 33, page 443). 
The process of replacement of non-socialist structures during the transition

period could be characterized with the phrase: “More socialism!” However to so-
cialism as the first stage of communism this phrase is actually unacceptable sin-
ce after the end of the transition period socialist production became not only the
pre-dominant one, but also the only one and, hence, there cannot be more socia-
lism, socialism can be more or less developed. Development is not reduced to in-
crease or reduction – development proceeds through the struggle of opposites.
This also applies to socialist production which is developing through the strug-
gle of its direct social character with its commodity feature (the commodity fea-
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duction, in which product and labour are socializied not through exchange, but
directly, and from the very beginning appear as social. 
I. Stalin’s position on the whole was in line with these Marxist-Leninist posi-

tions. He developed his views in his work “Economic problems of socialism in
the USSR”. However in this work he has also showed inconsistency. He empha-
sized that the means of production are not commodities, but nevertheless decla-
red that the articles of consumption are commodities, thus making the essence of
the socialist production dual (non-commodity and commodity at the same time).
If we assume that the articles of consumption are the commodities they are pro-
duced not for satisfaction of needs, but for exchange. In exchange for the articles
of consumption a worker may provide only his labour power. His labour power
is then also a commodity, but such a commodity production where the labour po-
wer also is considered a commodity is called capitalism. Therefore the return to
capitalism logically follows from the presumption that the consumer goods un-
der socialism are commodities. The statement that the law of value is valid for so-
cialism is also wrong. After all the law and essence are categories of the same le-
vel. Therefore the statement that the law of value is valid for socialism is equal to
the statement that socialist production has commodity nature. It is not mere ch-
ance that Kronrod, Liberman, Rakitsky, Petrakov, Abalkin and other “pushers”
of the commodity production under socialism have picked out of Stalin’s work
these deviations from strict Marxist theory, made them a principle and through
market-oriented economic discussions were preparing the liquidation of socia-
lism.
Counter-revolutionary events in the USSR have confirmed that either we ha-

ve socialism as direct production, i.e. the production of use values regulated by
the law of the use value, or we have the production of value, i.e. the commodity
production which naturally shall be developed in the commodity capitalist pro-
duction. It is possible to say of course that under socialism there is a commodity
production in the form of an individual production for a collective-farm market.
It is correct. But the prices of a collective-farm market are regulated not by the
notorious law of value, but by the prices for the products of state-owned enter-
prises. The prices for the products of state-owned enterprises in their turn are de-
fined systematically on the basis of labour expended on the production taking in-
to account the use value of direct social products.
Socialist production is direct social production. It is a production of the use

value, not of the value. The commodity features of socialist production only con-
stitute its negative attributes. It is the truth proved by science. Attempts to build
socialist commodity economy, which means a return to the production of value,
inevitably entail the destruction of socialism. Now it is not only the fact establi-
shed theoretically, but, alas, the fact proved by history.
Socialism therefore is an economy which is directly social. Socialism is not

the production of commodities, values, but the production of direct social pro-
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lism on the commodity basis are equivalent to the socialism’s destruction. It has
been clearly enough shown in works of N.V.Hessin, A.M.Eremin, N.A.Tsagolov,
N.A.Moiseenko, A.K.Pokrytan, A.A.Sergeev, V.J.Elmeev, V.G.Dolgov, R.I.Ko-
solapov and others. Therefore the treacherous party leadership of Gorbachev and
Jakovlev could rely only on a few economic-science rascals in their attempts to
dictate to the party and the country scientifically baseless and destructive course.
The path to the market economy accepted by the XXVIII Congress of the

CPSU was in outrageous contradiction to the communist nature of the CPSU and
in practice meant its suicide. Therefore the illegal suspension of the CPSU acti-
vity by a presidential decree only summed up the CPSU degeneration. (Moreo-
ver the decree was signed by a double-dyed privileged functionary, the former
first secretary of the CPSU regional committee in Sverdlovsk, then the first se-
cretary of CPSU Moscow Committee, the candidate members of the Political Bu-
reau of the CPSU Central Committee, who had grown up in the depths of the par-
ty apparatus.)
Now after the bitter experience of the country’s destruction and people’s im-

poverishment we wholly realize the incorrectness of the widely spread allegation
that a socialist society may be built on the basis of the commodity production and
the law of value.
Karl Marx has thoroughly explained more than once that on the basis of value

and money the control of united individuals over their production is impossible,
we must have production which is diametrically opposite to commodity produc-
tion.
Friedrich Engels derided attempts of Dühring to construct socialism on the ba-

sis of a “fair” exchange of commodities and the constituted value.
In remarks on Bukharin's book “Economics of Transition Period” (XI Lenin's

collection) V. I. Lenin deliberately emphasized that the product at socialism go-
es to consumption not through the market. In the “STO Order to local Soviet esta-
blishments” he explained that the state product, the product of socialist factory
exchanged for the foodstuffs produced by peasantry, is not a commodity in poli-
tical-economical sense. Anyway, it is not only commodity, not a commodity al-
ready, it ceases to be commodity. 
After collectivization was implemented we had not two kinds of property but

two forms of one, public property, i.e. two forms of the subordination of produc-
tion to the unified social interests. Thus, the exchange of products between town
and village already could not be brought, strictly speaking, under a category of
commodity exchange (i.e. mutual alienation of products of labour and other pro-
perty objects on the basis of a free contract or agreement). The essence of pro-
duction became opposite to the essence of commodity. The essence of production
became directly social. Regardless of any forms adopted in many respects from
the commodity past, the features as well as the attributes of commodity content,
at that time production as a whole could be characterized as the direct social pro-
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but the question of actually providing working people with enough time for par-
ticipation in the state governance, this time being not after the end of their wor-
king hours and, which is also important, being paid at the rate of the average wa-
ges. All this would mean that the working people are not wage workers but, in
fact, the fully legitimate owners of the social means of production.
The history of revolution and counter-revolution in Russia has shown that the

progress in the development of productive forces and in the growth of labour pro-
ductivity should be accompanied not by the decrease in the number of direct pro-
ducers and the respective increase in a number of employees of non-productive
sphere, but by the increase of the free time of the workers and peasants, including
time for participation in the state governance. The number of workers and pea-
sants may stay unchanged until the elimination of classes and the establishment
of communism. The only important thing is that the development of production
should be followed not merely by the increase of the wealth of society but also by
the increase of working people’s free time that could be used for the free deve-
lopment of their abilities. As soon as the amount of free time exceeds the number
of working hours, the main characteristics of individuals become their free time
activities and not their activities during working hours. This will mean the full eli-
mination of classes, i.e. the elimination of classification of people, based on their
position in the social production. 
Thus, what is needed for the development of socialism and the strengthening

of Soviet power is not production that increases the working hours and creates the
value, but production that creates the use-value and provides the saving of wor-
king hours, transfering such saved time into free time for the workers (direct pro-
ducers). The purpose of such production is the maintenance of full welfare and
free all-around development of all members of society. It is not mere chance that
this purpose of socialist production has been recorded both in the first and in the
second program of the Lenin’ Bolshevik Party. Lenin’s definition of the purpose
of socialist production disappeared in the course of drawing up the third - Khru-
shchev’s - revisionist party program accepted by the XXII congress of the CPSU
in 1961. By acceptance of this program a foundation was laid for the appearance
inside the party of the class of nomenclature proprietors.
In a directly social economy there are considerable differences between the

production of consumer articles and the production of the means of production.
Though both the consumer goods and the means of production are not commo-
dities, but direct social products, their social role is not the same. A production of
consumer goods creates material-substantive conditions for more and more full
development of members of society and for reduction of social inequality bet-
ween them. Production of the means of production helps directly to save working
hours and can be considered as a production of free time for free development of
all members of society. As to consumer goods, a decrease of the labour expended
to produce them is the result of implementation of labour-saving technologies,
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ducts, use-values. Accordingly, it is not the law of value, but the law of use-value
which regulates socialist production.
What does it mean as applied to socialism as the first stage of communist for-

mation? It means that the purpose of socialist production is to secure welfare and
free all-round development of all members of society. Thus the development of
working people as members of society is dictated by the purpose of production.
Whereas capitalist commodity production as a production of surplus values aims
to take away the free time and other conditions of free development of working
people, socialist production as directly social production aims to transform the
decrease in working hours achieved by means of technical progress not only in-
to additional material benefits for workers, but also into the additional free time
for all-round development of working people, including their development as par-
ticipants of the state life and the state government and administration. Unfortu-
nately, the above did not take place in the USSR during the last decades of its exi-
stence.
The task of the socialism is not only to proclaim a power of the working peo-

ple, but to ensure that the working people do have real, practical possibility to
exercise this power. If a worker stands eight hours at a machine and can take part
in state governing only after the end of a working day when the doors of Soviets,
executive committees, district committees and city committees are closed, the
workers’ power remains on paper. The only thing left then is to hope that the paid
apparatus of hired civil servants will nevertheless operate (for some unknown re-
ason) not for their own benefit, but for the benefit of the working class and the
whole society. However, being beyond any control, the management apparatus
becomes so much infected by the bureaucracy disease that it inevitably degene-
rates into an opposition to its original purpose. Instead of the mechanism of go-
verning in the interests of working people such an apparatus becomes the mech-
anism of governing in its own interests. Sorrowful and tragic events in our coun-
try showed to us an example of such degeneration.
Now, speculating on the ways to revive the Soviet power, we should not think

only of how to revive the Soviets and how to restore the Soviet power. It is pos-
sible to put this question in a different way: is it worth establishing it again if it
will degenerate again into the nomenclature power and people, having lived de-
cently for a short while, will be plunged again into the abyss of deprivations and
poverty with the help of new Gorbachevs and Yakovlevs. The thing is that if we
want to revive the Soviet power we must revive it on a such economic basis wh-
ich would strengthen the Soviet power and the Soviet state, would broaden the
working people’s participation in the state governing, would bring the disappea-
rance of any state and transition to the communist public self-government.
We should raise and solve the problem of participation of working people in

exercising their own Soviet power being materialists, not idealists. It is not the
question of calling upon working people to participate in the state governance,
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islands are not the islands of socialism as the planning is performed inside mo-
nopolies and the monopolist transfer prices are set by monopolies. Nevertheless,
commodity-capitalistic production in the course of its development is gradually
dragged into another world – the world of use-value (although it still continues to
belong to the world where the value dominates). The progress of productive for-
ces within the framework of capitalism and the latent on-going work to save so-
cial labour create the preconditions which enable the working class (together wi-
th its allies) first to take back enough free time for the organization of revolutio-
nary struggle and then to seize the power and to use it for an economic revolu-
tion.. Such revolution will mean socialization of the means of production con-
centrated by monopolies, transition from the production of value to the produc-
tion of use-value and, finally, consolidation of the use-value orientation of pro-
duction. 
Under socialism the criterion of a state-owned enterprise’s efficiency should

not be profit, but the opposite of it –the amount of saved labour. For enterprises
which produce consumer goods the indicator of their efficiency should be a re-
duction of prices of produced goods as it allows the consumer to receive the sa-
me amount of benefits with the less labour efforts. As for producers of the means
of production their respective efficiency should be estimated on the basis of amo-
unt of labour saved by the users of such means of production.
Thus, manufacturers of consumer goods would be financially encouraged to

reduce the price of products and to increase their quantity. Any new consumer ar-
ticle which better satisfies current or new requirements, as soon as its manufac-
turing is mastered, would enter the sphere of the price reduction and the increase
in quantity. Manufacturers of the means of production would be encouraged in
direct proportion to the economy reached in the process of their application. Let
the manufacturers grow rich but through the enrichment of the whole society, all
members of it.
The basis for participation in formation and implementation of the Soviet po-

wer will become more solid, if the wealth of society grows and t free time of mem-
bers of society increases. The economy itself will help to strengthen and to con-
solidate the Soviet power.
Thus, the economic basis for the development and the consolidation of the So-

viet power is the direct social production – production of use value.
Counter-revolutionary events in Russia and the temporary loss of power by

workers make us to approach the issue of the revival of the people's power a litt-
le bit differently than before. How should the power of the working people be or-
ganized so that no one could undermine or break it, neither right after its establi-
shment, nor in decades later, so that there would be no more counter-revolution
at the time when even the opportunity of such counter-revolution seems to have
been disappeared long ago?
Socialist power, in its essence, should be the dictatorship of the proletariat. Th-
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and consumers benefit from the labour savings through the decrease in prices.
It is possible to say that from the point of view of economics the only aim of

technical development is to save working time. To put it differently, any progress
in technology should result in the working hours’ decrease. In socialist, directly
social economy the means of production are produced not for the purpose to sell
them and to get a certain value, but for the purpose to spare the labour of those
who will use those means of production. The use-value of machinery is equal to
the saving of labour of those who use such machinery instead of the previous less
effective machinery.
The saved labour can be used in two ways – not only to produce an additional

amount of consumer goods, but also to reduce working hours and to increase free
time.
The situation when the amount of labour for manufacturing advanced mach-

inery increases should not be ruled out. But only the machinery which can secu-
re that the labour saving is greater than the increase of costs of production may be
considered (by the use-value criterion) really new, progressive. In other words,
the total, resultant, net savings achieved by change of machinery (i.e. the gross
savings without the expenditures of the labour to produce and to operate machi-
nery) should be positive.
It is possible to say that nowadays a commodity capitalist production which

is directly a production of surplus value in some way or another follows the path
of production of use-value. But the point is that it takes place not in the confor-
mity, but in the contradiction with its commodity, value nature. A capitalist al-
ways seeks to increase the value of the produced product for the sake of the in-
crease of surplus value. Consequently, capitalist production as production of ab-
solute surplus value tends to absorb all the time of the direct producers. As pro-
duction of relative surplus value capitalist production tends to move the border
between the necessary and the surplus labour so that the surplus value would be
increasing. The above is achieved by the development of productive forces based
on technical progress. However a capitalist uses the saved labour not to increase
free time of all members of society, but to increase the value of wealth and free ti-
me of owners of the means of production, i.e. capitalists. For workers the only
way to reduce their working hours and to increase their free time is to take part in
the strike struggle. Nowadays the 35-hour working week is on agenda in Europe
– the requirement to implement the 35-hour working week has been put forward
by some trade unions. It is possible to say that the demand to reduce the working
time without the reduction of wages is the issue of the material clash between ca-
pitalist forces and the class oriented trade-union movement. Besides, it is also the
issue of struggle between communists and social-democrats as well as the op-
portunists.
With the expansion of monopolies grows the number of those islands where a

value principle does not act and a use-value principle dominates. Certainly, such
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The main point is that the only material basis of the socialism is large-scale
machine industry. If the people's power is not connected with such industry, if it
does not take from such industry the energy for self-strengthening and self-de-
velopment, that people’s power will be sooner or later swept off by the superior
forces of the class enemy. On the contrary, if such people’s power is strongly ba-
sed on factories and plants, if it grows and strengthens itself simultaneously wi-
th the economic development, the idea of Soviet government, the idea of the dic-
tatorship of the working class and the idea of the socialism become historically
unconquerable.
Thus, the dictatorship of the working class is opposite to the dictatorship of

the bourgeoisie, not only in its essence, but also in the forms of its organization.
The bourgeoisie only pretends that its power is people’s power. It organizes

parliamentary elections on the basis of the universal suffrage. However the elec-
tion is carried out according to the territorial principle whereas the territories are
dominated by the power of money. Although it is possible that some representa-
tives of workers are elected in parliament under such system, generally territorial
elections make the power of working people impossible.
It is worthwhile to consider the philosophical aspects of this problem. Accor-

ding to historical materialism social being determines social consciousness. Th-
is means that an economic basis of the society determines its ideological super-
structure. Domination of bourgeois ideology in the public consciousness is based
on domination of bourgeoisie in the economy. People, while voting, are guided
by their consciousness, and, hence, the universal suffrage predetermines the elec-
tion of bourgeois candidates. It is proved by experience, there are practically no
exceptions. It is also known from experience that if the election machine mal-
functions, the ruling class uses alternative methods to strengthen its power, in-
cluding violence. The ruling class can do this because it possesses state-power,
and the ruling class will not give up its power other than through a fierce strug-
gle. 
So what should be done in this situation? Does it mean that the participation

in election campaigns should be given up? It does not. But the participation in
elections of representative bodies and in their activity should be considered to be
only one of several means of organizing the workers. The main activity should be
the establishment of Soviets based on factories and plants and support of such So-
viets. The support of the Soviets’ activities should be carried out not only with the
help of trade unions and the working class party, but also with the help of the de-
puties that have the right and the possibility to work in workers’ collectives. It sh-
ould be noted that for a really revolutionary party election and parliamentary ac-
tivity should not be the core of its political activity. The core of activity of a re-
volutionary party should be organizing the working class trade-union movement,
the struggle of the working class not only for short-term interests but for main,
long-term perspectives. A revolutionary party should be aimed at the establish-
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is a general answer to the question that was put, and classics of Marxism consi-
dered this answer to be their particular contribution. The answer to this question
divides Marxists and Revisionists. To deny the necessity of the dictatorship of the
working class is the same as to deny Marxism and socialism. History, including
the history of the Soviet Union, has proved it. The revisionist counter-revolution
took place at the XXII party congress. It was that congress which threw out the
dictatorship of the proletariat - the main thesis of Marxist theory - from the par-
ty’s program. But we should also remember the conclusion which has cost us too
much - without the Soviet form of organization of the workers’ dictatorship it is
difficult to keep the power. 
One could say that nowadays, after the period of the revisionist epidemic (the

main catalyst of which was the Khrushchev’s policy) new communist and wor-
kers parties are successfully being established all over the world. These are the
parties which have understood the consequences of refusal to follow the main
Marxist principles and have made the theory of the dictatorship of the proletariat
basis of their programs and of all their theoretical and practical political activi-
ties.
Still, it is too early to be optimistic. As merely acceptance of the dictatorship

of the proletariat is not enough. It is also necessary to accept the organizational
form of such dictatorship, the organization form that prevents the proletarian dic-
tatorship from destruction and helps to strengthen and develop communist public
self-government, which provides the elimination of society’s division into clas-
ses and therefore the disappearance of the state as the organized violence of one
part of society over another. 
History has proved that organizational form of power which answers the pur-

poses of the dictatorship of the working class is not the power elected according
to the territorial principle but the power formed in working collectives. When the
proletarian dictatorship was established for the first time in France in 1871, the
adequate form of power yet not had been born. In 1871 in Paris the essence of the
proletarian dictatorship as the dictatorship of urban, factory, industrial workers
briefly appeared for the first time and vanished from the historic scene to beco-
me a prologue to the Russian Great October Socialist Revolution of 1917. It was
the Russian Great October Socialist Revolution of 1917 which established the
dictatorship of the working class in the form of Soviet power.

The Russian revolution has become an exemplary illustration of the long hi-
storic work of the working class and its party in order to create a new power in the
depths of the old regime. First the Soviets appeared in 1905, thanks to the wor-
kers of Ivanovo-Vosznesensk. The Soviets became not only the bodies of the stri-
ke struggle management, but also the bodies of the people's power, as a matter of
fact of the dictatorship of the working class. If the working class in Russia had not
made this world-wide historical discovery, the question of the establishment and
development of socialism would have been on shaky ground. 
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a new good government. As for the lawmakers, a lot of them are infected by so-
called parliamentary cretinism expressed in the naive belief that the core problems
of people’s life could be solved within the walls of parliament. In reality, all such
problems were solved without involvement of parliament – through the fiercest
class struggle, and even by means of a civil war. The less parliamentary illusions
the workers and the peasants who create the Soviets have, the better such workers
and peasants are organized to break the inevitable resistance of bourgeoisie, the
less the danger of a civil war. On the contrary, if the workers are disarmed and are
lulled with the fairy-tales about a respectable and fair bourgeoisie, the most bru-
tal massacre of the people should be expected. The examples of Chile and Russia
should be enough to prove that. 
Thus, the organizational form of the dictatorship of the working class is So-

viet power executed through workers’ collectives. This is true not only for the ini-
tial period of establishment and formation of a new power, but it is also true for
the whole period of socialism, until the classes are eliminated and the state dies
off. The Party program drawn up by V.I.Lenin and accepted at the VIII congress
of RCP (b) says that “it is not the territorial district, but a productive unit (facto-
ry, plant) which become the basic election unit and the basic unit of the state”.
How it should be organized in practice? For example, workers’ collectives of

each enterprise’s subdivision elect the respective Soviet. The collectives shall ha-
ve the right to recall and (or) change any member of the Soviet at any time. Such
Soviets are to form Soviets at city and regional levels (also with the right to recall
and replace the deputies). The Congress of the Soviets or the Committee of city
and country councils’ representatives constitutes the highest legislative body of
the state. Such body shall have the right to appoint the government and to deter-
mine both internal and foreign policy of the state. The time spent by workers for
organization of the Soviets and the time spent by deputies to fulfill their obliga-
tions must be paid in accordance to the average wages.
How should equal representation under such conditions be ensured? A num-

ber of workers of main enterprises may be taken as the base unit to establish a uni-
form rate of representation in a city. For example, if one person is delegated to a
city Soviet by one thousand workers, five thousand people are entitled to delega-
te five deputies. If there are less than one thousand peoples in a workers’ collec-
tive such collective should unite with other small collectives until one thousand
threshold of the industrial district is achieved. For those working in small units
the rate of representation can be based on a certain number of trade union mem-
bers.
The inactive citizens can either join any industrial district (for example ac-

cording to their former work place or according to territorial principle), or elect
their representatives from committees of inactive citizens at the common rate of
representation (so that each respective deputy would represent, for example, one
thousand inactive citizens). Thereby the universal suffrage is provided.
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ment of Soviets in perspective. The Soviets shall become the future bodies of the
new socialist power and, at the same time, bodies of collective self-government
of workers, bodies of workers’ struggle for their most vital interests.
Only in the time when under the circumstances of the revolutionary situation

strike committees or other authoritative bodies of working self-government start
functioning in large-scale machine industry, when such committees or bodies are
connected through city and regional councils at the city and regional level and th-
rough all-over-the-country councils or committees of workers at the country le-
vel, when the workers form their own workers’ militia, only then a transition to
the Soviet power (regardless whether it will be called Soviet or other power) can
be realized in practice. Without all this, any speculation concerning the seizure of
power is nothing but idle talk. 
It is worth mentioning that in 1917 in Russia there were two kinds of elections

held at the same time: the elections to the Constituent Assembly and the elections
to the Soviets. The elections to the Constituent Assembly gave the majority to pet-
ty-bourgeois parties of Mensheviks and Esers whereas the elections to the Soviets
in Moscow and Petrograd gave the majority to the Bolsheviks, the working class
party. The Bolsheviks were right when they did not to refuse to take part in the
elections to the bourgeois parliament and used the possibilities of the election
campaign for their propaganda. But the main purpose of their propaganda was to
promote the establishment of the Soviets and the transition of the whole power to
the Soviets. 
The experience of our revolution teaches us that socialist revolution is prece-

ded by a period of diarchy within which there are two powers that exist simulta-
neously: bourgeois parliament (a body of bourgeois domination) and a body of a
future new government - the Soviets, and the congress, the assembly or the com-
mittee of the representatives of the Soviets are to establish a new power.
Provided that the Soviets (as future power bodies that are ready to perform the

functions of a new state apparatus) are established, the transition of power from
bourgeoisie to working class and from bourgeois parliament to Soviet power sh-
ould be much easier. If there are no Soviets supported by workers’ militia, even
when as a result of demands of a general strike a government or even the presi-
dent would resign, the nature of power would not change. After all, the change of
some persons does not mean the change of the class in power. Marx, Engels and
Lenin explained, made it clear again and again that it is impossible to take the old
state machine and tailor it for the new purposes. On the contrary, such a machine
must be broken, and a new state apparatus able to defend the working class inte-
rests should be built. The Soviets elected in workers’ collectives (in other coun-
tries the Soviets may be called differently but it does not change their essence) re-
present the new apparatus which should substitute the old bourgeois one.
The above, however, for many is difficult to understand. A lot of people still

believe in the fairy-tales of election of a new good president and appointment of
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The use-value basis of production provides for and assumes granting to the
deputies of the workers’ collectives the time to exercise their administrative func-
tions. However, as soon as the deputies become full-time they lose contact with
their collectives, and, hence, workers’ collectives cease to play the key role. After
all it is necessary to control the deputies, it is necessary to give them orders and
it is necessary to recall those deputies who do not carry out the will of the wor-
kers’ collectives that elected them. The above activities (giving orders to the de-
puties and recalling them) take time, and such time shall be paid in accordance to
the average wages. Each worker shall be provided with a free paid time at least
for the participation in the monthly meeting of workers’ collective to which the
respective deputy provides his/her report.
Soviet power may be called the power of the workers and peasants only wh-

en the working people will have the control over their deputy and when the direct
producers will participate in the activity of the state bodies. If the activity of wor-
kers, peasants, intellectuals would be substituted with the activity of wage wor-
kers (the professionals whose involvement is, of course, necessary) we will again
find ourselves in the situation when the real power is passed from the legislative
bodies to the executive bodies, the Soviets being the cover for those who use po-
wer for personal advantage. Such situation may result again in return of a priva-
te ownership system, the system which is the cause of all the suffering of our pe-
ople. 
Therefore the possibilities to create more and more favorable conditions for

all members of society to take part in the state governance (the above possibili-
ties broaden with the development of use-value production) should be used ef-
fectively, which in its turn could help the development of use-value production.
The main wealth of society - free time – will gradually be increased and will be
distributed fairly since it will not be usurped by the management or intellectual
elite. At this stage the process of the gradual annihilation of classes will start and,
thus, we will approach to the state, when all members of the society become wor-
king people. Everyone will be a unique person and everyone will be judged not
by the things he/she does at work but by the things he/she has done and is doing
in free time (the time for free development). This will be the quantum jump from
the kingdom of necessity to the kingdom of freedom.
There are three types of slaves known. The slave belonging to the first type is

an ordinary slave. He lives his poor life obeying his fate. The slave of the second
type has got used to his servile submission so much that he is even enchanted eve-
ry time when he thinks of how good his master, his lord is. The above slave is not
simply a slave but he is a lackey, a swine. There is also a slave belonging to the
third type, the slave who rises to fight the whole system of slavery and, although
slavery is not destroyed yet, he/she is not a slave any more, as he/she is a revolu-
tionary. Till now we discussed only material conditions and bases of participation
of workers in management and self-management, as well as the structure of t So-
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If a Soviet of a basic unit of the state structure (a factory or a plant) recalls its
representative from a city council, the deputy automatically loses his/her man-
date and, in addition, his/her deputy’s rights to represent the city council in the
government’s supreme body (if such right was granted to the deputy) shall be con-
sidered void. Practical feasibility and ease of recall of deputies elected by wor-
kers’ collectives allow conducting effective struggle against careerism and bure-
aucracy. Besides, with the help of such recall system and based on the relevant
experience it will be possible to carry out gradually the selection (not only thro-
ugh programs and promises) of the representative bodies’ members that will de-
fend the working people in the best way. 
Thus it is desirable to make deputies to be semi-free. If a worker acts as the de-

puty 3 days in a 5 day working week such worker would cease being a worker,
would lose connection with the collective. Plus such worker would be neither in-
tellectual nor professional and easily could become an object of manipulation by
corrupt politicians. On the other hand, if a deputy-worker does not have at all free
days for his deputy activities, he/she would become a dummy seated at the presi-
dium table on feast days to demonstrate the unity of the authority and the people.
The most correct way for the deputy would be to continue his/her work in accor-
dance with his or her profession and also to have enough time to get professional
skills in the field of the state governing. For example, if a worker stands by a ma-
chine 3 days a week and spends 2 days to organize the workers as a deputy of the
Soviet, he/she will not loose the contact with his/her collective, and, at the same
time, will gradually acquire the skills of administration (including the skills of
using personal computers and modern communication facilities). Certainly, the-
se 2 days on which the worker is not engaged in productive work, should be paid.
By the way, something similar to the described above has been implemented

in the practice of modern capitalism. According to the law “On Enterprise’s Le-
gal Regime” of the Federal Republic of Germany at each enterprise employing
five and more workers an industrial Council should be elected. The employees’
activities within the framework of the industrial Council are performed during
the working hours and are paid in accordance with the average wages. The pro-
gressive bourgeoisie understands that nowadays, when the most important point
in economy is implementation of scientific and technical innovations, the scien-
tific and technical progress and the economy as a whole will make no headway
unless the direct producers actively participate in this progress. It should be no-
ted that the role of the industrial Councils in Germany is strictly limited to the spe-
cific productive matters. Such Councils neither have any connection with simi-
lar Councils, nor with any unified coordinating Council. Thus, the Councils are
deprived of the possibility to perform political work. The bourgeoisie uses the
Councils to spread out the opportunist ideas among the working people (the ide-
as of “society’s consensus”, “social partnership”, “world of labour”, “class coo-
peration” that obscure class struggle).
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FROM “EUROCOMMUNISM” 
TO PRESENT OPPORTUNISM

by Raúl Martínez Turrero1

AASS  AANN  IINNTTRROODDUUCCTTIIOONN

The theoretical and ideological restructuring of the international communist
movement on a Marxist - Leninist basis demands the continue deepening in the
study of socialist construction in the 20th century and scientifically analyze the
causes of the triumph of capitalist counterrevolution in the USSR and the rest Eu-
ropean socialist countries. 
The capitalist restoration had internal and external causes. However, when ad-

dressing the latter, the analyses tend to focus on the study of the different lines of
attack against socialism launched by the imperialist powers in the political, mili-
tary, economic, ideological and psychological fields.
The external factors were decisive, and confirmed that the confrontation bet-

ween the imperialist and the socialist camp was the genuine expression of the class
struggle at international scale2. However, we should deepen in the study of trends,
such as Eurocommunist one, that contributed to weaken the socialist power, ac-
ting within the labor movement and the international communist movement itself,
and interacted often with the opportunistic policies of communist and workers'
parties who were in power. 
The imperialist ideological centers assisted and widely distributed Eurocom-

munist positions in front of the line that they contemptuously called “orthodox”
or “pro-Soviet”. Eurocommunism, represented mainly by the parties of Italy, Fran-
ce and Spain, is named after the capitalist news agencies, who with this name, re-
ferred to organizations that shared the defense of a number of points of view: 
- Opposition to the existence of an organized international communist move-

ment, defending the thesis of so-called “polycentrism” in face of the experience
of the Communist International (Komintern) and the Information Office of the
Communist and Workers' Parties (Kominform). 

viet power, but nobody will free us from the old bourgeois power, “neither god,
nor the tsar, nor the hero” will set us free. Nobody will grant the freedom to the
working people unless the working people conquer the freedom to themselves.
Fortunately, the juststruggle of the working people is supported by the general lo-
gic of historical progress as well as by the progressive workers of science and cul-
ture. However, without active, conscious, firm and persistent struggle for its in-
terests the working class could neither establish nor preserve the Soviet power.
Furthermore, without such a struggle neither the creation, nor the preservation of
the socialist economy is possible. This struggle is in progress. It will continue and
it will be victorious, provided that the communist parties will ensure the correct
leadership of this struggle.
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TTHHEE  BBAACCKKGGRROOUUNNDDSS  OOFF  EEUURROOCCOOMMMMUUNNIISSMM
AANNDD  TTHHEE  XXXX  CCOONNGGRREESSSS  OOFF  TTHHEE  CCPPSSUU

The basis for the birth of this revisionist trend had been stablished long befo-
re Eurocommunism was presented to society by Carrillo, Berlinguer and March-
ais.
After World War II, a difficult stage starts for the the world revolutionary mo-

vement. The destruction caused by the German invasion of the USSR, and the
subsequent efforts devoted to its reconstruction, we amust add in the political field
the the loss of hundreds of thousands of communist cadres who had fallen in batt-
le against Nazi - fascism, what affected in a decisive way the CPSU and other
communist parties in Europe. 
The capitalist powers, led by the United States that did not experience the war

on its soil and became the strongest power in the imperialist camp, immediately
unleashed the so-called “Cold War” and the arms race, implementing a whole bat-
tery of measures designed to undermine the socialist power.
The internal counterrevolution never relinquished to overthrow the workers'

power. With the imperialist assistance, counterrevolutionary activities were or-
ganized in the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (1947-48), in the German Demo-
cratic Republic (1953) and in Poland and Hungary (Fall 1956).
The class struggle continued and deepened under new conditions, the impe-

rialist system showed signs of strength and demonstrated its ability to restructu-
ring, creating international organizations to try to mitigate its contradictions and
increase pressure on the socialist bloc (NATO, IMF, World Bank, etc.).
Within the CPSU important discussions on the building of socialism in post-

war conditions were initiated, particularly on the economic laws in socialism and
their character. The Party's leadership actively participated in the debates. Stalin
openly fought against opportunist positions in the controversy arising about the
draft of the Handbook on Political Economy4. After his death on March 5, 1953,
the struggle continued within the CPSU and increased in the preparation and di-
scussions of the 20th Congress of the CPSU, held in February 1956. 
The opportunist bloc led by N. S. Khrushchev opened the gates to the thesis of

the “plurality of forms of transition to socialism”, revising Marxist theory about
the class character of the state and the Leninist theory of revolution.The Report
of the CPSU Central Committee at the 20th Congress, presented by Khrushchev,
stated: 
“... the question arises on the possibility of also taking advantage of the par-

liamentary road to the transition to socialism.”
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-The denial of the “dictatorship of proletariat”, against which they defended
the “plurality of paths to socialism”, and especially the parliamentary way, in co-
operation with the Social-Democrat and Christian forces, assuming the multi-
party politics in a democratic-bourgeois framework. 
-The replacement of the category of “proletarian internationalism”, which th-

ey identified with the unconditional defense of the Soviet Union and the political
line of the CPSU, with that of “internationalist solidarity” or “new internationa-
lism”.
-The acceptance of the framework of the then called European Economic Com-

munity, under the call to defend their social rights within and workers’ participa-
tion in its design.
-The constant and open criticism to the USSR and the socialist countries from

the standpoint of human rights and individual freedoms in their bourgeois con-
cept.
- The revision and destruction of the “party of a new type” coined by Lenin,

as by denying in one degree or another the revolutionary tasks of the communist
party at the same time were denied the revolutionary principles in what refers to
organizatin and functioning.
Eurocommunism affected communist and workers' parties from different la-

titudes, some of them in power and, like other opportunistic currents throughout
history, Eurocommunism had a clear international vocation, despite having as a
thesis being a header phenomenon attending to the national particularities and
conditions. In this regard, Enrico Berlinguer, Secretary General of PCI, said: 
“We obviously are not who forged this term, but the very fact that it circulates

so widely shows how the countries of Western Europe deeply aspire to see the af-
firmation and progress of new type solutions in the transformation of society in a
socialist sense.”
And the Secretary General of the PCE, Santiago Carrillo, added:
“... there is no such thing as Eurocommunism, since some non-European com-

munist parties, as the Japanese Communist Party, cannot be included under th-
at label”3.
Despite the inconsistencies and falsifications that have characterized the life

of Carrillo, who months after denying the existence of “Eurocommunism” he pu-
blished his book entitled “Eurocommunism and State” saw the light, he was ri-
ght on one thing: the phenomenon was not limited to Western Europe. 
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After the 20th Congress, and once released the “Secret” Report, the process
known as “de-Stalinization”started immediately and it was greeted with relief and
without question by several parties of Western Europe deleted reference to Ita-
lian CP. 
On 8-14 December 1956, ten months after the 20th Congress of the CPSU, the

8th Congress of the PCI meets in Rome and approves after a proposal by Palmi-
ro Togliatti, the so-called “Italian path to socialism”, that had been preceded of
the so-called “British path to socialism” adopted in the Congress of the Commu-
nist Party of Great Britain held in 1951, opposing the logics of “national paths”
to the proven Marxits-Leninist theory of revolution.
This emphasizes in the deepening of the freedoms to achieve the economic

and social democracy. Thus arises the concept of “advanced democracy” or “an-
timonopolist democracy” that the culmination of its development would then ad-
dress the transition to socialism. 
Togliatti, taking the lead of the European leaders so-called “renovators”, claims

in his work known as “Yalta Memorial” that: 
“Overall, we start, and we are always convinced that it must be like this, in the

development of our policy, from the positions of the 20th Congress8. But those po-
sitions are in need today, to be deepened and developed. For example, a deeper
reflection on the issue of the possibility of a peaceful road to access to socialism
leads us to clarify what we mean by democracy in a bourgeois state, how the li-
mits of freedom and democratic institutions can be expanded and what are the
most effective forms of participation of the working and toiling masses in the eco-
nomic and political life. This raises the question of the possibility of winning po-
sitions of power by the working classes in the area of a state that has not changed
its nature of a bourgeois state and, therefore, whether it is possible to fight for
progressive transformation from the inside of that nature9”.
While different parties begin to take such positions, attacks arise against the

socialist countries, especially against the Soviet Union. The first major crack ma-
de public in the European communist movement takes place after the proletarian
internationalist intervention of the Warsaw Pact countries in Czechoslovakia in
August 1968. The Italian Communist Party, the Communist Party of Spain and
the Romanian Communist Party publicly condemned the intervention.
The anti-Sovietism is integrated in the political line of the parties that embra-

ce the “Eurocommunism” and becomes one of its main features. Any excuse is
good as long as it is useful for a differntiation from the USSR, as long as it is pre-
sented to the public as a separate option from the main bastion of the internatio-
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“... the working class, uniting around itself the working peasants, intellectuals,
all patriotic forces ... can defeat the reactionary antipopular forces, win a solid
majority in parliament and transform it, from being an organ of bourgeois demo-
cracy, to being the true instrument of popular will. In this case, this institution,
traditional for many highly developed capitalist countries, may become the body
of true democracy, the democracy for the workers5”.
In the speech delivered by M.A. Suslov on February 16, he said:
“In the capitalist countries ... the working class and its political supporters

have full ability to group around themselves, on only one democratic platform,
the overwhelming majority of the nation, the peasants, the petty bourgeoisie, in-
tellectuals and even patriotic layers of the bourgeoisie, thus undoubtedly facili-
tating the working class' victory6.”
The peaceful transition to socialism by parliamentary means were not known

in any country. However, the subjectivity of this thesis and its impact on the stra-
tegy of some communist parties came forward immediately. 
In his speech to the 20th Congress, A.I. Miko�aj clearly perceived that the th-

esis about the gradual and peaceful transition to socialism came perilously close
to the position of social-democracy, and brought about the following justification:
“It is well known that, on some occasions, some socialist parties won the par-

liamentary majority and that in a number of countries there have existed and even
exist socialist governments. But even in these cases, the case is limited to making
small concessions to the workers without any socialist construction. The state ma-
nagement must be in the hands of the working class, the working class must be
prepared not only from the standpoint of the organization, but politically and th-
eoretically to fight for socialism, it does not have to comply with some crumbs ca-
pitalist table but, the majority, hast to the power and destroy the private owner-
ship of the key means of production7.”
Marxism-Leninism and its differences with social-democracy are limited, th-

erefore, to a matter of will: the socialists do not want to march from reform to re-
form towards socialism, we do want. Marxism was pulverized, the Leninist th-
eory of state was buried and its place was taken by the most vulgar reformism and
the complete falsification of Marxism.
These positions came together with opportunist approaches in economic mat-

ters, state organization and in external matters. The opportunis turn was comple-
ted with the so-called Khrushchev's Secret Report presented to the Congress by
surprise, breaking the principles of collective leadership that were said to be re-
spected. 
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5. 20th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. Published in Spanish by the
French Communist Party. Pp 40 to 43

6. Opus Citae, p. 243.
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8. He refers to the 20th Congress of the CPSU.
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series of conversations with the Soviet leaders. In it it is developed the idea of “poycentrism”
in the international communist movement.
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“... Our party has put before the Conference the main ideas of its 22nd Con-
gress, and in particular the democratic road to socialism, which takes into acco-
unt national peculiarities of France, inviting the workers, our people.”
After the Central Committee plenum held in Rome on 28 and 29 July 1976,

theCommunist Party of Spain made in a press conference the most complete ex-
position of these allegedly new revisionist positions12:
“The living conditions of the various communist parties, their characteristics,

the same hisstory of each and their peoples, are different enough so that diversi-
ty is the crucial note that marks the mutual relationships ... 
This diversity limits the issues on which it is possible to have a unity of opi-

nion, as has been found during these two years of preparation. 
But there's something deeper. This diversity creates a deep logical diversity of

ideas especially on a set of key issues about the nature of socialism, on many con-
temporary problems, on many ideological issues, on political democracy ... 
Also in Berlin has become clear that in Europe there is a group of communist

parties whose political line, whose analysis, whose conception of socialism lar-
gely coincide ... 
These parties are fighting for the democratic path to socialism, and for socia-

lism in a democracy, with the full exercise of the rights of the individual, with mul-
tiple political parties, with respect to the alternation in power as the people express
their will through universal suffrage. All of these parties are in favor of a socialism
in which there is the most scrupulous respect for freedom of conscience and religi-
ous practice, freedom of expression, of assembly, scientific, literary and artistic fre-
edom, the right to strike: a socialism in which the state has no official ideology.”
The “Eurocommunism” openly fully spoke as a right revisionist current, era-

se fully assuming the postulates of liberalism around the most varied political
aspects: democracy, freedom, religion, etc.
Under the defense of political freedoms and of bourgeois democracy, especial-

ly the multi-party system and electoral vote, they buried the class struggle, denying
the role of class domination of the state. They practiced a constant and increasing
policy of aggression against the socialist countries and tried to blow by every me-
ans available the coordination and advancement of the international communist mo-
vement, becoming functional in the name of national particularities and democra-
tic socialism in functional to the anticommunist strategy of the imperialist powers.
In their struggle against Marxism-Leninism, they revived the theories of Kau-

tsky that “the opposition of the two socialist currents” (ie, the Bolsheviks and the
non-Bolshevik) is “the opposition of two radically different methods: the demo-
cratic and dictatorial13”, and, as Kautsky, they tried to convert Marx in an ordina-
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nal working class, although the anti-Soviet criticism openly matches with impe-
rialist propaganda and objectively contributes to weaken the socialist camp.
The Italian path has a new stadium with the concept of “historic compromise”

developed by Enrico Berlinguer. The road to socialism is conceived on the basis
of a broad multi-party alliance, which in practice means for the CP's to abandon
its leading role, its vanguard role. The so-called “democratic socialism” or “so-
cialism in freedom” adopts its final shape in open antagonism with the dictator-
ship of the proletariat. Eurocommunist parties assume the so-called bourgeois
“formal freedoms” as their own position and defend the possibility of deepening
the bourgeois democracy - which they stop to call like that - to achieve socialism,
abandoning the social revolution and the revolutionary power of the working
class. 

TTHHEE  EEAASSTT  BBEERRLLIINN  CCOONNFFEERREENNCCEE
AANNDD  TTHHEE  EEUURROOCCOOMMMMUUNNIISSTT  RREEVVIISSIIOONNIISSMM

In this perspective, in 1975 the Italian Communist Party ((PCI) and the Com-
munist Party of Spain (PCE) made a joint statement on their model of transition
to socialism in “peace and freedom”. That is the first step to the Conference of
Communist and Workers' Parties of Europe held in East Berlin on 29 and 30 Ju-
ne 1976, whose results had a wide global resonance. The parties of Italy, France
and Spain, supported at a greater or lesser extent by the intervention of some par-
ties in power - as the Jugoslav party – erase openly presented in a common front
the Eurocommunist platform.
The Italian Communist Party openly advocated for the dismantling of the com-

munist movement, saying to the Conference of Berlin10: 
“... in it, the principles of autonomy that now govern the collaborative rela-

tionship between the communist parties have been strongly reaffirmed ...
The success of that policy of peace and coexistence in Europe is a precondi-

tion for democratic and peaceful progress of the Italian people towards profound
socialist type transformations.”
Enrico Berlinguer declared:
“... our Conference is not that of an international communist organization,

which does not exist or can exist in any form nor internationally, nor at Europe-
an level ...”
The French Communist Party 11 emphasized the so-called democratic path and

the national particularities: 
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10. L’ Unitá, July 4, 1976. Organ of expression of the Italian Communist Party.
11. L’ Humanité, July 8, 1976. Organ of expression of the French Communist Party.

12. Europe and the communists. Editorial Progreso 1977. Pp. 294 to 297.
13. Quoted by Lenin in “The proletarian revolution and the renegade Kautsky”. Collected

Works in three volumes, Moscow 1961. Ediction in Spanish p. 65.
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an ideal setting for all types of maneuvers made without considering the organi-
city and the struggling basis and militants of the party. Situation further enhan-
ced by a Political Bureau, whose members lived thousands of miles away from
each other and without the presence of an articulate and effective political lea-
dership inside the country.
Parallel to the formulation of the “Italian path to socialism”, the PCE adopts

in Spain the so-called “policy of national reconciliation”, while undertaking a di-
sastrous retreat of the guerrilla struggle. With such precedents, a hard battle be-
gins in the leadership of the PCE.
Led by Carrillo, appointed Secretary General at the 6th Congress, held in Pra-

gue in December of 1959 and January 1960, the leadership prepares the so-cal-
led “democratic way out”, designs the so-called “alliance of labour and culture
forces” and progressively imposes a revisionist and anti-Soviet line, eliminating
prominent leaders, removing the cadres who, in the party leadership remained
loyal to Marxism-Leninism, and expelling thousands of honest communists who
heroically fought inside the country.
The Eurocommunist fraction relied all the time on the results of the 20th Con-

gress of the CPSU, especially in the thesis that asserted the plurality of forms in
the transition to socialism and the criticism of Stalin contained in the Secret Re-
port, which served as a pretext to defame the USSR and move away from the te-
achings of the October Revolution in the revolutionary transition and the building
of socialism. They also relied for that purpose in the counterrevolutionary events
of October-November in the Popular Republic of Hungary and especially in the
Warsaw Pact intervention in Czechoslovakia, used together with the above to un-
dermine the confidence of the militants and the working class in socialism and re-
duce the immense prestige of the USSR.
The opportunism of the Eurocommunist leadership of the PCE knew no bo-

unds. In 1970 Santiago Carrillo said to the French daily Le Monde:
“We conceive a socialist Spain where the Prime Minister would be a Catho-

lic and where the CP would be a minority ... Spanish socialism will march with
the sickle and hammer in one hand and the cross on another17.”
Since then, the wording of the so-called “covenant for freedom” comes to the

forefront in the PCE. As in the PCI with the “historic compromise”, the above
mentioned covenant, the maximum expression of the triumph of interclassism in
the PCE, is not conceived as an alliance of classes or political organizations to
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ry liberal. They furiously attacked the Leninist premise that Marxist is who ex-
tends the appreciation of the class struggle to the recognition of the dictatorship
of the proletariat and that the problem of the dictatorship of the proletariat is the
problem of the attitude of the proletarian state against bourgeois state, of prole-
tarian democracy against bourgeois democracy.
As a revisionist current, the “Eurocommunism” was expressed as a continua-

tion of the ideological struggle of the bourgeoisie against the revolutionary ideas
on the basis of formal recognition of Marxism, and as Kautsky did with respect
to the theory of the state, they called the same Bernstein to fight in their ranks,
hoisting again the flag that “the ultimate goal is nothing, the movement is every-
thing”, or, which is the same, “the socialist revolution is nothing, the reforms are
everything”. Thus, they stopped any revolutionary attempt in the interests of a
broad alliance with Social- Democrats and Christians meant to win a parliamen-
tary majority that, reform after reform someday would reach socialism using as
a weapon the bourgeois state apparatus, even in alliance with the bourgeoisie itself
joined into a national antimonopoly front.
And, they threw themselves to destroy the Leninist character of their respec-

tive parties and the communist militancy14. How could it be otherwise taking in-
to account the organic link that, in the words of Lenin, exists between the issues
of organization and programmatic revisionist views, their politics and tactics. 

““EEUURROOCCOOMMMMUUNNIISSMM””  IINN  SSPPAAIINN
AANNDD  TTHHEE  DDEESSTTRRUUCCTTIIOONN  OOFF  TTHHEE  PPCCEE

After the defeat in the national revolutionary war against fascism (1936 -39),
the political leadership of the PCE did not undertake a rigorous analysis of the ca-
uses of the defeat and the role of the Party in the final phase of the war. The party
leadership, with Comrade Jose Díaz15 seriously ill and being itself dispersed in dif-
ferent countries, failed to articulate a strategy for continuing the war against fascism
until the beginning of the Second World War. There was no fallback plan, and even
less, a forecast that allowed to continue the organized struggle underground.
From 1932 to 1954 no Congrses of the PCE was held16, allowing a constant

and progressive weakening of the Leninist principles of collective leadership and
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14. In the case of the PCE, the CC plenum held in Rome in 1976 modified the Party's structu-
re and changed its structure in cells for territory agrupations, like the socialdemocrats, in
preparing the elections to come.

15. Secretary General of the PCE since the 4th Congress, held in Sevilla in 1932.
16. The 5th Congress of the PCE takes place in Czechoslovakia in April 1954. Dolores Ibárru-

ri, La Pasionaria, succeeds José Díaz, who died in 1942, as the Secretary General. In the
6th Congress, held in 1960, Santiago Carrillo, Secretary General of the Socialist Youth,

united to the Communist Youth in the JSU (Unified Socialist Youth), displaces Dolores
Ibárruri from the General Secretary, appointing her as President of the Party, a non-exi-
sting position until then. In the same Congress, the Political Bureau changes its name to
Executive Committee.

17. Statements of Santiago Carrillo to the French newspaper Le Monde published on No-
vember 4, 1970.
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to end the Marxist-Leninist line of the PCP. Comrade Alvaro Cunhal, Secretary
General of the PCP responded always firmly and decisively:
“This campaign appears frequently with a paternalistic tone. They lament wh-

at they call the “inflexibility”, the “dogmatism”, the “sectarianism”, the “Stali-
nism” of the PCP and do hope that the PCP will become a “modern” and “we-
stern” party ...
And what are the modifications that the PCP would do to “prove its indepen-

dence”?
The conditions are pointed provocatively. They all revolve around six major

points: stop being a Marxist-Leninist party, breaking the friendly relations with
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, criticizing the Soviet Union and the so-
cialist countries, breaking with proletarian internationalism, abandoning in Por-
tugal the structural reforms of a socialist character and adopting an internal ope-
ration that allows trends and divisions and breaking the unity of the Party18.”
In the Spanish communist movement, unlike the Portuguese, the revisionist

positions promoted by the leaders of the PCE became hegemonic, and through-
out this process the PCE was divided into two main forces: those who resisted the
Eurocommunistoffensive and defended Marxism-Leninism grouping in 1984 in
the Communist Party of the Peoples of Spain, and those who persisted and per-
sist in wallowing in the revisionist swamp, without having made a serious and ri-
gorous self-criticism, a simple analysis that goes beyond mere lamentations abo-
ut what the “Spanish transition” could have been but was not and continue to de-
fend in the practice the path of bourgeois parliamentarism wrapped up, nowadays,
with the same Republican flag that once they betrayed.
Let us give an example of this. In the organ of expression of the PCE from

April 2010, under the title “Political offensive towards the Republican Confe-
rence of the PCE”, the Republican Movement Secretary of the PCE says among
other niceties:
“In the PCE we understand that the republican project should not be pigeo-

nholed in terms of terminology referring to spaces in the political spectrum. We
must give the word Republic an entity of proposal to make it more accessible and
appealing; the Republic is the economic, social, political, ideological reform and
the reform of new values to the real situation.” 
Then, the Director of “Mundo Obrero”, in his article entitled “Building the Re-

public” gives us even more clear signs of complete confusion within the refor-
mism:
“We are not against the Constitution whose deep reform we are asking for, we

are clear that the goal is against an archaic monarchy, obsolete and guarantor
of the values of neoliberalism. We do not want any republic, but a federal and de-
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overcome the dictatorship, but in its Eurocommunist application, it becomes the
desperate search for recognition by the ruling classes, especially of the oligarchy
that opposed their interests to Franco's autocratic tendency and struggled within
the regime for the Spanish integration in the European Economic Community,
which at the political level required a change in the form of domination, a pro-
tected passage from dictatorship to parliamentary monarchy.

And in this passage the revisionist PCE was committed. First accepting the
“Moncloa Agreements” which subjected the interests of the working class and
popular sectors to the economic interests of the oligarchy, in the middle of the eco-
nomic crisis, playing a role of containment of workers' struggle. After that, acce-
pting the monarchy, burying the history of anti-fascist struggle of the working
class and the Spanish people, giving up the re-establishment of republican lega-
lity and supporting the Constitution of 1978, which consecrated the change from
one form to another in the exercise of the dictatorship of capital.
In parallel, from the CC plenary held in 1976 in Rome, the Leninist conception

of the Party, its place and the its role in society, its functions and essential tasks,
its organizational principles, were attacked. In a party with thousands of purged
members, the doors of the party were opened wide to thousands of new members
without any control or revolutionary monitoring. All conditions were stablished
in order to formally approve, in the 9th Congress, held in Madrid in 1978, the
abandonment of Marxism-Leninism and the consecration of the revisionist poli-
cy imposed after a long process to the Spanish communists.
The Party of the national revolutionary war, the guerrilla warfare, whose mi-

litants formed in the resistance against Nazi-fascism in all European countries
and fought without mercy together with the Soviet people in the battles of Le-
ningrad and Stalingrad, had been liquidated. 
The PCE had mutated beyond recognition in an organization that, even until

today, is against the historical necessity of socialist revolution and the revolutio-
nary power of the working class - the dictatorship of the proletariat - in the tran-
sition period and the construction of socialism; a party that is opposed to the Le-
ninist principles of organization, especially to democratic centralism; a party th-
at renounces to the experience and lessons of socialist construction in the twen-
tieth century, which qualifies as a sort of “state capitalism”, rejecting in particu-
lar the period known as “socialist attack or assault against capitalism” in which
the Soviet Union, with Stalin at the head of the CPSU, demonstrated the superio-
rity of socialism over capitalism and achieved major successes; a party that ac-
cepts the imperialist framework of the European Union, claiming for a social and
democratic version of the same under the opportunist postulates of the European
Left Party; and a party that rejects all forms of recomposition of the international
communist movement structured on firm ideological foundations.
In the Iberian Peninsula, the fraternal Portuguese Communist Partywithsto-

od all kinds of pressures that, seeing among others the Spanish example, sought
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18. Álvaro Cunhal. “A Party with glass walls”. Editorial Avante, Lisbon. 985.
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ty of opportunism, both right and left, as they already do at a regional level in the
European Left Party.

IINN  CCOONNCCLLUUSSIIOONN

Eurocommunism was a right-wing revisionist current opposed to scientific so-
cialism and erase therefore an enemy of Marxism-Leninism that, as at other times
throughout the history of class struggle, served as a vehicle for the penetration of
bourgeois ideology in the ranks of the working class and the communist movement.
Eurocommunism interacted with the opportunist policies that, especially after

the 20th Congress of the CPSU, were imposed in several communist parties in
power. Eurocommunism based its performance on the cracks opened up by tho-
se opportunist positions and at the same time, betrayed the proletarian interna-
tionalist principles by practising a crude anti-Sovietism, that contributed to un-
dermine the confidence of the working class in socialism.
Opportunist positions in both the communist parties in power and those whi-

ch were not, were not sufficiently fought from the Marxist-Leninist positions. Un-
like what happened in the days of Lenin and Stalin, a rigorous ideological deba-
te was not opened within the international communist movement, where the “di-
plomacy” prevailed instead of the support to the consistent revolutionary posi-
tions who faced revisionism.
The facts have not confirmed any of the Eurocommunist claims. Eurocom-

munism led to the working class in their respective countries to the dead end of
interclassism, extremely weakened the revolutionary positions and led to the li-
quidation of the communist parties that adopted it as revolutionary detachments.
erase destroying the Leninist model of party.
The communist parties which embraced Eurocommunism, and have not been

completely liquidated, have not made any rigorous of their past positions. Cur-
rently they are trying to adapt the same revisionist positions with the times, gro-
uping in Europe around the European Left Party.
The development of the class struggle internationally, with the progress of the

working class, the peasants and the anti-imperialist positions in different coun-
tries, particularly in Latin America, has made a new variety of opportunism enter
the scene. The so-called Socialism of the 21st Century, based on the eclecticism
and the denial of the categories and principles of scientific socialism, is called to
occupy the same position as the so-called “Eurocommunism” held in the second
half of the twentieth century in Europe and elsewhere .
The Marxist-Leninists should be actively involved in the ideological struggle

now being waged in the world anti-imperialist revolutionary movement, contri-
buting decisively to the urgent reorganization of the international communist mo-
vement to ensure the success of social revolutions to come.
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mocratic one with the values of the 1st and 2nd Republics applied to the current
situation ...
The future republican Constitution should be focused in the contents of the so-

lemn declaration of the UN Human Rights from December 10, 1948, and must al-
so adopt the three covenants signed in 1966 and accepted by Spain which deve-
lop those contents...
Democracy as a permanent agreement between free and equal beings to keep

agreeing permanently has a range and depth that enables the public accessibili-
ty to making all kinds of decisions ...”
The old revisionist content, adopted in Spain and other countries as “Euro-

communist”, thus fits with the times. New language for old approaches and no
trace of Marxism. The theses of the 18th Congress of the PCE say: 
“At this 18th Congress, the PCE is reaffirmed in the defense of socialism as a

coherent development and full implementation of democracy. Therefore it inclu-
des the recognition of the value of personal freedoms and their guarantee, the prin-
ciples of secular state and its democratic articulation, the plurality of parties, tra-
de union autonomy, freedom of religion and worship practiced in the private sph-
ere and the total freedom of inquiry, and artistic and cultural activities.”
Exactly the same as the Eurocommunist PCE said after the Central Commit-

tee plenum held in Rome in 1976, whose quote we have reproduced above.
The so-called Socialism of the 21st Century is the new flag of our present re-

publicans and yesterday Eurocommunists19. A proposal whose most elaborated
versions depart from these revisionist theses that have crossed the central deba-
tes of the labour movement since it entered in History, from Bernstein to Euro-
communism, opposing to scientific socialism an exercise of eclecticism mixed
with liberal – bourgeois positions.

Therefore it is not surprising that the parties heirs of Eurocommunism have
warmly greeted the proposal of a 5th International20, where their revisionist ap-
proaches can coexist naturally with forces that have fully renounced to the class
struggle, with all kinds of social democrats, Trotskyists and every modern varie-
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19. In the Theses approved by the 18th Congress of the PCE, held in November 2009, the po-
sitions of the so-called Socialism of 21st Century are adopted.

20. In the report approved unanimously by the Federal Committee of the PCE on December
18, 2009, in regards to the proposal of the 5th International it is said: “In this internatio-
nal framework appears the initiative launched in Venezuela to move towards a new socia-
list international. To begin, we must note that from the PCE it has been asked for many
years the need to expand to the whole planet what is the Forum of Sao Paulo, in vwhich
only Latin American parties participate with full membership, the rest fo us are guests, as
the need to coordinate actions and exchange and complement views is increasingly ne-
cessary in faceof a capital that is fully organized, the key now is to see how we shape this
initiative in which the PCE must show its willingness to participate today.”
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DEVELOPMENT OF ANTI -COMMUNISM
IN TURKEY DURING THE “FOUNDATION” PERIOD

by Kemal Okuyan1

“Enjoy what is granted to you. Your work accomplished, remain in the circle
of your family, with your parents, your wife and children, and think upon house-
hold matters and education. That should be your policy and you will spend many
happy hours. As for the high politics of the country, do not waste your breath. Hi-
gher politics requires more time and greater insight into conditions than are gi-
ven to the workers. You are doing your duty if you elect candidates recommended
to you by those whom you can trust. You will do nothing but damage if you try to
interfere with the helm of the legal order. And, incidentally, to talk politics in the
pub is a very expensive pastime; with the same money you can do better at home.”2

Alfred Krupp, one of the leading industrialists of Germany, must have been
unsatisfied with the oppressive practices of Bismarck administration to rein back
the German working class movement, he was advising his workers to “stay away
from politics” in a rather threatening tone. Indisputably, Krupp was neither the
first nor the last bourgeois to imitate a preacher; the capitalists have tried various
ways, which are evidently generated by a mostly crude but sometimes creative
mind, to keep their workers away from organized struggle.
Obviously, the attempts to tame the working class with the notion, “politics is

not for you, you do your job and leave the rest to us” have added a lot to the bag-
gage of anti-communism. Haven’t they pictured communism as a system in wh-
ich the riffraff becomes the ruler, as a system in which the government of the co-
untry is transferred to a bunch of ignorant people acting upon bestial instincts?
Hasn’t the thesis that says “people are not equal” been one of the most important
predicates of the crusade against communism? And most importantly, hasn’t the
ethical values listed quite arbitrarily by the bourgeoisie in defining “the good ci-
tizen” provided the bases for the accusation of “immorality” against communists?
Of course, nor is this all. As the class struggles sharpened in each and every

1. Member of the Political Buereau.
2. The speech of German industrialist Alfredd Krupp addressed to his workers in 1877. Gre-
bing Helga, History of the German Labour Movement, Berg Publishers, 1985, p.53.
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urged a bourgeois revolution from above based on military and civilian bureau-
cracy and the intelligentsia rather than enforcing its popular bases, were inspired
by Marxism or more generally by socialist ideology. We know that during the ear-
ly stages of the revolution, the Turkish bourgeois revolutionaries tried to suppress
the working class that started to show signs of mobilization along with the Ar-
menian, Greek and Bulgarian nationalists, with whom they got closer in the strug-
gle against Sultan Abdülhamit, as they were afraid both of their popular bases and
the ability of imperialist countries to manipulate nationalist movements. These
precautions were rationalized by the concerns about preventing the Empire from
collapse rather than the hostility against socialism.
The reason why the Young Turk bourgeoisie started to take socialism seriously

was, evidently, the 1917 October Revolution that took place at its elbow.
When the Revolution happened, the ruling classes of the Ottoman Empire we-

re busy with trying to prevent the collapse of the Empire as well as playing their
role in World War I motivated by taking new initiatives towards certain regions
under the tutelage and with the permission of the allied German Empire. The Ot-
toman Empire was in a decline, experienced severe defeats in several critical
fronts, and its soldiers were suffering from disease and starvation apart from ene-
my attacks.
As the Socialist Revolution took place in a country with which the Ottoman

Empire waged utterly difficult wars for decades and which were among the ene-
my camp during World War I, this naturally served as an extremely fertile ground
for anti-communism in Turkey. Historically speaking, if there is another nation
that may compete with the Polish in the hostility against the Russians, it is the
Turks.
It is true that the Revolution created sympathy towards Bolshevism at the ou-

tset. The Bolsheviks, who created great problems at the rear guard of the enemy
and spoke of “peace” as soon as they got the political power, were welcomed by
the Ottoman ruling circles, which acted upon the motto, “the enemy of my ene-
my is my friend”. They believed that, coming out of the war, the Soviet Russia
dealt a hard blow to the British-French axis. And as Lenin and his comrades im-
mediately launched the peace negotiations with Germans, Istanbul press started
to “praise the Bolsheviks”. Moreover, when the Bolsheviks published the secret
agreements between the ruling classes of Britain, France, Italy and Russia about
their plans on how to part the Ottoman Empire among themselves, the intensity
of these praises increased even further. For instance, one of the prominent new-
spapers of the day, �kdam, gave the headline “Well done Bolsheviks!” 3

Although they knew very little about Bolshevism and socialism in general, the
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country, anti-communism has been fostered with newer and newer elements; as
the working class got organized and the socialist choice against the order of ex-
ploitation got materialized, but besides all, as the first working class power that
emerged in the Russian land with the October Revolution had become the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics and as other countries followed the path of building
socialism, anti-communism has diversified its arguments. It fed itself with natio-
nalism, with religious fanaticism, but it mostly relied on lies and falsification. The
main objective was to prevent working masses from being attracted to the socia-
list ideology, and in order to accomplish this, they had to eliminate the social le-
gitimacy of communism.
Being a country where the working class has never come close to taking the

political power, but the class struggles have sometimes become quite sharp and
the capitalist class have almost never ease its measures against socialism, Turkey
has made serious “contributions” to anti-communism. The prolificacy of the ru-
ling class in Turkey in anti-communism, which had always been proud of being
at the “outpost of the struggle against communism”, certainly started neither in
1952 with the ominous NATO membership nor in 1945 when the Cold War star-
ted to become revealed. The ruling class, even in an implicit way due to the need
to be careful as it required the support of the young Soviet government, reinfor-
ced its anti-communist identity against Bolshevism which it considered as a gre-
at threat, even during the years of “the war of independence” that led to the foun-
dation of the Republic of Turkey in 1923, and gained significant experience in the
ideological struggle against communism. 
The specificities and the gradual evolution of this experience require special

attention.

TTHHEE  BBOOUURRGGEEOOIISS  RREEVVOOLLUUTTIIOONN::  TTHHEE  DDIIAALLEECCTTIICCSS
OOFF  ““FFRRIIEENNDDSSHHIIPP””  AANNDD  HHOOSSTTIILLIITTYY

The bourgeois revolution of Turkey does not merely consist of the occupation
and the struggle against occupation after World War I. In some respects, the Young
Turk Revolution of 1908 can be regarded as a profounder attempt than the deve-
lopments in 1920s. Nevertheless, 1908 Revolution does not provide much clue
as regards our topic. Yes, like other countries, the Ottoman Empire was also in-
fluenced by 1905 Russian Revolution; even though it is not possible to speak of
a remarkable industry in the country, the initial forms of working class organiza-
tions had made themselves evident particularly in Istanbul and Thessaloniki; re-
volutionary-nationalist ideas getting spread among Armenian, Greek and Bulga-
rian laborers had started to affect the Turkish poor as well, yet it is impossible to
say that socialism started to take root among the muslim population of the Otto-
man Empire back then. It is not quite possible to argue that the Young Turks, who
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her allies. The Ottoman Empire was getting confined in a quite narrow scope wi-
th the conditions imposed by Mondros (October 30, 1918) and then by Sevres
(August 10, 1920) treaties, which in turn rendered a solution based on Turkish na-
tionality the only possible option in the territories that were utterly limited for
“Ottoman” ideals.
The leading cadres of this option and Mustafa Kemal, who soon became the

leader of this movement, did not have fundamental problems with Western na-
tions. However, as the future projected after the imperialist war by the side of the
winners, particularly by Britain, for Anatolia did not provide Turkish nationalism
the right to live; the Kemalist movement would need to convince them somehow.
Having succeeded in imposing preposterous conditions to the Germans with

the Versailles Treaty, it was clear that British imperialism would have no interest
in giving the right to speak to the remnants of the Ottoman Empire. As soon as Mu-
stafa Kemal and his companions started the “war of independence” during which
they cautiously avoided any open armed clashes with the British, they were com-
pelled to make historical decisions about their relations with the Soviet Union.
The Bolsheviks, due to understandable reasons, tested whether a revolution

overreaching the limits of a bourgeois revolution was possible in Anatolia. We
know that in 1919 Soviet officials and diplomats carried out investigations both
to establish the first contact with the Kemalist cadres and to come up with an an-
swer to the this question. Having recognized that the increasing popularity of Bol-
shevism could not be enough at all to ignite a strong and pro-socialist upsurge in
Turkey, the “realists” among the Bolshevik cadres of the day decided to draw Mu-
stafa Kemal and his companions away from the British as far as possible and sup-
port them in their struggle for independence and national sovereignty. In 1920,
when the march of the revolution towards the West was stopped in Poland and the
Bolsheviks turned their face to the East, these developments had major outcomes
for the struggle in Anatolia. Although the Congress of the Peoples of the East in
Baku (1-7 September 1920) was quite optimistic about the ideological character
of the revolutionary forces in the East, it gradually became more important for the
Bolsheviks to establish intimacy with the national movement in Anatolia based
on “mutual interests” rather than initiating “revolutionary adventures”5. 
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Ottoman elite was contempt when the proceedings between Ottomans and the re-
volutionary government in Moscow started and as the Bolsheviks acted quite con-
structively in order to achieve the peace as soon as possible. In a nutshell, con-
trary to the capitalists who were terrified about the possibility of the revolution to
expand towards the west and hence trying to fence off the revolutionary wave th-
at was growing stronger, the Ottoman ruling classes had more contradictory emo-
tions towards the Soviet power.
Of course, there was no question that many characteristics attributed to the

communists all along, either right or wrong, were a source of concern for the Ot-
tomans. Hostility to property, family and religion were indispensable elements
for a crude and rough anti-communist stance. On top of that, we may add the “eli-
tist” approaches which mark “the ignorant mujiki and vagabonds who seized the
heritage of a monumental empire, and expend it extravagantly”.
Nevertheless, until the end of the war, in other words, when Turkey was forced

by the British and the French to sign a dismal agreement, a vigilant optimism abo-
ut Bolshevik Russia had prevailed among the commanding circles of the Ottoman
Empire. The fear from the toiling masses seizing power was, in turn, suppressed
by the confidence in the role of religious ideology in the social life in Turkey. Ma-
ny Ottoman intellectuals and statesmen gave utterance to the notion, “there is no
need to be afraid of Bolshevism, since it cannot bush out in a muslim body”.
Despite all these kindly views, the Ottoman ruling classes and their ideolo-

gists started to produce lies immediately about communism in the person of Le-
nin and his comrades. The initial examples of deceitfulness and distortions, wh-
ich were refined and enriched through the utilization of vast intellectual resour-
ces by anti-communism and its synonym anti-Sovietism in the following years
not only in Turkey but all over the world, could be found in the pages of Istanbul
press of the day.
Interestingly enough, as we will elaborate on further later, the seemingly “left”

challenges which have been one of the most hypocritical ways of slandering the
Soviet Union in later years and especially today were put into words by certain
Ottomans even at an early date as 1918:
“I am afraid that even if the founding father of socialism Marx had come out

of his tomb, the Bolsheviks would have executed him as well.” 4

This was an interesting period as, apart from those who claim that the idea of
socialism is good but Bolshevism is bad, it was possible to see practical Ottoman
intellectuals who argue that Bolsheviks were not communists; hence there would
be no harm in establishing close connections with them.
The picture started to change as the war ended with the defeat of Germany and
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4. Ataullah Bahaeddin, Rusya Müslümanları ve Bol�evikler (Russian Muslims and the Bol-
sheviks), Sebilürre�ad, October1918. Quoted in KOCABA�O�LU - BERGE, p.163.

5. Some developments during 1919 and 1920 listed below would help us to understand better
how the course of events affected each other:
a) August 15, 1919: Greek army occupied Izmir and took part in the partitioning of Anato-
lia with the direction of the British – May 19, 1919: Mustafa Kemal travelled from Istanbul
to Samsun in order to build contacts for National Liberation. Although the official Kemalist
thesis hides the truth about this trip to a certain extent, one shall pay attention to the fact th-
at significant steps to initiate a “resistance against the occupation” started only after the
Greek came into the picture.
b) March 16, 1920: The British occupied Istanbul – April 23, 1920: The Grand National As-
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stafa Kemal did not challenge the Soviet Union completely when the Soviet card
to force the British and the French to recognize his government lost its former si-
gnificance; neither he was that superficial, nor the conditions of the day provided
such a space of maneuvering for the young Republic of Turkey. The relationsh-
ips between Turkey and the Soviet Union lost the warmness it used to have du-
ring the period of “armed struggle”, but they carried on to have a “friendly” cha-
racter. However, as the rapidly strengthening capitalist power established itself
due to the great political authority of the founding cadres and as the relations wi-
th the Western states got normalized, the gates of anti-communism started to be
opened widely in due course.
All over the world, anti-communism and anti-Sovietism overlap to a great ex-

tent. But in Turkey this is even more so; apart from overlapping, anti-communism
and anti-Sovietism are almost identical in this country.
The attitude of Ankara government against the Soviet Union during Lausan-

ne negotiations, which started in a period when the military episode of the war
was over, but the Republic of Turkey was not yet declared, in between Novem-
ber 1922 and July 1923, proved well how the new rulers of Anatolia were nursing
a grudge for the fight against communism.
Turkey helped surprisingly a lot to the Western powers in order to keep the

Bolsheviks, the only great force that stood by her side during the war, away from
the diplomatic negotiations. During the negotiations, it was the Bolsheviks who
decided to make all sorts of sacrifices to strengthen Turkey’s hand against impe-
rialists. They did this despite the fact that the triumphant Kemalists started to wa-
ge a widespread campaign to suppress and wipe out the communists during Se-
ptember and October 1922! 
The voice of Soviet Russia was muted in Lausanne. Only when the situation

of the straits was discussed, what voice of the communists could be heard. They
were taking a stance contrary to their interests and demanding an authority over
the position of the straits that Turkey was not actually entitled (and even did not
want!). That was why the British diplomat Lord Curzon was saying for the So-
viet diplomat Chicherin, “Even more Turkish than the Turks”6. 
On the contrary, the Turkish delegation headed by �smet �nönü was busy sh-

owing how eager Turkey was in taking a role in confining communism, i.e. the
Soviet Union. They preferred to support the impositions of imperialism rather th-
an the proposals of the Soviet delegates that were to the advantage of Turkey. Wh-
ile the mechanisms which were deployed in massacring Mustafa Suphi in 1920
started to be utilized again in order to do away with the communists in the coun-
try, the friendship with the Soviet Union started to cease from being the main axis
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Even though the relations between the Bolsheviks and the Kemalists were mul-
tidimensional and were going with ups and downs, they had an indisputable hi-
storical value in many respects:
a) The weapons and the monetary aid provided by the Bolsheviks was a vital

support for the independence movement in Anatolia to maintain itself in milita-
ry and political terms, and to become successful. 
b) In a strategically sensitive territory, the Soviet government could manage

to isolate a certain region from the threat against itself.
c) The Kemalists helped other muslim peoples in the East, such as those in In-

dia, to tend towards a fight against imperialism.
c) The Kemalists played a great role in enabling the Bolsheviks to acquire

control over the Caucasus, particularly over Azerbaijan, and eliminate pro-Briti-
sh political powers and political forces in this region.
d) Ankara government utilized its relations with the Soviet Union effective-

ly in its negotiations with the British and the French, which in due course created
disadvantages for the Bolsheviks.
e) The Kemalist movement prevented Moscow from providing an effective

support to the communist movement in Anatolia at an utterly critical period.
Evidently, the rapprochement between the Bolsheviks and the Kemalists had

positive and negative outcomes for the world revolutionary process. However, in
the last instance, when we take into account that a strong workers’ movement did
not exist in Anatolia in that period, we may say that the “close” collaboration we-
re to the interests of the “revolutionary” front. In any case, this was what genera-
ted a regional legitimacy to the Turkish bourgeois revolution, whose anti-impe-
rialist character was weak.

AANNTTII--CCOOMMMMUUNNIISSMM  IISS  GGAAIINNIINNGG  PPOOWWEERR

As the occupation in Anatolia ended, some of the factors that compelled the
Kemalists to build close relations with Soviet Russia became obsolete. Yet, Mu-
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sembly of Turkey (TBMM) that was asking for “independence” started to function in Anka-
ra as an alternative to Istanbul government whose hands were tied. 
c) August 10, 1920: The Sevres Treaty imposed by imperialist countries on Istanbul go-
vernment was signed – September 1, 1920: The Congress of the Peoples of the East got to-
gether in Baku with the participation of many Kemalist delegates along with Turkish com-
munists as well – September 10, 1920: Communist Party of Turkey (TKP) was established
in Baku.
d) January 28, 1921:The leader of TKP, Mustafa Suphi, and his 15 comrades were killed by
Ankara government, and the party had a hard blow – March 16, 1921: A treaty of amity bet-
ween Soviet Russia and Ankara government was signed.
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that “Bolshevism relies on class struggles, but we do not have classes”. 
In due course, this side of the story was forgotten, but the argument about com-

munism being an “alien” factor has not been abandoned at all. They were so su-
re that this argument worked so well, hence they went all lengths in order not to
allow the communists to exist in the Turkish territory. They prepared the eviden-
ces to support the argument, “the roots of communism lies outside”, by making
the communist movement in Turkey dependent upon the Soviet Union and after-
wards to other socialist countries.
In other words, the oppression and terror against communists during the hi-

story of the republic have not only aimed to suppress and eliminate them, but al-
so to win an ideological superiority over the communists by rendering them soil-
less. We will touch upon another aspect of this issue below.
In order to make Islam, in turn, an effective element of anti-communism, th-

ere were three requirements: To make communists’ approach to religion look co-
arse, to modify the accusations of reactionary ideologies in the West in this con-
text into the language of Islam, and to recognize that religious fanaticism can be
as effective as nationalism in the counter-revolutionary struggle. Nevertheless,
the Kemalist cadres were not so willing to give a dominant role, even in ideolo-
gical terms, to religious circles which they tried to keep under control persistent-
ly during the years of foundation and settlement. For them, religion was like a wa-
ter dam that should not lose its force by being overused, and they contented th-
emselves with remembering this point. It is obvious that the Kemalist cadres, who
allowed religion to maintain the position it has in social life due to several rea-
sons while purging it from the administrative structure, were planning to break
the influence of Soviet Russia, which was getting stronger day by day just besi-
de Turkey, by means of the sterile social sphere created by religion. 
However, anti-communism in Turkey has always benefited the most from the

traditional “hostility to Russians”. Undoubtedly, there were historical causes for
such hostility. It was impossible that the formidable wars between Ottoman and
Russian empires not to leave any marks over the people. Just as the competition
and conflicts over regions such as Crimea, which had been within the sovereign
base area and then within the area of interest of the Ottoman Empire, deeply af-
fected the Slavs living in these territories and eventually turned into an unbridled
“hostility to Turks”, it was impossible for Turkish nationalism to ignore the ex-
plicit role played by Russia in the contraction of the Ottoman Empire. Further-
more, when we add the passion for Istanbul that Russian Orthodoxy never tried
to hide, one can say that the image of “the Russian bear that would like to reach
the warm seas” had become one of the constant elements in the world view of the
Ottomans in 20th century. 
I have already emphasized that during the last years of the Ottoman Empire

the October Revolution drew this image away to a certain extent, but could not
eliminate it completely. Although it seems that the hostility to Russia was repla-
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of the foreign policy. This time, Turkey was using its relations with Western co-
untries in order to confine the Soviet Union into a relationship with herself. Mo-
scow could not find any solution but to act cautiously so as not to push Turkey in-
to the arms of imperialism completely. Yet, the interests of the bourgeoisie, whi-
ch were gradually pulling itself round, has already been orienting the country to-
wards a new route.
The anti-communist discourse that we will witness in the entire history of the

Republic of Turkey was given a start.
The most prominent and the strongest argument of anti-communism in Tur-

key has been that communism was an “alien factor”. I already mentioned how th-
is argument was put in place in the last days of the Ottoman Empire. It was Mu-
stafa Kemal, who was delivering the speeches in the same vein in TBMM of the
War of Independence, while putting the argument in a “friendly” context this ti-
me:
“Gentlemen, there might be two kinds of precautions. The first: To crush tho-

se who talk about Communism immediately, to utilize fierce, destructive measu-
res such as not allowing any man coming from Russia to step on the land if he is
coming by ship or expelling him directly if he is coming by road. We have reco-
gnized such precautions as useless in two respects: Firstly, the Russian Republic
which we deem good political relations as a necessity is entirely communist. If we
have taken such radical measures, under no circumstances we should have any
relation with and had any interest in the Russians. (…) Therefore, we considered
the most effective remedy as explaining our people, as enlightening the public
opinion of the nation that Communism is unacceptable for our country in view of
our religious requirements.7” 
Nearly one week after this speech was delivered; Mustafa Suphi and his com-

rades were killed.
The argument claiming that communism could not be valid for Turkey has al-

ways been predicated on three pretexts:
a) There is no capitalist class in Turkey.
b) Turkey is a muslim country.
c) Communism is not an indigenous thought.
While the Kemalists were expressing heartily the thesis that “there is no capi-

talist class in Turkey”, at the same time, they were working passionately to crea-
te a capitalist class by utilizing the means of the state. Even when Turkish bour-
geoisie became so large that it was impossible to be hidden behind the lie “we are
a nation without privileges and classes”, they were still shameless enough to claim
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7. Quoted from the speech delivered by Mustafa Kemal in January 22, 1921 at TBMM by Ra-
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religious factor, the specificity of Turkey etc. anti-communism dealt a hard blow
on especially middle classes and the intellectuals with its “libertarian” discourse,
the effects of which was aggravated by the defencist and timid stance of the So-
viet Union that was getting under way of a demise. 
Nevertheless, despite this latest appendage, those who drew the framework of

anti-communism in Turkey were the founding cadres of the Republic of Turkey,
and in their graves, they are probably making fun of the foolish attempts of cer-
tain “leftist” intellectuals who are trying to calumniate the later bourgeois powers
for this responsibility.
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ced by sympathy to the Bolsheviks under the heat of the War of Independence,
sincerity never existed between two countries even at the time when rapproche-
ment was at the top, since some of the leading Kemalist cadres were genuinely
cadres of Britain or France, Mustafa Kemal and his close associates were utterly
concerned about the sympathy towards Soviet Russia in poor Anatolia and even
the most willing cadres about developing the relations with the Soviet Union we-
re, in the last instance, aiming an integration with the West.
While the Bolsheviks usually made realistic assessments about the leadersh-

ip in Anatolia and develop a sound understanding about its class bases, they we-
re paying attention to give assurance to this new ruling class of Turkey and keep
their promises. In return, in many occasions, they experienced an “evasive” ap-
proach “keeping his cards close to his chest”. 
The obvious reason of such behavior was that the Kemalist cadres were seeing

the Soviet Union as the heir of Russia, so they never thought of a permanent friend-
ship with this country and wanted to use “the hostility against Russia” as a pre-
caution against Bolshevism when they need to.
Kemalists were so conditioned to see the occupying imperialist states as their

prospective friends that they were quite arrogant about the backwardness of So-
viet Russia and the rudeness of the Bolsheviks without taking the backward so-
cial relations in Anatolia into account. They considered the re-emerging Turkey
as “part of the developed Western civilization” and Russia as a temporary ally!
One can think of this view of Kemalists as one of the reasons why hostility to

Russia could be utilized so effectively in the bourgeois order’s fight against com-
munism. Communism is an alien factor to Turkey, and moreover, it belongs to
Russia who is “hostile” to the Turkish land!
We need to note that the first communists of Turkey strived really a lot to bre-

ak this conception and in this endeavor, they never developed pragmatic appro-
aches that would overshadow the Soviet Union or the comradeship with its ruling
party. On the other hand, of course, certain problems that arose in time in the re-
lationships between CPSU and other parties in the world put a strain on TKP as
well and provided new arguments for “the roots of the communists lies outside”
discourse of anti-communism.

CCOONNCCLLUUDDIINNGG  RREEMMAARRKKSS

It is clear that the role played by the Kemalist cadres in establishing and sha-
ping the anti-communist ideology should not be underestimated. For the “ap-
pendage” to the elements we mentioned above were only made in 1980s through
neoliberalism, which launched a quite sharp battle against the working class. Wi-
th this appendage, attempts to condemn socialism over “liberties” and “demo-
cracy” gained a rather effective paradigm. On top of hostility against Russia, the
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THE PCV AND THE CONSTRUCTION
OF SOCIALISM IN VENEZUELA

by the Department of International Politics.
Communist Party of Venezuela (PCV)

Nowadays, in Bolivarian Venezuela we are living an intense debate about the
theory and practice of socialism which the Communist Party of Venezuela wel-
comes with satisfaction and trying to contribute to it. Throughout the twentieth
century, the oligarchy in power and their real masters, the U.S. monopolies, stro-
ve in vain to divert our people from the socialist road.
On March 5th 1931, the first communist cell in the country was founded in Ca-

racas, which marks the birth of the Communist Party of Venezuela. This event ta-
kes place in the middle of one of the fiercest dictatorships known in Latin Ame-
rica, the one from Juan Vicente Gómez (1908 - 1935). By then, being a commu-
nist was considered treason by the Constitution and was punished with 20 years'
imprisonment on the crime of “communism.” There is no doubt of the courage,
conviction and commitment to the revolution that those comrades who decided
to found the PCV had.
The PCV has worked for 80 years of hard struggle in which its membership

suffered unjust imprisonment, torture chambers, secrecy, illegality, in applying
the teachings of Marxism-Leninism in our national life in order to transform it to
form a society of full freedom and rights for the oppressed and exploited working
people. 
In the collective construction on socialist ideas, the following ideological is-

sues have been and are important in Venezuelan society: 

11..  TTHHEE  CCOONNCCEEPPTT  OOFF  NNAATTIIOONNAALL  LLIIBBEERRAATTIIOONN

Lenin showed that in the era of imperialism “diverse forms of dependent co-
untries which, politically, are formally independent, but in fact, are enmeshed in
the net of financial and diplomatic dependence" 1 are typical. At the same time,

1. Lenin, “Imperialism, the highest stage of capitalism”,Selected Works, Vol. I, Progreso, Mo-
scow, 1979, p. 751.
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“face the music” and become the Party of the Working Class, independent and wi-
th profound internationalist principles. From there, the activism of the PCV will
develop with the workers in the perspective of the Socialist Venezuela during the
democratic transition which ended in 1952, when a new military coup took place.
On January 23, 1958, the PCV led the overthrow of the dictatorship of Gene-

ral Marcos Pérez Jiménez with the support of the working class and the popular
democratic movement. However, the U.S. managed through repression of the tra-
de union movement and the banning of leftist parties, including PCV, to restore the
bourgeois representative democratic system that would remain in power until 1999.
In 1958, the PCV promoted a class and popular militant concentration to re-

ject former President Nixon which was about to provoke an intervention by the
Marines from their bases in Puerto Rico to his rescue. To widen the various forms
of class struggle, the PCV with other anti-imperialist bodies created the Armed
Forces of National Liberation (FALN) and the National Liberation Forces (FLN)
to confront the regime designed by the U.S. Government.
Therefore, the demand of national liberation is the creative application of Mar-

xism - Leninism to the Venezuelan situation, the core axis of the political agenda
since 1935 and the central struggle of tens of thousands of Venezuelan commu-
nists and anti-imperialists since 1931. It is the continuation of the struggle for in-
dependence and freedom of the indigenous peoples against the Spanish conque-
rors since the sixteenth century, of the slaves and all our people under the leader-
ship of the Liberator Simón Bolívar in the nineteenth century. 

22..  TTHHEE  DDOOMMIINNAATTIIOONN  OOFF  IIMMPPEERRIIAALLIISSMM

The contradiction between capital and labour that characterizes the time of
transition from capitalism to socialism is also manifested in the contradiction bet-
ween the peoples, on the one hand and monopolies, imperialism, which is the last
stage of capitalism, as Lenin defined it brilliantly in 1916, on the other. This ascer-
tainment leads us to the obligation of forming a broad Anti-imperialist Front th-
at brings together social forces, popular sectors who struggle or have or have an
interest in struggling to defeat imperialism which, amid deep economic crisis, be-
comes far more dangerous and aggressive than ever. 
On November 23, 2009, PCV leader Pedro Eusse explained some features of

this Front: “It goes beyond, far beyond the Marxist parties... we are aware that the
struggle against imperialism is not only a task of the Marxist -Leninists, but of the
vast democratic, popular and progressive, social and political movement and ne-
eds to have greater strength in the struggle against imperialist domination”4 .
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Lenin said that imperialism is , in the political field, a “striving for annexations
..., violence and reaction”2. And it is the world proletariat leader who warns that
the savagery in the search for sources of raw materials and the exportation of ca-
pital leads capitalism to the “conquest of colonies”.
The Venezuelan people have suffered directly the imperialist oppression, the

plundering of their resources and the imposition of tyrannical regimes that were
at the service of foreign monopolies. In the 1930's and 1940's thousands of wor-
kers employed by the Lago Petroleum Company (LPC) of the Rockefellers and
the Venezuelan Oil Concession (VOC) of Morgan and Mellon, suffered cramped,
dying of malaria and accidents, tortured by Gomez's police, poorly paid, humi-
liated and fired, the Indians dispossessed of their land, thousands of women for-
ced into prostitution in the oil fields, agricultural plantations destroyed by the im-
position of the oil economy with thousands of farmers into poverty, the Lake Ma-
racaibo ecologically destroyed by the foreign industry and other misfortunes.
As explained by Professor Federico Brito Figueroa, a Venezuelan communist,

the fabulous enrichment of the imperialist monopolies increased “the general pa-
uperism in the country and the opulence of the U.S. financial oligarchy”3. Oil im-
perialism in the twentieth century imposed three reactionary regimes: the dicta-
torship of Juan Vicente Gómez (1908-1935), Perez Jimenez's (1948-1958) and
neo-colonial false democracy (1959-1999).
No wonder, therefore, that the PCV has accepted the resolutions of the Com-

munist International (CI) and the classics of Marxism-Leninism in favor of the
rights to self-determination and full sovereignty of the peoples.
"At the end of 1936 the First Congress of Workers of Venezuela meets in Ca-

racas, with 219 delegates from all over the country, many of them communists,
with great collaboration of veteran comrades in the organization of the Congress
and in the preparation of the theses. The Congress ended with the creation of the
Venezuelan Confederation of Labor, CTV” says Comrade Key Sánchez.
The PCV organized the first strike by oil workers in December 1936 to January

1937, which was essentially a struggle against imperialism. “The final assessment
of that first year of political and social activity so far in this century was highly
positive - Jesús Faria pointed, who was Secretary General of the Communist Par-
ty of Venezuela - although it had only been for the number of men and women
who joined the class struggle”. He adds, “beyond the results, one important aspect
of this strike, the most important event in the struggle against imperialism in re-
corded history to date, was the powerful united activity of the working class wi-
th all other democratic, patriotic and anti-Gómez sectors of Venezuela”.
On August 8, 1937, seven months after the oil strike ended, the First Confe-

rence of the Communist Party of Venezuela was held, where the Party decided to
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2. Idem, p. 756.
3. Federico Brito Figueroa, Contemporary Venezuela, colonnial country? Caracas, 1972, p 35.

4. Tribuna Popular November, 23,http://www.pcv-venezuela.org/index.php?option=com_
content&id=6045&itemid=1.
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1. Development of the political vanguard of the working class,
2. Conquest of political power of the state,
3. Development of the productive forces,
4. Strengthening the state ownership under workers' control,
5. Weakening and subsequent suppression of imperialist domination mecha-
nisms,

6. Establishment of economic planning,
7. Development of people's education and others 8.
The Central Committee of the PCV has analyzed that the Bolivarian process

of national liberation is making progress in the recovery of sovereignty “but still
there are no conditions, nor subjective of consciousness and social organization,
nor transformation of the productive base and relations of production, ie we not
have a strategic plan for the construction of the social and economic base of a so-
cialist society”9. One of the most serious problems faced by the revolutionary for-
ces is the bourgeois state that has not been dismantled and that permanently ham-
pers this.
Around the present State, our ideological Workshop analyzed that “the lea-

dership of the state is in the hands of the petty bourgeoisie, and this alone, as de-
monstrated historically, is not interested in developing the tasks of the transition
period”10. 

44..  TTHHEE  SSOOCCIIAALL  DDRRIIVVIINNGG  FFOORRCCEESS  OOFF  TTHHEE  BBOOLLIIVVAARRIIAANN  PPRROOCCEESSSS

Lenin warned that the super-profits of monopolies allowed “to corrupt labour
leaders and the top layer of the labour aristocracy”11. The task which the U.S. mo-
nopolies entrusted with their lackeys of the AD and COPEI governments betwe-
en 1958 and 1998, was the dividing up of the Venezuelan working class by corru-
pting their leaders and a privileged workers' sector. They achieved this to the point
that the Confederation of Workers of Venezuela (CTV) was one of the actors in the
2002 fascist coup against President Hugo Chávez. The PCV fully recognizes that
the working class is the most interested and best able to carry to the end the Vene-
zuelan revolutionary process and to make socialism a reality. That's why it has al-
ways strived to organize the oil workers' unions of agricultural workers, industrial
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The threat of aggression suffered today by the country and the progressive go-
vernments of the continent with the seven military bases in Colombia, by a fascist
regime directed from the Pentagon; the activation of the Fourth Fleet deployed in
the Atlantic Ocean and the rest of military bases in the Caribbean and South Ame-
rica, demonstrates that Marxism-Leninism is the main theoretical tool to under-
stand and deal with imperialism. “The final resolution of the principal contra-
diction of the moment, between the Bolivarian revolution and U.S. imperialism,
demands the broader national, continental and global unity of popular forces and
progressive governments”5. 

33..  TTHHEE  PPHHAASSEESS  OOFF  SSOOCCIIAALLIISSTT  CCOONNSSTTRRUUCCTTIIOONN

The communists in Venezuela have learned to adapt our struggle to the needs
of the joining of workers' and popular forces, the promotion of the socio-politi-
cal alliance against monopolies and imperialism taking advantage of the oppor-
tunities arising from the developments in our country in relation to the Bolivarian
process with the goal of socialism, a socioeconomic system that requires the ful-
filment of some basic characteristics: a state of new type that our 6th Congress
called “democratic and popular state”, a popular economy with the basic and con-
centrated means of production socialized, a well-organized working class, a cohe-
sive revolutionary political leadership and a high revolutionary consciousness of
society. 
Frederick Engels said in Anti-Dühring that taking possession of all means of

production by society can only become a reality “once the material conditions for
its realization occur”.Venezuela promotes a transition process that we characte-
rized in the 12th Congress as “national liberation revolution, clearly anti-impe-
rialist, anti-monopoly, democratic and popular, which opens perspectives for so-
cialism, insofar as the class struggle is resolved in favour of the most consistent
ideological and political forces of the Revolution”6.
The National Ideological Workshop “Contribution to the debate on socialism

in Venezuela” that we held in 2008 stated that “in Venezuela, the transition to so-
cialism is just beginning”7.
For this transition to be actually oriented toward socialism, the PCV believes

that some preconditions should be fulfilled:
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5. Thesis number 3 approved in the 13th Extraordinary Congress in March, 2007.
6. Paragraph 103 of the Programmatic Thesis approved by the 12th National Congress of the
PCV, Caracas, 21-24 July, 2006.

7. National Ideological Workshop of the PCV, Contribution to the debate on socialism in Ve-
nezuela, Institute Bolívar Marx, Caracas, 2008, p. 33.

8. Paragraph 117 of thesis above mentioned.
9. Tribuna Popular nº 173, February 2010, resolutions fo the 32nd Plennary Session of the CC
held in January, 2010.

10. National Ideological Workshop of the PCV, Contribution to the debate on socialism in Ve-
nezuela, Institute Bolívar Marx, Caracas, 2008, p. 33.

11. Imperialism, highest stage…, op. cit., p. 687.



Therefore, the PCV waves with the same force the two flags of national libera-
tion and proletarian internationalism to which we have sought to contribute.
In 1925, Gustavo Machado founded with Julio Antonio Mella the Anti-Impe-

rialist League of the Americas that became the basis for the creation of the Com-
munist Party of Cuba, fought with Sandino in Nicaragua in 1928 and helped Fi-
del Castro in the 50s to prepare the Granma expedition. Venezuelan comrades fell
martyrs in the expedition of 1959 to overthrow the Trujillo dictatorship in the Do-
minican Republic and a detachment of the Communist Youth arrested in 1964
U.S. Colonel Michael Smolen to require imperialists the immediate release of
Vietnamese patriot Van Troi (action that sealed the unbreakable friendship bet-
ween the peoples of Venezuela and Vietnam).
The PCV supports the solidarity position of President Chávez' with the strug-

gle of the Palestinian and Lebanese peoples, the peoples of Abkhazia and South
Ossetia, whose independence he has recognized diplomatically, with the Hondu-
ran people resisting the reactionary regime and other expressions of solidarity th-
at correspond to our historical line. 

66..  TTHHEE  PPCCVV  AANNDD  TTHHEE  BBOOLLIIVVAARRIIAANN  RREEVVOOLLUUTTIIOONN

We say that the program advanced by the government of President Chavez is
basically the program proposed by the Sixth Congress of the CPV in 1980. We re-
cognize and support the leadership of President Hugo Chávez in the struggle
against imperialism, for national liberation, continental unity and socialism15. We
recognize that hist leadership is not just national but continental and global and
that it is “a reference for peoples and rulers”16. We note that the broad Anti-Im-
perialist Front that the country needs “requires for its development” of the lea-
dership of Commander Chávez17. We supported Chávez's presidential candidacy
in 1998 and we have actively supported the anti-imperialist direction of his go-
vernment and the vast majority of progressive and revolutionary proposals made
by the president. At this time the PCV participates with the allied party, the PSUV
and other social and political movements, in the construction of a political and
electoral Patriotic Alliance. We “naturally” support and promote the Bolivarian
Revolution since we consider it the “continuity” of our own history18. The PCV
exerts autonomy in the process of our country to raise our own policy that has so-
me characteristic points:
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workers, seafarers and port employees, professionals and other sectors.
Imperialism partially achieved the goal of destroying the organization of the

working class as the main revolutionary subject and that is why the task of eman-
cipation was led by patriotic military officers and other sectors led by Comman-
der Chávez. This is nothing new or exceptional. A Soviet scientist noted that the
democratic intelligentsia has a “significant role - and sometimes a leading one -
in the national liberation revolution” in countries “where the working class has
not become an independent force, while the national bourgeoisie is weak or pro-
imperialist”12.
The priority is to strengthen the Workers' Classist Current “Cruz Villegas”, to

support the rising of workers' awareness, to organize the Socialist Councils of
Workers, to boost the Labour Act, to promote the unity of the class and revolu-
tionary trade unions forces and to isolate the traitors and corrupt trade unionists
that still exert some influence. We stand for a “broad alliance of democratic, na-
tionalist and anti-imperialist forces”13 in which the conscious working class is
closely allied with all “the driving forces of the revolution in its current stage of
transition”: “large sections of workers, peasants, progressive middle class and
intelligentsia, wide swath of small and middle bourgeoisie and the bourgeoisie
that is not associated with transnational capital”14. In Venezuela there are no pa-
triotic sectors within the monopoly bourgeoisie, which has refused to become a
national bourgeoisie and for decades has been a buyer and an agent of U.S. im-
perialism. 

55..  TTHHEE  PPRROOLLEETTAARRIIAANN  IINNTTEERRNNAATTIIOONNAALLIISSMM

The Communist Party of Venezuela is a direct son of the international effort
of the working class led by the first successful socialist revolution, the Soviet Re-
volution, to overthrow capitalism and build a superior civilization. Both the Ve-
nezuelan people and the PCV have resisted and overcome in many battles against
the class enemy thanks to the wide international solidarity we have received.
From the generous support given to us by Caribbean Bureau of the Commu-

nist International (CI), the fraternal assistance of the Communist Party of Co-
lombia to keep safe pursued comrades, the international campaign for the free-
dom of PCV's President Comrade Gustavo Machado in 1968, to the support from
all over the world to our people in the defeat of the criminal fascist coup of 2002.
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petty bourgeois socialism, German or “true” socialism and the bourgeois or con-
servative socialism23. Several petty bourgeois currents attempted to appropriate
the concept to render the true socialism meaningless. Against this, the PCV has
been clear: our extraordinary congress of 2007 agreed on the development of the
Marxist-Leninist consciousness. On June 19, 2009, the General Secretary Óscar
Figuera argued strongly before the National Assembly that “the only existing so-
cialism is scientific Socialism” 24 . 
In the National Ideological Workshop we offered a complete definition of so-

cialism that began this way: “Socialism is a socioeconomic structure where the
the social ownership of the basic means of production of goods and services pre-
dominates” 25.
We welcome that, on the roots of class struggle, President Hugo Chávez and

the PSUV are heading ever more decisively in favour of scientific socialism. The
extraordinary congress of the PSUV has defined among its principles the scien-
tific socialism and anti-imperialism26, which is equivalent to the official burial of
the “socialism of the 21st century”. This corresponds to a growing maturation of
the popular and workers' forces engaged in the anti-imperialist process and an in-
creased marginalization of the petty bourgeois and bourgeois groups which, as
we have pointed out in early 2010 “somehow conduct the process today without
the socialist goal”.

88..  OONN  TTHHEE  55tthh  IINNTTEERRNNAATTIIOONNAALL

The Communist Party of Venezuela set a position on the call made by Presi-
dent Hugo Chávez to form the “5th Socialist International”, saying that what the
world needs is to unite progressive, revolutionaty and left political parties along
with the movements and social organizations in a broad international front to ar-
ticulate efforts and coordinate the struggle against imperialism.
For the Venezuelan Communists, the progress in organic bodies as was the In-

ternational Workers Association (IWA) or First International, founded in London
in 1864, the Social-democratic International or Second International in 1889 and
the Communist International, founded in 1919 by initiative of Lenin and the Rus-
sian Communist Party (Bolshevik), which gathered the Communist Parties of va-
rious countries and was known as the Third International, was due to a process of
political construction, ideological unity and common goals.
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• Call for formation of a collective leadership including President Chávez. In
January 2010 our C.C. noted that “the decision to proceed to the creation of a col-
lective leadership of the revolutionary processnot has not been taken yet”19.
• Struggle to build the political vanguard role of the working class.
• Constructive criticism about the mistakes errors committed by the govern-

ment and self-criticism about our own mistakes.
• Struggle to “dismantle the old bourgeois, bureaucratic, corrupt and corru-

pting state" 20. We have denounced how from the old state a new bourgeoisie th-
at accumulates privileges and performs anti-worker and corrupt practices appe-
ars21.
• Determination not only to maintain but to strengthen to the most our party

not to defend “personal interests” or as a “whim”, as some opponents accuse us,
but to not squander the struggle heritage of 80 years and to defend the strategic
interests of the working class.
• Firm policy of proletarian internationalism which supports the government's

foreign policy but is independent to support the causes and struggles that deser-
ve that support without being subject to the “reason of state”, which is sometimes
reason of the bourgeois state.
• Foundation of our policy in Marxism-Leninism and the legacy of Bolívar.
• In face of inconsiderate criticism and anticommunist assertions we vindicate

the “enormous importance that the existence of “real socialism” had to mankind”22. 

77..  TTHHEE  PPCCVV  AANNDD  TTHHEE  SSOO--CCAALLLLEEDD  
""SSOOCCIIAALLIISSMM  OOFF  TTHHEE  2211sstt  CCEENNTTUURRYY""

Since 1999 the Bolivarian process has gone by successive ideological defini-
tions. First was the definition of “anti-neoliberal”, afterwards the proposal of the
“Third Way” inspired by the right-wing British Labour of Mr. Blair, afterwards
the firm Bolivarian assertion, afterwards the “endogenous developmen”. At one
point, the writer Heinz Dieterich Steffan succeeded in proposing the never very
clear definition of “socialism of the 21st century”. It was something allegedly
“new” and opposed, on one hand, to the socialist construction of the 20th centu-
ry that continues in the 21st century in several countries (Cuba, China, Korea,
Vietnam and Laos) and scientific socialism considered as “dogmatism” by the
petty bourgeois, on the other hand.
In 1848 Karl Marx denounced several false socialisms, like feudal socialism,
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THE PCV AND THE CONSTRUCTION OF SOCIALISM IN VENEZUELA

“We emphasize that our proposal made at the International Meeting of Left
Parties in 2009, is to unite as many progressive, left and revolutionary political
parties along with the vast range of social movements, unions, indigenous, wor-
kers of the culture that are for socialism or not but their actions and common pur-
pose are to advance the struggle against the main enemy of the peoples, which is
global imperialism, not only the American imperialism” 27, said Pedro Eusse,
member of the Politburo of the PCV.
In the frame of the international communist movement, where the PCV is ac-

tive, we have been working for several years in building spaces for anti-imperia-
list articulation linking the efforts of the communist and workers parties in the
struggle against a common enemy, such as the International Communist Seminar
organized by the Workers' Party of Belgium since 1992, or the International Me-
etings of Communist and Workers' Parties started over a decade ago by the Com-
munist Party of Greece.
“This is where we made our proposal to work for a Broad Anti-Imperialist

Front at a global, continental and national levels that unites the struggle of all
those who objectively are affected by the imperialist domination” 28.
In September 2009, the communist and workers' parties met in Damascus, wh-

ere the main debate was to link the struggle against imperialism, and the same th-
ing happened recently in India, where the communist and workers' parties have a
common denominator which is the Marxist-Leninist ideology whose space must
be maintained and deepened,“... but the Anti-Imperialist Front we are proposing
goes beyond, far beyond the Marxist parties” 29.
The PCV defends that “we are aware that the struggle against imperialism is

not only task of the Marxist-Leninists, but the vast democratic, popular and pro-
gressive social and political movement who needs greater strength in the strug-
gle against imperialist domination”30.
The PCV proposes to constitute a collective working group for debate, joint

elaboration, that evaluates the various proposals and aimed at advancing to a wi-
de coordination body in the common struggle of political parties and social mo-
vements participating in its formation, “This can not be part of an imposition wh-
ere we repeat past mistakes as the centers of leadership, which hurt the struggle
of these international organizations mentioned above, and where the develop-
ment, maturation and autonomy that the political parties have gained over more
than one hundred years must also be treated and respected”31. 
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