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SUMMARY

The National Liberation Movement is a major Communis t strategy
which aims to separate the colonies and semi-colonies of the West
from the control and influence of the Western Powers, and to bring
the colonies and semi-colonies fully into the Communist camp.

The National Liberation Movement had its genesis in the works.
-of Marx and Engels, who--along with the other Socialists of the
- 19th Century, were seeking a better social order. These men were
reacting to the problems created by the Industrial Revolution. A
new system of production was developing in which productivity was
being increased tremendously by the use of machinery. Marx and
Engels considered the capitalist system as exploitation of the
working masses at home and of the peoples in the colonies and semi-
colonies, They proposed to eliminate this exploitation by radical
changes in the economic-political structure instead of by evolu-
tionary social changes as recommended by most of the other Socialists.
-Since radical changes would be resisted strongly by the bourgecisie,
Marx insisted that revolution was necessary--and in all probability,
a violent revolution.

Marx and Engels had created the theoretical base for the
National Liberation Movement by (1) providing an ideology which
blamed capitalism for the evils of society, (2) condemning Western.
colonialism, and (3) calling for revolutlon to brlng about the
necessary social change.

But it was Lenin who expanded upon these theories and developed
a workable doctrine for the liberation of the colonies and semi-
colonies. Lenin elaborated upon Marx's anti-capitalist ideology
by adding his doctrine on imperialism. Realizing that nationalism
had become a strong force in Europe and that it might be uvtilized
to gain Communist ends, Lenin developed his policy of '"self-
determination of nations’”. He also established the Third Inter-
national to coordinate the world Communist revolution, including
the revolutions in the colonies. Lastly Lenin contributed to the
liberation movement by winning his own revolution in Russia and
thereby providing the Communist movement with a base of operatioms.

Lenin expected that his revolutionary victory in Russia would
be quickly followed by proletarian revolutions in Western Europe.-
By 1920, when it became evident that these revolutions were not
imminent, Lenin decided to turn his attention to building Russia
and to focusing increased attention on fostering revolutions in
colonies, However, he still considered the colonial struggles
to be second in priority to the proletarian revolutions in Europe.
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After Lenin died, Stalin followed Lenin's same general line.
In 1927, Stalin tried to exploit the nationalist revolution in
China, but suffered a sharp reversal when Chiang turned on the
Chinese Communists and decimated them, After World War II, the
National Liberation Movement enjoyed a windfall when the Communists
won control in virtually all of Eastern Europe, and when the Chinese
won their revolution in 1949. By Stalin's-death in 1954, the old
European Empires had begun to crumble as a result of combined
pressures from both the United States and the USSR, and from the

~rise of Afro-Asian nationalism,

Khrushchev decided early to give impetus to the liberation
movement., He embraced the nationalist leaders in Asia and the
Middle East, and he offered them aid in an effort to win them
over. Soviet influence was expanded, but none of these national
leaders were completely won over to communism. By 1960, with
Castro in mind, Khrushchev tried a new approach--that of '"national
democracy'--with the leaders of the underdeveloped countries, but
this too failed, Khrushchev then decided to recognize certain
nationalist leaders such as Nasser as ''revolutionary democrats"
and to rely on them to put the nation on the "path to sccialism'”.
Local Communists, who were insignificant anyway, had Vlrtaally
no role to play in this scheme.

Brezhnev and Kosygin have generally followed Khrushchev's
policy toward the National Liberation Movement., There is some
evidence that the Soviet leadership is frustrated for the moment
over the monumental difficulties involved in trying to bring about
scientific socialism in the underdev=loped areas where there is
virtually no proletariat, and where the economies are extremely
backward and the political structures are in flux. 1Indications
are that the Russian leaders will focus for the next few years on
internal domestic problems in the USSR while hoping that the
national leaders of the underdeveloped nations, with the assistance
and guidance of Moscow and the local Communists, will voluntarily
decide to adopt scientific socialism. In the meantime, the Soviets
hope that local Communists Parties can eniarge their base by
identifying their aims with those of the masses.
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FOREWARD

fhe Communist worldwide revolution against the socio-political
system which Marxists refer to as "Capitalism'" has become a serious
threat to all nations which do not wish to exchange their system
for communism. Prior to World War I.there were no»socialist
. (Marxist) countries. By 1959 there were fourteen with a total
population of over a billion people., With each new country won
over to communism, by revolution or otherwise, the balance of
Poﬁer shifts to the detriment of the West.

The Communist revolutionary movement is a threat to the United
States because its avowed purpose is to bring about the overthrow
of the American socio-poiitical system--and because modern Communist
leaders have demonstrated an_unreleﬁ#ing intent to ﬁée all of
their skill_in pursuance of this purpose.

One of the most important strategies which the Communists
have eﬁployed to attain their goal is the National Liberation
Movement. It is the objective of this paper.to_éxplain the
National Liberation Movement as a Soviet étrategy,-;ité develop-
ment as a concept, its goals, its application, and its threat to -
the United States.

The National Liberation Movement is now a major element of
the foreign policy of Communist China as well as the Soviet Union.
However, since the Soviet Union poées by far the greater military
threat to the American homeland, it was considéredfﬁf?}é;ggiénf—

to examine the Soviet approach in depth. Therefore, this paper
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deals almost exclusively with the Soviet theory and.doctrine of
the National Liberation Movement, The Chinese viewpoint is
mentioned only briefly.

For convenience, the following abbreviations have been used

throughout: CPSU - Communist Party of the Soviet Union; CDSP -

" Current Digest of the Soviet Press; JPRS - Joint Publications

Research Service; and USSR - Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.

' The writer wishes to express his gratitude to Miss Joyce L.
Eakin of the Army War College Library, Carlisle Barracks, Penn-

sylvania, for her assistance in flagging pertinent references.
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'CHAPTER 1
MARX AND ENGELS .

IMPOVERISHMENT AND LIBERATION

The first half of the nineteenth century was a period of

dynamic change, It was a period of revolution, romanticism,

nationalism, science, liberalism, and social and politieal change.
The Industrial Revolution was gaining.momentuﬁ, and was bringing
with it both progress and problems. Industrialization brought
about fundamental changes in the commerical, political, and social

life of Western Europe, and it introduced the rise of the bour-

. geoisie and the industrial working class. By mid-century, the

bourgeoisie and the bourgeois economic philosophies were becoming
dominant in the West.

Although superior in many respect to feﬁdalism,.cépitalism-
did not bring prosperit& to the industrial working class. In fact,
the plight of the worker was so bad that many inteilectuals.and
philosophers began a search for a Be;ter socio-economic system,
Many of these thinkers tﬁrﬁed to one form or another of socialism.l

ihe most prominent of the social theorists of the nineteenth
century was Karl Marx.2 By 1848 Marx and his friend and collab-
orator Frederick Engels had synthesized the various socialist

ideas into a coherent doctrine., Marx saw the capitalist system

1Harry W. Laidler, Social-Economic Movements, pp. 44-120.
21bid., p. 121. ‘ ‘
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as oﬁe which brought material and spiritual impoverishment to the
workers through the irresponéible exercise of power by the bour-
geoisie who@ he defined as those who ownéd the means of production
and the controlling share of stocks. In Mar#'s day, the physical

misery of the workers was extreme--especially in England where

- he was living. Work hours Were'léng, working'conditions were

unsafe and unhealthy, housing miseraﬁle, and disease rampant and, .
from Marx's viewpoint, this misery would get worse under capitalism.
The Qorker was also spiritually impoverishea and he therefore |
suffered alienation from nature, from his téols,-from his fellow
men, and even from himself. In his quest for profits; the
capitalist paid the worker barely enough to keepAhim alive.
Enjoyment was denied to him, for it was all thatlhe‘could do to
provide himself and his family with minimum essentials, Marx
concluded tﬁat the system was atrocidusly evil. The capitalists
had nearly all the power and wealth - yét did 1ittie work - and
were getting wealthier. The workers had almost nothing--did
almost all the work--and were getting poorer. Marx therefore
proposed to liberate the worker from the wretched conditions in

3

which he was condemned by capitalism.

3This paragraph is based largely on the lectures of Dr. Mary
Matossian presented to her students of the University of Maryland
in the Fall of 1964 on the subject of Europe in the nineteenth
century.




Colonialism

Marx was also highly critical of the colonial system which
capitalism was fostering. He theorized that the competitive
. character of capitalism was such th&t the capitalist would have
to resort to extremes to keep costs down to realize profits. 1In
the early stages of capitalism; the cbmpetition would be between
individual businesses in a local area. Later, businesses would
combine to keep costs down and to enable them to compete with
firms in other countries. As the number of highly industrialized.--
ﬁountries increased, and output greatiy expanded through the use
of modern machinery, a rivalry would deveiop in theiquest for
foreign markets and sources of raw materials, The éuest for
colonies would follow and Marx foresaw that this would lead to
bittgr.struggles which in turn would lead inexqrably to imperialist
wars.4
Marx saw colonialism as exploitation-=-pure and simple. He
brushed aside the Western arguments of "extending civilization',
etc., as rationalizations to hide the real truthj namely, that
the pufpose of a colony is to increase the wealth and power of
the mother country. Marx felt that the peoples of fhe colonies
were being shamefully exploited and their wealth stolen from
them. He wrote extensiveiy on the subject of colonialism--partic-

ularly in India, China, and Ireland.?

4G, D. H. Cole, The Meaning‘of Marxism, p. 91.
5Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, On Colonialism.
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In 1867, Marx advised the English workers to support self
government and independence for Ireland, Engels considered the
"subjugation'" of Ireland to have been a disaster for England; and

Marx said that the "English working class would never accomplish

anything before it got rid of Ireland . . . English reéction in
.England had its roots . . . in the subjugation of Ireland,"6
Lenin later pointed out that Marx had initially fhought that it
was not Ireland's national movement, but the proletarian movement
in England that would emancipate Ireland. Thus, the national

. movement is not given emphasis by Marx, since he expecfed the
victory of the working class in the advanced capitaligt countries
to bring emancipation for all nations. Marx later modified this
position when it became evident that the British workers were not
working for the independence of I;eland, but iﬁstead; it was the
Irish bourgoisie who were generating a revolution against England.,
Marx felt that the reactionary forces in England had been buttressed
and fed by the enslavement of Ireland and that the working classes
in England had come under the influence of these forces, This
observation later developed into the concept that révolutions
would therefore have to start in the "oppressed” nation; and that
this nation could not necessarily dgpend on the proletariat of .
the oppressing nation for assistaﬁce in its struggle., If
capitalism had fallen in England as quickly as Marx at first

expected, there would have been no need for a "bourgeois-democratic

6V. I. Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. IV, p. 278.
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and general national movement" in Ireland. When this movement
did arise, Marx advised the British workers to support it in the
interest of their own liberty.7 |

Lenin later noted that the policies which Marx and Engels
deVeloped concerniﬁg the Irish question furnished important guidance

. to the workers- of the "dominating' nations on the matter of

national movements.

HISTORY AND REVOLUTION

After concluding that capitalism and colonialism were evil
and thét they should be abolished, Marx examined history for
confirmation. In his view, history_indicated that man's existence
had been a series of class struggleé for power--struggles caused
by the devélopment of the methods of production. -In each era,
society organized itself in accord.with these powe?s-of pfoduction.
As theée powers develop, contradictions arise betﬁeen them and the
socio-pqlitical structure adopted at the outset of that stage;

‘and these contradictions lead finally to a revolution which
destroys the obsolete structure and introduces one which is more
in tune with the latest powers of production. This process--or
dialectic--had been experienced by the ruling élasses throughout
history. Each had given way, in turn, to a more progressive
ruling group. In recent times the feudal monarchs héd given way

' to the‘bourgeoisie--and it was Marx's contention that bourgeois

TLenin, op. cit., pp. 278-279.
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capitalism would give way to socialism. He predictéd that the
dialectical process would stop with socialism because for the
first time in history the powers of pfodpction would be controlled
by a majority class which would not use its power to exploit other
4 ‘classes but would use it for the benefit of all men.®
Revolution was one of Marx's distinctive legacies. The other
socialists of his day felt that their systems would bé recognized
as 3uper£or and péacefully adopted, Marx did not éhare this
evolutionary concept. It is true that-in his early years he was
more concerned with providing an orgaﬁizational structure for the
workers movement; but by 1848 he was convinced that a revolution
would be:nécessary to overthrow the bourgeoisie. The revolutions
of 1848‘and the experience of the Paris Commune of 1871 indicated
that seizing power was one thing,_but'retaining it was quite
"another. Hence, he developed a doctrine which called for a
revolution to overthrow the bourgeoisie, to-be followed by a
period of tight contro} by the workers (the peri&d of ‘the
dictatorship of the proletariat) to prévent the bourgeoisie ffom
regaining control. Later in life Marx suggested that violent
revolution might not be neces;ary in certain situationg; neverthe-
less, the main thrust of his teachings, and the essential difference

between Marxism and other forms of socialism today is the idea

that the change from capitalism to socialism will in all probability

8¢ole, op. cit., pp. 51-82.
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require a violent revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat.

In his Communist Manifesto, Marx warned the bourgeoisie that the
contradictions in capitalist society were such that revolutions
were imminent; and that it would be led by the proletariat (the
industrial working class). The Manifesto ended with a clear call
for revolution:

In short, Communist everywhere support every revolutionary"

movement against the existing social and political order

of things. . . . (Communist) ends can be attained only

by the forcible overthrow of all existing social conditioms.

-Let the ruling classes tremble at a Communist revolution.

The proletarians have nothing to lose but their chains. . . .

‘Working men of all countries, unite!9

THE (FIRST) INTERNATIONAL

_Mafx--and léter Lenin and Sfalin--tried to ﬁtiliZe an organization
‘representing the proletariat of the whole>wor1dAas a méans of pro-
moting socialist aims. The idea that the:workers should band
together and overthrow the bourgeoisie predated Marx. The early"
socialists established the League of.the Just as far back as 1836.
This organization was reélaced by thé League of Communists, and it
was this group that authorized Marx and Engels to write the

Communist Manifesto in 1848.10

By 1864, the European socialists decided to form an international

association. In that year the (First) International was born and

9Ka_rl Marx, The Communist Manifesto,>pp. 81-82.
10¢. p. H. Cole, "Socialism,”" Encyclopedia Britannica, Vol. 20,
p. 880. :




igs opening meéting was held in London under the léadership of
Marx and Engels. The constitutioﬁ reflected Marx's view of
capitalism as the cause of all social misery, moral degradation
and political subordination. It called for emancipation from
the economic slavery of capitalism and for the ban&ing together
of thé.workers for a united assault against this evil system.11

The (First) International was the forerunner of several similar .
worker's organizations which were to become major instrumeﬁts of

the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (CPSU) for the dissemination
.of doctrine and for the coordination of the worldwide proletarian
revolutionary movement. Later, the Third International was to
—pefform the added function of codrdinating the National Liberation
Movement.

Marx and Engels gave their primary attention to the advanced
industrialized countries of Europe, for it was there that they
expected the proletarian revdlutions to take plgce. _They expected
the colonies to acquire independencé, but not until the proletarian
revolutions had succeeded in Europe.lz Although they criticized
colonialism at length, and called for revolutions in the colonies,
Marx and Engels did not spell out how these revolutions sﬁould be

waged. They provided only the ideological rationale for colonial

independence and they suggested a cure for colonial ills--but they

yit1liam Henry Chamberlin, Communist International, p. 33,

W. Z. Laqueur, "Towards National Democracy - Soviet Doctrine
and the New Countries," Survey, No. 37, Jul.-Sep. 1961, p. 3.




were too enmeshed in European probleﬁs to find time for developing

the doctrinal structure of the modern National Liberation Movement.
SUMMARY

In summary, Marx and Engels saw capitalism as an appallingly -
evil system in which a few men, in their greedy search fdr profits
and aggrandizement, controlled éhd exploifed the.great majority
of the people. This exploitation was not confined to the advanced
industrial coﬁntries, but also encompassed the peoples.in the
Folonies overseas, Liberation from this miserable existence would
come by overthréwing the ruling class by revolution. Meager reforms
were not enough, for these did not materially improve the plight of
the worker, nor.change the basic relaﬁionship between the ruling
éroup and the working class. |

In érder to understand the present liberatidﬁ.ﬁovement cohcept,
one must realize the intense hogcility wﬁich Marx felt toward
capitalism and the bourgeoisie. To him, capitalism meant deprivation,
oppression and enslavement. It was a form of tyranny, and as such,
it would suffer the same fate as all tyrannies of history-—overthrow
by revolution. To Marx, the people and the colonies were fully
justified in trying to liberate themselves by revolution,

The ideas of Marx and Engels provided the essential theoretical
building blocks which now undergrid the ﬁodern national liberation
movement of the Soviet Union. The essential blocks wére; first,

an anti-capitalist ideology; second, a call for liberationm; ~

third, a demand for revolution, and fourth, a condemnation of

-

colonialism,




Although their contribution toward the liberation movement was
important, Marx and Engels did not formulate even the broad con-
ceptural outline of the movement as we know it today. This remained

the task of their sudcessors--especially Lenin.’
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CHAPTER II
LENIN

Marx died in 1883 and Engels died twelve years later, but

Marxism grew in strength after their deaths and by the end of the

‘century was the most powerful influence in the socialist movement.

In 1889 Marxism came to the attention of Vladimir Ilich U1yano§

Lenin, a young Russian intellectual who soon became Marx's leading

-disciple. 1In that same year the socialists decided to establish

the Second International in view of the worldwide interest in their
movement. This organization’ran into diffiéulty almost immediately
because of serious doctrinal differences which developed within

the socialist movement,

COLONIAL POLICY

One 6f the most difficult iésues to face the International was
the matter of developing an appropriate policy toward the "colonies
and dependent countries'". As early as 1896 the issue was hotly
debated in connection with the question of "liberating" Poland.

A resolution was adopted which provided, first, for the‘"unambiguous
recognition of the full right of all_nations to selfédetermination,"

and secondly, for an "equally unambiguous appeal to the workers

for international unity in their class struggle." Lenin later
supported this resolution--explaining that as long as Poland was

still feudal, as it was in Marx's day, the democratic liberation

11




movement was all important. However, now that Poland had become
.a capitalist state and had initiated its proletarian movement,
the independence issue was no more important than the need to in-
doctrinate the Poliéh workers concernihgiiigéﬁﬁéiiéééllgﬁé}Sféf?iﬂn:;;:::
unity and the class struggle.l' .

o~ ' In his article "Inflammable Material.in World Politics",
written in 1908, Leﬁin provides a good insight into his feelings
of antagonism toward colonialism, ‘He saw the English bourgeoisie
becoming irritated by the growth of the Engiish labor movement and
frightened by the revolutions in India. He considered the English
reaction to these revolutions to have been "brutal", and indicative
of how violent the bourgeﬁisie would get to suppress any challenge
to their colonial system. Leniﬁ saw the éystem as one of slavery,
plunder and violence--one in which the Indians were virtual slaves
of the English bourgeoisie. In thé Far East, Japan was being
forced to develop a military establishment to protect its»indépend-
ence against the threat of European colonialism.. Revolutions were
just beginning in China but the Frendh, by their actions in Indo- .
China, were already showing their anxiet§.2

In this same article Lenin stated that the world was splitting
into two hastile camps, and he predicted that the bourgeoisié of

; the world would unite against the proletarian movement. He leaves

little doubt that he expected the bourgeoisie to take the same

év. I. Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. IV, p. 271.
Ibid., p. 300.

12
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unified actioh.that the nobles took in Vienna in the.1820is against
-the threat of tﬁe bourgeoisie. Regardless of the bourgeois response,
Lenin expected proletarian revolutions to break out everywhere--
although he warned that the movement would not proceed evenly or
in the same form inAall countries. He saw the movement gaining
strength at that time and approaching the crucial stage of the
struggle.3
Anticipating that the bourgeoi§ revolution--when it came to
Russia--would_geﬁerate ihflammatory conditions which could be
taken advantége of by the proletariat, Lenin wérned that the Russian
proletariat shpuid not expect any assistance frém thé Russianv-
bourgeoisie, |
In'1907, the Second International held one of its most importart
- Congresses. Lenin, representing the Russian Marxist Party, clashea
with the right wing over the questioﬁ of whether or not colonialism
-was acceptable if conducted by a sociaiist~country, since the

4 Lenin

socialist country might exercise a~civifizing influence.
called the i&ea "monstrous™ and no different than Bourgeois
colonialism which had bred wars and ztrocities. He considered the
idea of socialist colonialism to be a violatién of his principle
that colonialism meant conéuest, subjugation, viélence and plunder.,

Lenin was, of course, adhering closely to Marx, and he won his

point after a hot debate .

31bid., p. 3037
41bid., p. 316.
51bid., p. 317.
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POLEMICS OVER SELF-DETERMINATION

Beginning in 1908, Lenin waged a long struggle against the
‘socialists of the left and right on the subject of self-determination
of nations. His conceﬁts on this subject were to become a vital
element of his overall doctrine concerning national liberation
movements. In 1913 his Party passed a resolution declaring it
the "bounden‘duty" of the party to champion the right of the oppressed
nations to self-determination, including the right to secede and form
independent states.® In 1914 he reviewed the entire polemic in a
long article "On the Right of Nations to Self-Determination'.

Lenin reminded his readers that the subject of self-determination
of nations was mentioned as far back as 1896 in a resolution of the
Internationals

« » o it upholds the full right of self-determination

of all nations and expresses its sympathy for the

workers of every country now suffering under the yoke

of military, national or other despotism; the Congress

calls on the workers of all these countries . ., . to.

fight together with them for the defeat of inter-

national capitalism. . . J

The final victory of capitalism over feudalism would be linked
with national movements which would enable the bourgeoisie to
promote those conditions--such as political unity and a common

language--which are most favorable to the development of modern

capitaliém.8

61bid., p. 421.
/Ibid., p. 269.
81bid., p. 250.
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Lenin stated: ''The formation of national states, under which
these requifemenfs of modern capitalism are beét satisfied, is
therefore the tendency of every national mqvement."9

He also asserted that during the capitalist period the national
state is the "typical, norﬁél state". Self-determination.meant
. .to Lenin the political separation of bne nation from ansthér national

body. He saw Europe as a system’of independent bourgeois states
while Asia consisted of either colonies or states which were
extremely '"dependent and opprgsSed". In Asia, conditions for the
full development of commodity production had been creéted only in
Japan—-an inde?eﬁdent bourgeois state--which had itself begun to
oppress other natiops and enslave colonies; But capitalism, having
. awakened Asia, h#d fostered everywhere on the continent nétional
movements whose tendencies were to create national states. The
.established the best conditions for the development of capitalism.
During the capitalist era, economic factors stimulated nations to
create national states; however, attainment of poiitical independence
did not mean that a nation could avoid exploitation by other states
of the bourgeois system, but it did satisfy Lenin's definition of
. , "self-determination';.10
As a Marxist, Lenin was obliged to explain the qgestion of

self-determination in historical terms. Lenin saw two epochs of

91bid., p. 251.
101bid., pp.254-254,
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capitalism as regards national movements. The first was the epoch

of the downfall of feudalism and absolutism Qhen the national
movemént for the first time becéme a méss movement. Alliclasses
are drawn into po}itics by the press; representative institutions
develop and the struggle is for "political liberty in general and
for national rights in particular."11 In'thefsecond epoch, the
capitalist states'have crystalliied and stfong antagonisms have -
developed between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat. There is
an absence in this epoch af mass bourgeois-democratic movements.
Nations passed through these epochs in'accordange with their stages:
of development. Western Europe‘had had its'bourgeois-democratic
révolutions during a fairly definite period-~1789 to 1871. During
this period Europe had created its national statgs and the bourgeois
system. Since the West European nations had alread§ experienced.
their revolutiohs and had gained their independence, Lénin asserted
that the issue of self-determination did not apply to thém.12

The question of seif-détermination had to beAexplaiﬁed also

in terms of the class struggle. .Lenir saw the bourgeoisie as the

e TEOE

leaders in the beginning of e&ery national movement. The proletariat

supports the efforts of the bourgeoisie only in matters involving
national peace, equal rights, and for the sake of creating better
conditions for the class struggle. He believed that the bourgeoisie

wanted "either privileges for its own nation, or exceptional

11yp:4., p. 255
Ibid., p. 260.
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advantages for it; . . . The proletariat ié opposed to all privileges,
to all exceptions.'" The prole;ériat, in matteré involving the |
separation of nations, must give priority to the class struggle and
-the '"development of the class."!3  The bourgeoisie will try to
counter this development by placing the tasks of the nation ahead

of the objectives of the proletariat. Thus thelproletariat should

confine itself to: "

« + o the negative demand of recognizing the
right to self-determination, without guaranteeing anything to any

nation, without undertaking to give anything at the expense of

.another nation.."14

The bourgeocisie of oppressed nations will opefate differently
from those in the oppressing nations. The former will ask the
proletariat to support its aspirations unconditionally,'thereby
distinguiéhing between one nation's.right‘to separation against
another, Proletarians should favor the right of separation for
all nations, and should "value most the.ailiance of the proletarians
of all nations." When the bourgeoisie of an'oppressed nation
struggles against the bourgeoisie of an oppressing nation, the
proletarians wiil resolutely support this effort as tﬂe'"staunchest :
and the most consis;ent enemies of»oppression." Lenin considered
it a mistake to ignore "the tasks of national liberation in a

situation of national cppression." But when the bourgeoisie of an

131bid., p. 263-264.. ..
141bid., p. 264.
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oppressed nation argues for bourgeoisie natiqnalism and special
privileée, they are to be opposéd.15
It was recognized that bourgeois nationalism of every oppressed

nation has a '"'general democratic content which is directed against
oppression', and that this should be supported.16 What was important
to Lenin in the case of Russia was that the proletariat not become
overly involved in the matter of creating an independent state.
He said: '"We fight on the basis of the given staté, unite fhe
workers of all nations in the given state, we cannot vouéh for this
o% that path of national development, we advance to our ciass goal -
.byigll possible paths.’.'17

| He repeatedly argued against isoléting "self;determination”
Affom the class struggle. While he wanged full, unambiguous‘rights
of all nations to self-determination,‘he also demahded that this
effort be coordiﬁated with the struggle by the workers for inter-
nétional unity. In the context of the wqud struggle, Lenin
considered self-determination to offer the maximum of democracy
and a minimum of nationalism., For example, the unity an&‘solidarity
of the proletariéns of Sweden and Norway had; in his view, actually

‘improved after Norway seceded and formad::§:£53§§§§§§§§iégéfg;ls

Lenin observed that Marx had placed the national question in

a subordinate position as compared with the labor question;

151pid., pp. 264-265.
161bid., p. 267.
171bid., pp. 267-268.
181pid., p. 273.
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nevertheless, Marx had not ignored the national Question. And Marx
had not Believed that the working élass should make a fetish of thé
national question, since capitalism would not necessarily motivate
all nations toward independence. But mass national movements should
not be ignored once started, and the progressive aspects of these
movements should be supported.

Lenin warned that the Marxists of the oppressed nations would
often be hampered by the fact that the masses of thé pééple are
blinded by the idea of "their'" national liberation. -Lenin.makes
it clear that he is not in favor of nationalism as such, and he is
éspepially against the greedy aspects of bourgeois nationalism.

An opponent of gationalism as a matter of principle, he refrains
from glorifying the "national” aspéct of the national liberation
niovement.19

Repeatedly he argues in favor of liberation movements which
would free the oppressed nations from their oppressors, but he
always hastens to add that the real goal is not a‘bourgeois form
of independence but an independence which would ﬁromote the
proletarian movement. |

Lenin felt that capitalist countries could not survive withou:
their colonies and aependencies; therefore, he pressed for political
sepa;ation of the colonies--being careful to‘caution hisfﬁéliaﬁéfgf'm
that the national movement should not be permitted to result in

national segregation or chauvinism. He never advocated independence

19Ibid., pp. 290-293._
‘ 19



for its own sake, and he was strongly against "self-determination"
in the'éense that the term was being used by the bourgeoisie. As
a socialist, Lenin opposed the competitive and the impérialistic
aspects of bourgeois "independence." However, he realized the
importance of these national movements and very cleverly developed
a scheme for ihtegrating‘them into his overall plan of world
revolutioﬁ.

In writing on the Balkan Wars of 1912-1913, Lenin observed
that certain bourgeois newspapers had époken of pétional liberation
of the Balkané while not giving attention to the economic plight
of the people of the area. In his view, the most.pressing problems
of the area were the economic emancipation of the peasants from

the landlords and the elimination of Turkish feudalism in Macedonia.20

THE COLONIAL STRUGGLE

Lenin consiaeredAthe period 1908-1912 as a time of colonial
struggle for national liberation. During the bourgeois revolutions
‘'in the capitalist countries, the struggle had been against feudalism.
Natiénal wars had been w%ged and national states had been created.
AsAtime went'on; cafitalism had given way to imperiaiism, and the
bourgeoisie in the capitalistic countries had become reactionary.
The proletariat was becqming stronger, and fear had driven the
bourgeoisié to support all that is "backward, moribund, and |

medieval," The bourgeoisie was doing all it could to preserve

201pid., p. 424,
' ' 20




its system of wage slavery. The resulting decliné of the bourgeoisie
does not mean the end to national movements; iﬁperialism causes the
bourgeoisie fo_intensify its oppression in.dependent countries

and in the colonies. Lenin concluded that national movements would
therefore continue to grow, but Ehey would shift from "imperialistic
Europe to the oppressed countries of the East.”" The movements in
V~the colonial countries are agains; both feudalism and imperialism;
Lenin felt that imperialisﬁ was facing two enemies: the proletariat
of the imperialist countries and théA"democratic forces" of the
colonies.21 This point is iméortant, for it is here that Lenin
develops the thesis- that the prbletariat of one country should

ally itself with the revolutionary forces in the colonies who are

struggling against native feudalism or against oppression by the

European imperialists.

ANTICIPATING THE WAR'S AFTERMATH

In a short article, "The United States of Europe Slogan,"
written in 1915, Lénin charged that the world had been divided
among the few greét capitalist powers'ﬁho now had under their
oppressive control'millions of beoples in the colbnies; He cited
the semi-colonies China, Tufkey, and Persia "which are now being
ﬁorn to pieces by the plunderers who are waging a 'war of

liberation', . . 22 This appeérs to be Lenin's first use of

211pid., pp. 429-430.
221enin, Selected Works, Vol. V, p. 139,
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the term of liberation., It is amusing to note that Lenin's first
mention of this term--which later was to become a key Communist
slogan--was to ridicule its use by the bourgeoisie.
Later the same year he stated that humanity would be liberated
from the horrors, misery and savagerj of the capitalists only by
the proletarian revolution. If the prolétariéns were to win power
during the World War they should then seek peace with "all belligerents
on the basis of the liberation of the colonies and of all the depen-
dent, oppressed and disenfranchised peoples."23' Since Germany and .
France would probably reject such a proposal, Lenin envisaged that:
« » « we would have to prepare for and wage'a revolutionary
_war, . « . systematically rouse to insurrection all the
peoples now oppressed by the Great Russians, all the
colonies and dependent countries in Asia (India, China,
Persia, etc.), and also, and primarily, we would rouse

- to insurrection the socialist proletariat of Europe
against its governments. . . « There is no doubt that

a victory of the proletariat in Russia would create

unusually f§vorab1e‘?ondiFipns f?r the{devgkopment of

the revolution both in Asia and in Europe.

This statement is important for several reasons. First, it
prescribes clearly that the Russian proletariat, if successful in -
its revolution, should incite insurrections among the proletarians
of the whole world--with priority on Europe. Secondly, the state-
ment not oﬁly predicts that success in Russia would provide a bonus
effect around the world, but it enjoins. the Bolsheviks to be alert

for "favorable conditions" once the revolution is won. Lenin's

successors have never ceased looking for these "favorable conditions."

231pid., p. 148.

241bid., p. 157.
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Lenin also anticipatea tﬁat if the‘proletariat won out in
one‘country, they would attract the "oppressed peoples'" to their
banner and ignite revolts around the world. He even went so far
in one instance to suggest that the victorious proletariat of
that country should, in the event of necessity, come "out even
with armed force.against the exploiting classes and their states."25

In a statemeﬁt in 1916, Lenin outlined in one short clear
paragrgph the déctrine thch was to become the foundation of the
modern national liberation movement:'

Socialism must not only demand the unconditional and
immediate liberation of the colonies without compen-
sation - and this demand in its political expression
signifies nothing else but the recognition of the
right to self-determination - but they must render
determined support to the more revolutionary
elements in the bourgeois-democratic movements for
‘national liberation in these countries and assist
their uprisings - and if such be the case, their
revolutionary war - against the 1mper1allst powers.
that oppress them,

This statement is clearly the forerunner of Khrushchev's policy
toward national liberation movements; in fact, Khrushchev's policy
would be idential if one substituted the words 'war of liberation

in the above quotation in place of Lenin's "revolutionary war,"

251pid., p. 141.
26V I. Lenin, The National leeratlon Movement in the East,
p. 109,
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IMPERIALISM - THE HIGHEST STAGE OF CAPITALISM

One of Lenin's most significant contributions to Marxist
doctrine, and to the liberation movement, is the theory of

imperialism which he enunciated in the pamphlet Imperialism, the

Highest Stage of Capitalism,.written in 1916, Lenin himself
considered it an important work, explaining that in it he had _
explained the economic essence-of imperialism and that unless one
studied this aspect of imperialism, one could not understand

énd appraise modern war anq modern politics.27 Thé pamphle;
defines imperialism as the "monopoly stagé of capitalism”, a stage
reached in the earl& twentieth century whgn finance capitél had
replaced industrial capital. The,concentratioﬁ of capital.had
created monopglies--gigantic tfusts and c#rtels--which compgte’
with each other for warld markets. A fierce rivalry ensues

and the monopolies seek to acquire more colonies so as to stay
ahead of their competitors. By 1900 the."unowned" areas which
might_be colonized had been exhausted;-the‘capitalists.had seized
the whole planet. They then began to struggle over each others
coionies and the intense rivélry which was generated brought

on World War I. No other explanation for the causes of the war .
seems to have entered Lenin's mind. There was--to Lenin--only
one cause: 1imperialism. It was a war for the division of the

world; that is, for the partition of colonies and for spheres

27Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. V, p. 6.
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of influence of finance capital. The real fight was between the
British and the German capitalists--bdth of whom, to Lenin, were
ahnexationists, predatory, and plunderous.28

‘Leﬁin had acceéted thé thesis that the best way for capitalism
to postpone its doom was to expand into roncapitalist space. This
would provide a new lease on life for tﬁe imperialists and would
be the cause of further imperialistn.29

The nations which are annexed by the imperialists are denied,
among other things, the fight of self-detérminatiop. ‘However, as
.capitalist influence spreads in the colonies, capitalist relaﬁions
change the o0ld social order and gradually acquires fof the péople
the means of theif emancipation. Eventually they seek the same
. goal which the Europeans hold so dear: national iﬁdependence.
When this happens, European capitalism is thrgatened in its most
profitable area and must suppress the rebelling colonies with
ever increasing violence in order to retéin its p&sition of advantage.
But while this suppression is taking place, the bourgeoisie must
convince the péople at home that this is a just war which should
be supported. In soliciting indigenous support, the bourgeoisie
deceives the masses into believing that these wars are waged for
the fatherland, freedom and civilization. Thus the proletariat

is distracted from its real task of supporting the "only real

281h1d., p. 7-114. S
29Carl Landauer, European Socialism, p: 1237.
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2

war of liberation.'--the civil war against the world bourgeoisie.30

The proper course for the proletariat is to withdraw its support
of the war. When he gained power in 1917, he promptly took Russia
out of the war.

Lenin considered bourgeois appeals for peace to be a means of
deceiving the people. He warned against calling for peace in 1915
because he feared it would be a bourgeoié peace--and thus no peace
at all, He argued that the only way that real peace could be
achieved would be through a revolutionary‘overthrow of capitalism.
By this time Lenin had bégun to develop his plan of changing the
World War into a proletarian revolution.

In a commentary on the World War in March 1915, Lenin wrote
a passage which provided the general framework for Khrushchev's
rationale on "liberation wars'". Lenin said:

One of the forms of deception of the working class is

pacifism and the abstract preaching of peace. Under

capitalism, particularly in its imperialist stage,

wars are inevitable. On the other hand, Social-

Democrats cannot deny the positive significance of

revolutionary wars, i.e., not imperialist wars,

but such as were conducted, for instance, between

1789 and 1871, for the purpose of abolishing

national oppression and creating national capitalist

states out of the gains of the victorioug_proletariat
in the struggle against the bourgeoisie.

301enin, Selected Works, Vol. V, p. 124.
311bid., p. 135. : ‘
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~Revolution and the Renegade Kautsky, written in 1917.

WAR AND REVOLUTION

Another significant contribution which Lenin made to the

national liberation movement was his explanation of wars and

revolutions and their relation to each other. One of his best

works in this regard is the anti-Kautsky pamphlet Proletarian

32 In it he

takes the ambivalent position of being for peace; but ?reaching
revolution. 'Socialism, he explains, is fuﬁdamentally for peace
and opposed td violence against men and nations; yet fhere will
never be real péace as long as there is capitalism--and therefore,

socialist are not opposed to revolutionary violence. He chided

those who thought that evil could be overcome through Christian

‘conduct and self-perfection--and without resort to violence.33

Every war involves violence against nations, but that does
not mean that all wars are bad. In order to determine whether
or not a certain war is justified, socialists should examine the

class character of war. Wars wrought by reactionary forces, or

.'by the imperialists, are bad. The World War was an imperialist

war, and socialists should not have considered. it their duty to
support such a war. Socialists who supported the war were petty-
bourgeois nationalists who had been duped by pétriotic‘slogans

into believing that it was being fought for 'their" country and

.

: 32Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. VII, p. 175.
331bid., p. 457.
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and for their interests; when actually it was fought~-purely and
simply--for the vested interests of the bourgeoisie.34
" In a war, the true sociaiist--éccording to Lenin--is not
concerned. over who is the aggressor or whose territory the‘so
cglled enemy occupies. What is important is the 'class that is
- waging the war", and the ''politics of which this war is a con-
tinuation"., If it is Being waged by the bourgeois class, it should
be opposed by the proletariat.35
Lenin differentiated between the relative character of the
various systéms. Caepitalism is considered pfpgressiVe compared
with feudalism, and imperialism is érogressive ;ompared with pre-:
‘monopoly capitalism. Hence,rreactionary fbrces should not be
supported against imperialism.36 |
The struggle of those nations of Europe which are oppressed :
will advance revolutionary possibilities in Europe infiﬁitely more
than_a revolution in some remote colony--even though the létter's
~revolution is further developed. Thé 1916 rebellion in Ireland-
was in Lenin's view a hundred times more significant politically
than a similar rebellion in Asia or Africa. But he also cautioned:
We would be very poor revolutionaries if, in the gfeat
proletarian war for emancipation and socialism, we did’
not know how to utilize every popular movement against

each separate disaster caused by 1mper1allsm in order
to sharpen and extend the crisis.

341bid., p. 176.

351bid., p. 177.

36Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. V, p. 299.
71bid., p. 305.
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Lenin felt that the 1916 Irish revolution failed because it
rose prematurely. However, he was not too concerned over this
failure because he felt that the Irish mistakes‘would provide
excellént lessons which would profit the entire proietarian
movement.38

It is evident from the foregoing that Lenin placed first

" priority on the revolutions in the advanced capitalist nations--for

they possessed the main strength of capitalism; but he also con-

sidered it important to utilize every revolutionary opportunity

Afor weakening capitalism,

NATIONAL vs SOCIALIST REVOLUTION

Lenin clashed.Qith the Polish left in 1916 over the subject
of self-determination of nations. He adhered to his earlier pésition
and elaborated upon it. The pféletarian.demands, he argued, should
be pushed in a revolutionary way and ﬁot through the framewofk of
bourgeois legality. Socialists should demand immediate liberation
of the colonies and should "render detefminéd §upport" to bourgeois-
democrétic movements for natioqalilibération. The socialist
revolution would not happen simultaneously ground-the-&orld because
all countries héd not reached the same level of capitalist develop-
ment. Only the advanced nations of Europe éﬁd North America were

ripe for socialism and their proletariat should unite to bring it

381pid., p. 306.
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about. These countries had already had their national revolution--
it was time now for their class revolution.39

In the underdeveloped countries the conditions are different;
these nations still have national tasks such as throwing off foreign
oppression. Backward nations should take advantage of the great
crisis which will take place when the proletarians of the advanced
countries begin their civil war. Lenin said:

The social revolution cannot come about except in the

form of an epoch of proletarian civil war against the

bourgeoisie in the advanced countries combined with a

whole series of democratic and revolutionary movements,

including movements for national liberation, in the

undeveloped, backward and oppressed nations.

Why? Because capitalism develops unevenly... . .

If national uprisings are possible under imperialism, -

so0 are national wars. Politically, there is no .

important difference between them. . . rebellions (are) in

the same category as wars. ‘

What is a "national uprising'? It is an uprising that

has for its aim the political independence of the oppressed - :

nation, i.e., the establishment of a separate national

stat:e.z'O L : ’

Lenin felt that he had sized up the.situation'accurately in
Europe and that the international tactics that he had developed
"did the utmost possible in one country for the develoﬁment,
support and stirring up of the revolution in all countries. . . Sl

Lenin shared Marx's view that, in the modern epoch, capitalism

would continue to breed wars; and the only way to end these wars

391pid., pp. 267, 276.

401bid., pp. 296, 298-299. o
Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. VII, p. 183,
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was to overthrow capitalism by revolution. Lenin scoffed at any
suggestion that peace could be achieved in any other way. He

would certainly have rejected the idea that real peace could be
achieved by trying to maintain a balance of power or by the use

of international organizations.

REVOLUTION AND AFTERMATH

“A month before his reyélution succeeded in Russia, Lenin
predicted that the worldwide révolufion was rapidly approaéhing.
'Revolutionary conditions did in fact.exist in Russia, 'and in
November Lenin and his Bolsheviks'seized power in a quick and
almost bloodless coup. He set aboutAthe tasks of taking Russia
out of the "bourgeois'" World War and of coﬂsolidatinglhis position.‘
As a Marxist he knew that the period following the seizure of
powér would bé crucial, so he gingerly took measures to strengthenl
his position. | |

ﬁe'reélized that he had to be careful not to goad the stronger
capitalist nations iﬁto war. He felt that if he could stall them
off for a short time that other proletarian revolutions would
break out in the other countries of Western Europe. It was during
this period--May 1918--that Lenin stated: |

If war is waged by the exploiting class with the object

of strengthening its class rule, such a war is a criminal
war, . . « Lf war is waged by the proletariat after it
has conquered the bourgeoisie in its own country, and

is waged with the object of strengthening and eztending
socialism, such a war is legitimate and 'holy’. 2

421pid., p. 357.-
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~ And on the first anniversary of the Bolshevik Revolution,

Lenin said: ''We know that the wild beasts of imperialism are stiil
stronger thén wWe are, . o . ﬁut they.cannot defeat the world
revolution.. . . Socialism will triumph in spite of it.a11:;Z3fj

-In March 1919, during a discussion'of.tﬁe Party Progrém, Lenin
argued that all nations were in the process of moving from feudalism
to bourgeois democracy, or from bourgeois democracy to proletarian
democracy--and that it was}"absoluteiy inevitable" that this process
" take place. chount had to be taken of the stage that a nation
' had reached. He opposed the idea that the slogan "self-determination
of nations” shouid be replaced by "self-determination of foilerS"
since he felt that such an approach failed to recognize tﬁe reélities_
of thelworld situation, and the fact that various nations would
proceed to the ultimate condition--the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat--by different paths.44 Regardless of;thé path they took,
each nation is entitled to the right to self-determination. Once
this had been acﬁieved ﬁhen self-determinatioﬁ of the toilers would
be easier. The problem had to do with separating the prolefatiat
from the bourgeoisie--a process which was océurring at a different
- rate in the various countries. Nor should the révolutionary process
be decreed from Moscow--each nation would go its owﬁ way. |

In this article Lenin also stated that Communism.cannot be

imposed by force. He displayed a sensiti&ity,toward_charges that

43Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. VI, p. 499.
44Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. VII, p. 343.
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the Bolsheviks wanted to conquer Germany‘militérily énd>to_imp1aﬁt
their system on that country. ZLenin described this suggestion as
ridiculous and nonsensical, and he felt that the éupport of "self-
determination of the toilers" and the denial of "self-determination
of nations”, would play into the hands of the boufgeoisie who were
trying to éonvince the masses of thé hostile intentions of the
Bolshe?iks.

In commenting on the proposéd Party Prograﬁ, Leﬁin outlined \\
the following intérnational tasks for the Soviet Union: \\
_Support of the revolutionary movemeﬁf éf the socialist ' N\

proletariat in the advanced countries in the first

place. :

Support of the democratic and revolutionary movement

in countries in general, and partlcularly in the colonies

and dependent countries,

Emancipation of the colonies. Federation, as a = ' //
transition to voluntary amalgamation.

/
The Soviets have an affinity for iisting items in their correét‘

priority order; thus notice should be takeﬁ of the order in.which

the international tasks were listed iﬁ the Program. Of primary

importance to Lenin at the time was the anticipated revolution in

the advanced countries--and he gave that ''first place" on his list.

‘The colonial movements, however, were also to receive attention.
During the post-war period, matters continued to worsen between

the young Soviet Republic and the West and during these trying times

Lenin stated: 'As long as capitalism and socialism exist, we cannot

45Lenin, Selected Works, Vol, VII, p. 334.
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live in peace; in the end, one or the other will triumpﬁ--a funeral
dirge will be sung over the Soviet Republic or over world cap‘italism."46
From 1918 to 1920, the Soviets stepped up their propaganda
fegarding national liberation and self-determinétion. Ig 1919,A
Commﬁnist Parties were given a free hand to agitate for ﬁational
independence and to woo the nationalists. This wa§ followed by a
statement by Lenin fo the effect that both the proletarian revolution -
and the national liberation movement were rallying around the Soviet

Union.47

THE SECOND CONGRESS OF THE COMINTERN

The Second International collapsed at the outset of World War I
but Lenin immediately initiated steps to build another International
under his leadership. The Third International, or Comintern, was

:fgg@éli&:establisheé in March 1919 in Moscow and its creea waé
Marxism. At this time Lenin still expected that his Bolshevik
revolution would be followed by a series"9£ proletarian revolutions
in fhe West, He had serious doubts thét‘his regime could survive
unless his movement spread, so he considered it a primary task of
the Comintern to "create a fertile field for: armed revolt-outsiae
of Russia." Communist Parties wouldAbe built in each country and
‘they would act as the spearheads of the revolts under the direction

of the Comintern.48

461bid., p. 297. : . S
47E§gdgpick C. Barghoorn, Soviet Foreign Propaganda, pp. 131-132,
43Laiglgr, op. cit., p. 459.
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Lenin's main focus at this time was on fhe industrialized
countries of the West. We have seen that Lenin had also addressed
himself, on occasion, to the.colonial problem since‘asout 1896.
However, he gave only a small proportion of his overall effort to
the colonial and related questions; and prior to 1920, Lenin did
not develop a compfehensive concept for releutionary movements
in the Backward areas.r'The éreat prepoﬁderance of his activities
ﬁere concérned with Europe, and in 1917 to 1919 he was almost
completely occupied with the Bolshevik revolution and Civil War.

By 1920, the Bolsheviks began to-sge:teil-tale signs that the -
European prolétariat were ﬁoé going to revolt in the immediate
future. After the Russian Victory, there had been only brief
successes in Hungary, Finland and BaQaria. Conséquently,-the
Comintern was forced to reexamine its appréach to world revolution.

Such a reexamination was in progress when the Comintern met in

' 1920.

The Secoqd Congress of the Comintérn which met in 1920 was
probabl& the most significant gathering'of the Third.Interﬁational.
Soviet victory in tﬁeir own fevoluéion had impressed the European-
socialists and over two hundred attended tﬁe Congress. It was at
this assembly that Lenin laid déwn»his famous twenty-one conditioﬁs

49

for membership in the International. Condition number eight

49George F. Kennan, Russia and the West under Lenin and Stalin,
ppP. 170-171.
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prdviﬂed_thaf members mist agree to denounce colonies and to give
pracEiéél'Sppport'to the coloﬁial liberatioﬂ movement .20

It was at the Second Congress that Lenin first placed decisive
importance on the colonial liberation movement.5! As the discussions
progressed, it became evident that‘the members considered this
movement--and its relationship with the proletarian moveﬁenﬁ in
the West--to be one of the most important questions to be resolved.
The defunct Second Intérnational was cfiticized for not gi§ing
sufficient attention to the backward areas where two revolutionary
movements were already evident: the bourgeois-§§§§§gé§39£§}tiona113t
movement undér the bourgeoisie, ;nd the peasant and workers move-
ment.

Lenin, ﬁore than any of his Marxist contempéfaries, had sensed
the potential of the liberation movementg in the colonies; and he
reaiized that, soﬁehow, these_moveﬁents.sho@ld.be utilized to serve
Communisfs ends. He therefore proposed té the Congress that the

Communists in the colonies form an alliance with the local bour-

-geoisie and the peasants. Lenin reasoned that:

There is not the slightest doubt that every national
movement can only be a bourgeois-democratic movement,

for the bulk of the population in the backward countries
are.peasants, who represent bourgeois-capitalist
relations, It would be utopian to think that proletarian
parties, if indeed they can arise in such countries,

50Jane Degras, The Communist International, 1919-1943, p. 170.

51y, Z. Laqueur, "Towards National Democracy," Survey, No, 37,
Jul.-Sep., p. 4. :




could pursue Communist tacties . . . without having definite

relations with_the peasant movement and without effectively

supporting it.

The proposed alliance with the peasants was quickly accepted
by the Congress but Lenin ran into stiff opposition on the subject
of collaboration with the bourgeoisie--a subject which was to

plague Communist leaders and become one of the most vexing problems

of the national liberation movement. The problem is an extremely

delicate one since it poses the question: '"When do the interests

of the bourgeoisie and the proletariat conflict."93 According to

Marxism, the bourgeoisie could not be considered a permanent ally.

Nevertheless, in order for a colony or semi-colony to gain full
economic independence from the imperialist powers and from the local
ruling class which compromises with these powers, the bourgeoisie.

will find it in their interest to act with the workers and the

peasants. In other words, it was to the interest of all classes

in'tﬁe colonies that they unite in a joint revolutionary struggle
égainst the fé;eign imperiaiisté‘énd their local collabdrators.
Sooner or later, howevér, the proletarians-aqd peasants musf turn
on their temporary "ally", bgéausé the 5ourgeoisie will ‘strive to
establish a bourgeois order. |

Leading the opposition to Lenin was the Indian M. N. Roy who

- argued heatedly against suppof; of the'boufgeoisie.' He proposed,

instead, that Communist support the peasants and the workers, and

that leadership of the movement be in the hands of the Communists

52Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. X, pp. 240-241.
53aA1len S. Whiting, Soviet Policies in China, 1917-1924, p. 50.
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from the beginning.54 It should be noted that Lenin had not

recommended carte blanche support of the bourgeoisie. He insisted

on inéludiﬁg the proviso that support would be rendered only on the.
conditi;n that future proletariané in the colonies be ieft free to
develop revolutionary spirit in the masses so- that the masses
o might later oppose the bourgeoisig.' He also stipulated that the
alliance between the Comintern and the bourggois-démoératic move-
meﬁt be temporary, and that the twé must not be merged.55 One
wdnderé how a boufgeoisfﬁationalist leader could be expected to
accept such conditions.
After much debate’® Lenin compromised. with Roy. It was agreed
that the final position of the Congress would reflect Lenin's
basic approach,Abut that the actual wording of the documeht would
substitute "revblutionary mévemeﬁts" in place of "bourgeois-democratic

movements."

The final version also included the statement that
the Comintern must: "uncondifionally maintain the independence -
of the proletarian mo&ement, even if it is only in the embrycnic
stage."37

Roy also disagréed with Lenin at the Congress on another

substantive issue. Roy insisted that the revolutionary movement

in Europe be considered completely dependent on the triumph of the

54Laqueur, op. cit., p. 4.

35Whiting, op. cit., pp. 49-50.

56At that time Lenin's cult was not such that he could stampede
his opposition. He had to rely on his cons1derab1e powers of per-
suasion to overcome Roy's arguments. :

57pegras, op. cit., p. 144,
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revolutions in Asia. Leaning hgaVily on Lenin's own Imperialism,
Roy pointed out that the main resources of»worl& capitalism came
from Asia's exploited markets and raw materials; and that if'these
éuper—profits were not cut off, the EuropeanAboufgeoisie wéuld be
too strong to overcome. Lenin considered this as going too far,
While he was rgady ;o‘recognize that the Asian revolutions we;e
important, he felt that the best way t§ beaf_capitalism;Was by
hitting at its stronghold inAWéstérn Europe.58 After considerable
debate, Lenin again prevailed. This question again became a
controvefsial iésue between the Soviets énd the Chinese in 1963.

The Second Comintern Conéress had beén of great significance
to the development of the National Liberation Movement. It had
taken a radical 1iné toward the movement.sg‘ The Congress héd
agitated for revolt in the backward cquﬁtrieé and had outlined
the way to organize.the struggle. It was not expected that theée
revolts would lead immediately to. a sécialist system, though this
possibility was not ruled.out. Both Lenin and Kérl,Radek insisted
that the capitalist stage might be skippéd in some countries.60
The line taken by the Second Congress provided the biueprinﬁ for
Soviet actions toward the backward_ﬁations for the next thirty-five
years.,

During the few remaining years of his life, Lenin saw

Communist efforts at revolution frustrated at every turn. In 1920,

'58Whiting, op. cit., p. S&.
59Barghoorn, op. cit., p. 133.

60Whiting, op. cit., p. 46.
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a févolutionafy.opportunity occurred-in Germanj in connection with
the Kapp Putsch, but the German Communists failed to exploit the
situation. A year later, a revolutionary attempt was made in
Germany through the device of a-géneral strike--but the workefs
df&hnot give it their support and it also failed. By 1921, Lenin
had definitely revised his estimate regarding the possibility of
successful revélutions in Europe, and he turned his attention
toward building a strong économic and politicgl base in Rgssia.61'
The radical course toward the colonial liberation movement was
gradually abandoned when it became evident that thelcolonial
peoéles were not.flocking to the Communist banner.

Shortly before the stroke which,iﬁcapacitated him, Lenin
observed signs of discontent in the colonies. He was therefore’
moved to make the statement which Communists frequently quote
today:

And it should be perfectly clear that in the coming

decisive battles of the world population, this

movement of the majority of the world's population,

originally aimed at national liberation, will turn

against capitalism and imperialism and will, perhaps

play a much more revolutionary role than we have been
led to expect.63 :

61Laidler; op. cit., p. 460.
62Barghoorn, op. cit., p. 134.
63Lenin, op. ecit., p. 290. -
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SUMMARY

The national libération movément, as we know it today, is to
a very great extent the creation of Lenin, Marx's abstract theories
had been translated by Lenin into workable doctrine and corcrete
guides for action, In directing the Céﬁmunist movement, Lenin kept
all of the related factors in harmony despite the disruptive
influence of other Marxists.

With regard tb the liberation movement, Lenin reinforced
Marx's anti-capitalist ideology by adding his doctrine on imperialism,
He steered a straight course on the‘mattef'bf "self-determination
of nations'"; he described the pfoper ﬁhasing‘of colonial revolutions,
he explained the related roles of wars and revoiutions. Lenin
also established the Third International as a means of coordinating
all revolutionéry efforts including those in the colonies.and in
1920 he caused the Comintern to give increased priority to the
liberation of the colonies. Pérhaps his most significant con-
tfibution to the modern«liberation mbvementr-and one easily over-
looked--was the winning of the socialist revolution.in Russia; for
it was this victory that not oﬁly furnished a tangiblg example to
Communists of how to win.a revolution, but i; also provided the
Communists with a country whére they coul&.put their -ideas into

effect and, hopefully, could provide a "showcase" to the world.
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CHAPTER 3

STALIN

PASSIVITY AND MIS-ADVENTURE

Lenin died in 1924 and his successor, Joseph Stalin, continued
the general course which ienin had been foilowing since 1921,

Stalin too realized that the condition§ were not ripé.for revolu-
tion in the advanced countries of Europe, and that Soviet efforts
could be better utilized in strengthening the USSR than in fruitless
efforts to foment revolution. _Stalin also continued Lenin's policy
of watching for ;evolutionary opportunities in the colonies. His
writings indicate that he was cbmpletely in accord with Lenin's
views on the national liberﬁtion movement, and there is little

doubt that he iptended to exploit any good opportunity that might
arise in the colonies.

In the meantime, Stalin décided to focus the main effort of
the CPSU on building economic strengfh in the Soviet Union. His
plan for building "socialism in one country" w;s opposed by Trotsky,
but Stalin finally prevailed and launqbed a series of five year
plans.,

Stalin thought thaﬁ he saw an opportunity for revolution in
China in the mid-1920's. For years the Western Powers had taken
advantage of China's weakness to gain special economic advantages.
Many Chinese found this situation humilating. Dissention mounted

and a revolution brought Sun Yat-sen to power. Sun Yat-sen
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signed an agreement with the Soviet Union in 1923 in which the

Kremlin promised him support. He died in 1925 and the leadership

passed to General Chiang Kai-shek who had spent some time in.

ﬁoscow as a young man, Stalin decided to support Chiang and he
directed the ChineseFCommunist Party to merge with Cﬁiang's forces
and try to penetrate the Kuomintang, acquire key positions, and
ultimately gain control.1 AThis was a departure from Lenin's basic
policy that.local Communist paftiés should support liberation
movements but should'retain their séparate identities in the proceés.
Stalin's departure from this policy broﬁght disastrous results,
Chiang initially collaborated with the Communists but he soon
realized that the Kremlin hoped to use his revolution as part of
their anti-imperialist drive against Britain. He felt that it
was not to this interest to break with the West. In 19é6; as
‘Chiang's a;mies approached Shanghai, the Communists iﬁ the city
rose up against the Kuomintang's enemies. Chiang waited oﬁtsidel
the city until the fighting was over, and the anti-Kuomintang
forces had been beaten by the Commuﬁists. He then enterea the
city and slaughtergd the Communists. Still anothér disaster befell
the Communists in the Wuhan ports where the libefal wing of the
Kuomintang also turned upon them. The Chinese Communist Party
was decimated. Mao Tse-tung gathered the remnants of the Party

and escaped to the hills.2 Communism in China had suffered a

loarl Landauer, European Socialism, p. 1238,

George F. Kennan, Russia and the West Under Lenin and Stalin,
ppo 271'272. ) :
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severe blow from which it took years to recover. Stalin came
Aunder ﬁttack in the CPSU for this fiasco but he was able to point
out -that Lenin_hiﬁself at one time had advised the British
Communists to merge with the labor-party in an effort to weaken
‘and destroy it.3

The Sixth Comintérn Congress of 1928 recogniied that the
Comintern'é efforts toward hcoloniai w§fk" had been weak, and the

Congress therefore reverted to Lenin's more radical line taken .

4

at the Second Congress of 1920,  Leadership of the revolﬁtionary‘
movements was to be in the hands of the Cémmunists. Temporary
cooperation with certain elements were permissible, but only under
certain definite circumstances. There was to be absolutely no
. "fusion of the Communist movement with the petty-bourgeois
revoiutionary movement." Generally, the-éoibniallpbliéy adoéted )
by the Sixth Congress is similar inimény respects to that used by
the CPSU in £he 1960's--including the suggestion of the possibility
of a "non-capitalist path of development'.

Although ﬁhe Sixth Congress took a strong line on the liber--
ation movement, the Communists were not able to translate this
into effective action during the next few years.6 Before long,

Hitler loomed as a grave threat to the Soviet homeland and the

Russians were obliged to keep their primary attention on the threat

31bid., p. 269. o
4Frederick C. Barghoorn, Soviet Foreign Propaganda, p. 134,

5Jane Degras, The Communist International, 1919-1943, pp.
526-548. '

6Barghoorn, op. cit., p. 134.
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.in the West. .The "popular front" originated in 1934 and wéé
: éié$orated upon at the Seventh Congress ofvthe Cominter; in 1935
(éhe last Comintern Congress). Tﬁis policy encouraged Communists
to collaborate with socialists, trade unions; and progressi§e
(leftist) groups.7 World War broke out in 1939 and Russié was
drawn into-the struggle, Stalin joined fo?ces with the capitalist
nations which endangered him 1eas£, and in deference to those

nations, he disestablished the Third International in 1943.
A WINDFALL

From Lenin's death until 1940.Stalin had failed to bring about .
a single successfulfCommunist revolution in either thé advanced
countries-orlin the coloniess although during the jockeying for
position at the outset of the War, Stalin héd taken over the Baltic
States and parts of Finland.

After World War II, the Soviet Unioﬁ emerged as the strongest
power on the Eurasian continent. Lenin had predicted that the
next world war would provide additional opportunifieé for revo-
lution and Stalin wag alert to these possibilities. The wér had
ended with Séviet troops in control of Eastern Europe. By a
series of aggressive legal and.iliegal actions, aided and abetted
by the Soviet Union, Communist Parties took political control in

Poland, Bulgaria, Rumania, Czechoslovakia, and thgéry by 1949,

.7Harry W. Laidler, Social-Economic Movements, p. 467.
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Therefore, within four short years affer the war's end, Coﬁmunist
. Mrevolutions" had "1iberatedﬁ almost all of Eastern Europe. East
Germany and Yugoslavia soon went Cohmunist, and a revolution in
Greeée'was defeated only after large American aid and the ciosing
of the Yugoslav border. And perhaps the greatest Communist
achievement of all, and one for which Stalin deser§es little credit,
was the successful revolution by the Chinese Communists which /
brought over 700 million souls(into the Communist fold.

The post World War II period was indeed a highly lucrative
era in the history of the National Liberation Movement. These
successful revolutions, along with the decolonialization in South
Asia and Africa which was to follow shortly, represented significant
strides forward for the Communi sts.

Communist belligereﬁce had alerted the United States-in 1945.
Western Europe had been weakened and_exhéusted by the war and
might have become vulnerable to Communist tgke-overélhad it not
been fo; remarkable therapy frovided by the Marshall Plan. Within
a few years,.these éountries'were so well off-economically that
the chance of a succéssful Communiét revolution had become
relatively remote. The establiShﬁent of NATO further discouragéd
the Communists. |

By the end of 1949, the poséibility of further Communist

success in Europe had been considerably reduced, and Stalin

turned his attention to the Far East. Korea had been divided
along Communist and capitalist lines as an aftermath of the War.

In June 1950 the North Koreans launched an armed attack on South .
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Korea in an overt attempt to "liberate" the'Soﬁth and fo reunify
the country under communism. The Soviet‘role in possibly instigating
the war is still not entirely clear, but she undoubtedly condoned
the attack--and possibly ordered it with promises of support.8
Although Lenin had not provided specific guidance on the
action to be taken where a country-is divided amohg Communisfs
and capitalists--there is little doubt as to what he~ﬁou1d have
done. He had afgued many times in favor of civil war against
the reactionaries and againstAthe capitalists--and the situation
in Korea was essentially a civil war; But here again the United
States intervened and the Communist efforts to "liberate' the
South were thwarted.

'Dﬁring the last two years of his life Stalin became mdrg and
more aware of the danger he faced froﬁ American nuclear power. He
became more cautious than he had been immediately following the war. -
-8ix months before his death, the 19th Party Congress of the CPSU
had published a report that So§iét policy.waé based on the premise
that "peaeeful coexistence of capifalism aﬁd communism and
cooperation was quite possible. . . ." Also pertinent was the
statement attributed to Stalin that:A "The export of revolution
is nonsense. Each country will make ifs own revolution if it
wants to do so, and if it does not want to do so there will be no

revolution."?

8Jan Librach, The Rise of the Soviet Empire, p. 205.
Ieo Gruliow, ed., Current Soviet Policies II, pp. 105-106.
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Other than in Korea, Stalin had paid little attention to the
liberation movément in the East; This was,prqbably because of the
weaknesslof indigenous Communist Parties and his unwillingness to
place his trust in the 1§ca1 bourgeois leaders after what had

happened to him in China.
SUMMARY

Frqm the standpoint of the National Liberation Movement,
Stalin's rule consisted of two rather distinct.phases.

The first phase - which included the first two decades of his
rule--was one in which Soviet attentipn was focused primarily on
building Rugsia. Although Stalin gave 1ipAsefvice to.the liberation
struggle in the backward areas, he took little real interest in
the liberation movement and almost nothing was accémplished during
the period. His one adventure, in China, was a dismal failure,
and this caused Stalin to become even more distrustful of the
bourgeoisie during the.rest of his life. His'populaf front' line
of the 1930's won limited suppérf.

The-second pﬁase was quite another story. World War II]J%{Tﬁ_
placed Communist forces in Eastern Europe; and within a few years

of the War's end, virtually all of the area had undergoneA"national-
democratic revoiutions" which placed Communists in control of the .
governments. The post-war years were indeed produétiﬁe ones for

the National Liberation Movement. Stalin pfessed his advantage

as far as he dared, but Communist efforts to '"liberate" South

Korea were checked by the United States and Stalin was forced to
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reevaluate his policies'in the face of the superior military power

of capitalism's new champion, the United States. '
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CHAPTER 4

KHRUSHCHEV

NEW EMPHASIS ON THE LIBERATION MOVEMENT

Stalin died in March 1953 and the new leaders infthe Kremlin
lost little time in»changing the course of Soviet foreign policy.
Reg}izing that Stalin's efforts to make further géins in Europe
had been effectively blocked by the United States and thét>something
new was needed to get communism moving again, the new leaders
looked "East" just as Lenin had done when he found himself in a
similar predicameﬁt in the early 1920's. What tﬁe Soviétlleaders
saw was the whole undeveloped world in ferment. The old coloniai
empires were disintegrating. Many of the nations had already been
granted independenqe, some were scheduled forAipdependence, and a
few were being forcibly held in colonial status.

How could the Soviet Union best exploit this situation? The
one prdblem which could not be postponéd‘was the newly independent
countries. The West, especially the United Stgtes and Great
Britain, were moving quickly to'reestaﬁiish old economic ties
with the new regimes and.thereby keép them in the "capitalist"
system. If Westefn efforts were successful and the local bourgeéisie
became firmly entrenched, it would be extremely diffiéult to
overthrow them once the emotional fervor of the nationélist
revolution_had dissipated.  The USSR would have to do something

about this situation promptly, or possibly lose its opportunity
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for a long time to come., To be sure, the colonies which were still

under the "yoke of the imperialists' were’a1$o a matter of concern -

to the Kremlin--but the natiéns still in colonial status were
rapidly being reduced to an insignificant few.

Once the decision was made to focus on the newly independent
countries, the ne#t problem Qas to determine the best wa& to

accomplish the task of bringing about communism in those nations.

Lenin's preferred solution was to rely primarily on thg local

Communists, in collaboration with the peasants if necessary, to
overthrow the government by revolution. However, the Communist
pafties of the néwly independent countries were still too weak to
carry out such an assignment. Moreover, most of these countries
had virtually no proletariat, and tﬁere was an absence of a
diégruntled, unemployed intelligenfsia.

By 1955 it was evident that the éoviet Union Had decided to
try to win these countries over to communism by wooing their
leaders--although many of these leaders were more bourgeois than

Communist. Khrushchev and Bulganin toured the Far East and

- appealed to several key national leaders with a combination of

friendliness, perSuésion, offers to aid, exploitation of énti-
Western feeling, and reminders of Russia's<rapid industrialization.
Before the end of 1955, the USSR had initiated an economic offensive
ﬁhich included trade loéns, and technical assistance éo many of

the undeveloped nations of Asia, the Middle East, and South America.1

1Wladyslaw W. Kulski, Peaceful Co-existence, p. 283.
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By 1956 Khrushchev was firmly in control in the Kremlin and he

_chose the occasion of the Twentieth Party Congress of the CPSU

of'that year to denounce Stalin and to make a pitch for peace.
The Twentieth Party Congress took note.that the colonial‘system
was disintegrating and that almqsf haif’of the world's population
had been freed in-the past ten yeérs. Some nations were still

under the colonial yoke; however, the Party Congréss avoided

taking aspecific stand regarding these colonies.2"

In his keynote speech to the Congress, Khrushchev observed
that4fﬁe liberation movement had "develéped with partiéular force"
after the "October socialist revolution,” that it had been stimulated
by the defeat of Germany and Japan, and that it h#d dealt a stag-
gering blow in the victory of the Chinese revolution. His view
was that all of the colonial and semi-colonial nations, including
South America, were rising up against iﬁ?erialism as Lenin had
predicted. He cautioned that thelwinning'of political freedom
is but a first step--albeit an important one--toward full inde--
pendence. The socialist countries were ready to.helé the expioited
nations achieve economic independence. To Khrushcﬁev, imperialism
was still much in evidence in the world since the United States
was trying to wrest markets, raw materials, and colonies from
the other '"capitalist" countries. The United States had become
the big exploiter who was extracting the enormous profits; and it

is the Americans who have introduced a new form of coionial

2leo Gruliow, ed., Current Soviet Policies, p. 33.
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enslavement under the guise of providing aid. Khrushchev also
reemphasized the peaceful aspirations of ;he USSR and pictured
the US as the real obstaclé to peace.3

The Congress did present the appealing thesis that the tran-

_sition to Socialism need not necessarily be violent, but could
take a varietj of paths. In some states, the parliamentary path
might be used. Apparently this was meant to calm the fears of
leaders who had recently won independence .4 Soviet propaganda
during this period pictured the USSR és the champioﬁs of equal
rights and self-determination and as the protector of new nations -
whose independence was being threatened by the imperialism of
the Western Powers.”

Before the year was out, Khruschev's peace qffensive received
a sharp set-back when Soviet troops were used to crush the revo-.
lution in Hungary.

By 1957, Soviet efforts in the underdevelpped areas began to
pay off. The Asian-African Solidarity Conference, which met in
December and included delegates from forty-two ;quntries, édopted
resolutions which indicated strong sympathy with the fecent line.

- of the Soviets to include slogans such as imperialism,.peacefﬁl
coexistence; anti-colopialism,.denunciation of foreign troops iq

s . Asia and Africa, seating of Communist China in the United Nationg', etc.b

I
v

31bid.
4Frederick C. Barghoorn, Current Sov19t Policies, p 33.
51bid., p. 143.
6Kulsk1, OE- c1t., pp 297 298
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It is difficult to-plot Khrushchev's policy of the late

1950's. Despite set-backs in many of the newly independent

countries he continued his efforts to win over their leaders.

In the meantime he tried to keep the US off balance by altermatingly

being friendly and hostile. At one moment he was professing a

desire for peace and peaceful coexistence, and the next moment he

was issuing ultimatums over Berlin. Castro's victory was, of

course, very important to the Communists, and it probébly contributed

significantly to the development of the concept of the '"national-
democratic front" by which the bourgeois democracies might be
transformed into '"people's democracies". The latter term describes

a country in which Communists have gained power.

THE NATIONAL-DEMOCRATIC STATE AND WARS OF LIBERATION

The National Liberation Movement recei§ed further impetus
at the meeting of Communist leadefs of 81 countries in Moscow in
November 1960. The declaration issuea at the end of ;he conference
indicated that the Néﬁional Liberation Movement was one of thé
seven main tqpics discussed.’

The conference put forth the slogan of "the nafional-democratic
state'" for the new independent nations. Such a state--even though
non-Communist--was to be supported if it took certain measﬁres

such as adopting radical social and econpmic reforms, rejecting

TCharles Burton Marshall, Two Communist Manifestos, pp. 66-79.




Western political and economic ianuenée, pﬁrsuing miiitary
neutralism, and permitting Communist parties.to exist. The
"national-democratic state' was to incorporate the efforts of all
"patriotic" forces in a united front and be based primarily on an
alliance of the working class and the peasants.- The national
bourgeoisie could participate, temporarily, in the.united front;
but it was expected that the people would eventually.reject'the'
boﬁrgeoisie--who would compromise with imperialism--and the nation
would adbpt,a "non-capitalist' course of development.8 The
"national-democratic stateh was evidently intended as a vehicle -
" for getting the liberation movemenf_off'dead center after the
Soviets had realized that their flirtation with the natioﬁal
bourgeoisie was no 1oqger paying off. However, the new conéept
failed to identify the group that would'iead the movement and it
failed to resolve the old problem of how to promote Soviet interests
in an undeveloped staﬁe while still‘supporting'the local Communists.

| Recognizing that many of the neQ<na£ions would not quickly
be won over to socialism, the Conference leaders hgd provided an
aiternative in which there would be an intermediate stage of
"non-capitalist" development.

This approach was supported by propaganda designed to appeal

to the residuél anti-colonial feelings of the people and to their

nationalistic tendencies toward patriotism, democracy, and reform.9

8uri Ra'anan, "Moscow and the 'Third World'," Problems of
Communism, p. 23. o
9Barghoorn, op. cit., pp. 139-140.
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In an obvious attempt to identify the USSR with the independence-
movement in Asia and Africa, Khrushchev introduéed a resolution in
1960 in the UN General Assembly demanding immediate independence
of the few remaining colonies. The resolution finally adopted in
December 1960 was not the one that Khrushchev had intfoduced but
a milder Afro-Asian resolution.l0 1In subsequent Soviet documents,
the Russians have frequently made it appear that the resolution
~ adopted had been theirs. Actually, they abstained from voting on
the resolution which passed, Nevertheless, the effects of Soviet
propaganda toward portraying themselves as the champion of independence
for the backward nations should not be underestimated. Barghoorn
‘poinfs out that: "As Indians with wﬁom'the writer has discussed
problems of their country have emphasized, theApeoples of formerly
colonial countries tend to feel that célqnial rule would not haﬁe

ended without Soviet'pressure."11

Khrushchev's Speech of January 6, 1961

In January 1961, Khrushchev madé a épeech to the Soviet Party
officials in which he réported to them on the Moscow meeting. .His
explanations regarding the National Liberation Movement followed
closely the wording of the Moscow Conferehqe,report. However, he
elabora;ed on the matter of war and peace and.enunciated his now

famous thesis that wars fall into three categories: World Wars,

01pi4., p. 141.
Urpid., p. 137. -
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1imited wars, and liberation wars. He condemned World Wars \

. _ \
_explicitly, and he also rejected limited wars since they might \

lead to World War. He makes it clear that neither of these types
of wars are favorable to Communist interests. On the other hana,
"national-liberation warsﬁ do favor Communist interests. These
are‘“just" wars which should be supported wholeheartedly. On the
subject of wars, Khrushghev said:

In modern conditions, the following categories of wars
should be distinguished: World wars, local wars, lib-
eration wars, and popular uprisings.

o « » the most probable wars are wars among the
capitalist and imperialist countries, and this too
should not be ruled out.

Wars are chiefly prepared by imperialists against
socialist countries., . . . The task is to create
impassable obstacles against the unleashing of wars
by imperialists. . . . o

« o « We are unable to completely exclude the
possibility of wars, for the imperialist states
exist, . . .12

On the subject of local, or limited wars, Khrushchev séid;

A lot is being said nowadays in the imperialist camp
about local wars . . . fearing that world war might
end in complete collapse of capitalism, (the
imperialists) are putting their money on unleash-
ing local wars.

e o o A small imperialist war, . . . may grow into
a world thermonuclear. rocket war. We must therefore
combat both world wars and local wars.

2US Congress, Senate, Committee on Judiciary, Analysis of the
Khrushchev Speech of January 6, 1961, .p. 63.




« . . an example of a local war . . . the Anglo-
French~-Israeli aggression against Egypt. . . ..
The Soviet government's stark warnlng o« o o
stopped the war. ‘

Khrushchev then had a "word" about "national-liberation wars':

The armed struggle by the Vietnamese people or the

war of the Algerian people, . . . serve as the latest
examples . of such wars. These wars began as an uprising
by the colonial peoples against their oppressors and
changed into guerrilla warfare. Liberation wars will
continue to exist as long as imperialism exists, as’
long as colonialism exists. These are revolutionary
wars. Such wars are not only admissible but inevitable,
since the colonialists do not grant independence
voluntarily. Therefore, the peoples can attain their
freedom and independence only by struggle, including
armed struggle.

« « o It (the Algerian war) is the uprising of the Arab
people in Algeria against French colonizers. It is

being conducted in the form of a partisan war. . . . the

United States and Britain render ‘assistance to their
French allies with arms. . . . But it is a liberation
war of a people for its independence, it is a sacred
war, We recognize such wars, we help and will help
the peoples striving for their independence.

e « o take Cuba's example. A war . . . started as an _
uprising against the internal tyrann1ca1 regime supported
by U.S. Imperialism. . . .

Can such wars flare “up in the future7 They can. . .. .
these wars which are national uprisings. ... . must not
be identified with wars among states, with local wars,
since in these uprisings the people are fighting for
implementation of their right for self-determination,
for independent social and national development. These

~are uprisings against rotten reactionary regimes,
against the colonizers. The Communists fully support
such just wars and march in the front rank with the
peoples waging liberation struggles.

. « . The victory of socialism throughout the world,
which is inevitable because of the laws of historic
development is now near. For this victory, wars
among states are not necessary., The entire foreign
policy of the Soviet Union is directed toward the

31bid., p. 64.
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strengthening of peace. . . . Peaceful coexistence
is the high road of international relations between
socialist and capitalist countries. . . . It
facilitates the struggle the people wage against
aggressive military blocs, . . . It helps the
national liberation movement to gain successes,

Khru;hcheﬁ's speech also made it clear that Soviet foreign
poliéy would be directed as a priority matter‘toward fostering the
complete "liquidation" of the Western colonial system and of
promoting the liberation movement: |

The national liberation movement deals more and more

blows against -imperialism, . . . Asia, Africa, and Latin.
America are now the most 1mportant centers of revolutionary
struggles against imperialism.

« « . the crumbling of the system of colonial slavery under
the pressure of the national liberation movement is the
second phenomenon of historic importance after the
formation of the world system of socialism.

« o « there is no doubt thaf . « « the Union of South
Africa will collapse, that Rhodesia, Uganda, and
other parts of Africa will become free.

The successes of the national liberation movement
. « . strengthen the international positions of
socialism in the struggle against imperialism.

Bourgeois . . . politicians allege that . . . it is
the colonizers who grant freedom to the peoples of’
the former colonial countries. Such inventions are
launched to isolate the young 1ndependent states
from the soc1allst camp, . o :

. « . the United States (is) exerting every effort
to attach to (its) own system the countries which
have freed themselves from . . . colonialism, and
thus strengthen the position of world capitalism.

14Tbld., PP. 64-66.
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. . . Communists generally support democratic

measures taken by national governments. At the

same time, Communists explain to the masses that

these measures are not socialists ones.

With coloniélisﬁ rapidly disappearing, Khrushchev's comments:
on the next phase of the liberation.movement takes on added
significance. Khrushchev envisaged that once independence is
achieved, the transition to socialism (i.e., scientific socialism)
might be peaceful or nonpeaceful. Peaceful traﬁsition is possible
if the "rﬁling classes" bow to the ﬁwill of the people." 'In other .
words, if the bourgeois government capitulates peacefully to the
Coﬁmunists then there would be no violence; if they do not it
would mean civil war. Parliamentary institutions are permissible
during the transition in countries where pérliamentafy traditions
are highly developed; however, this would not be a Parliament
in the Western sense, since it would be used only after a virtual
dictatorship of the proleéaria;_had been established. Khrushchev
also suggested that local Communists be especially active with
the masses during the transitioﬁ period. Although he recognized
that the Communist Parties would have a difficult time durihg'thié
period, he was confident that they would succeed in view of the
growing strength of thé world socialist system.16' |

In summary, Khrushchev saw the main forces in world politics

as: first, the collapse of Western imperialism and the weakening

lslbid., pp. 69-71.
161bid., pp. 72-74.
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of Western influence;‘second; the growth of the world socialist
system; third, the‘emancipatiog of the colonies; and fourth,
the shift of power téward the Communist bloc. He deemphasized
wars between states, but’encouraged revolufions (liberation wars).
And lastly, he took a relativély mild line toward the use of
violence during the tramsition to soéialism.
A few months later, Khrushchev met with President Kennedy
" at Vienna. President Kennedy's reporﬁ on the meeting indicates
that Khrushchev had adhered strongly to the line which he had
expounded in his January speech. Kehnedy stated:

Generally Mr. Khrushchev did not talk in terms of
war. . . . He stressed his intention to outdo us
in industrial production, to prove to the world the
superiority of his system over ours. Most of all he
predicted the triumph of communism in the new and
less developed countries. He was certain that the
tide there was moving his way, that the revolution
of rising peoples would eventually be a Communist
revolution, and that the so-called "wars of
liberation'", supported by the Kremlin would replace
the old methods of direct aggression and invasion.

« . . Their missiles, they believe, will hold off
our missiles, and their troops can match our troops.
should we intervene in these so-called 'wars of
liberation'. . . . A small group of disciplined
Communists could exploit discontent and misery

. . . seize control . . . of an entire country
without Communist troops ever crossing any inter-
national frontier. This is the Communist theory.

« + o it is clear that this struggle in this area
of the new and poorer nations will be a continuing
crisis in this decade.l7

17ys Dept of State, American Foreign Policy; Current Documents,
p. 577. ’ ' '
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The 22d Party Cengress,and the New Party Program

The 22d Party Congress of the CPSU met ie Moscow in the fall
of 1961 and approved a new Party Program-;only the third such
program in Bolshevik history. Both the Program and Khrushchev's
report to the Congress followed the line which had Been set down

in the November statement of 1960 and in the Khrushchev speeeh of

January 1961. It is interesting to note that the 1961 Party Congress
emphasized the National Liberation Movement by listing it as one
of the foreign policy tasks of the USSR. This was the first time
that the Natienal Liberation Mevement had Been so listed in a
Party Congress report.18

By mid-1963, the ideoiogical differenees betweenlthe Ruséians
and the Chinese which had been brewing for some years, finally
reached serious proportions. |

The Chinese openly challenged the geﬁeral liqe of Soviet
policy in their letter of 13 June 1963. The differences over
the National Liberation Movement seem to be_more a matter of
emphasis then of substance; but'the differences are real nevertheless.,
In their lerter, the Chinese indicated that the "whole cause of
the international proletarian revolutien" hinged on the outcome -

of the liberation movement in the underdeveloped areas. The Chinese

considered it "impossible" for the proletariat of the advanced

'18nThe Central Committee Report by Khruschchev-II " Current
Digest of the Soviet Press (hereafter referred to as CDSD) Vol.
XIII, No. 41, 8 Nov. 1961, p. 7.
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countries to liberate themselves unless the backward nations
are liberated. 1In these countries,:the Communists must lead
the fevolution, must have a program of their own, and must work
independently., The Chinese also were not willing to go as far
as the Soviets regarding the possiﬁilities of a peaceful transition
- to socialism, pointing out ehat there is no historical precedent
for such a transition, and that the Communists mest prepare for
the worse by building independent revolutionary strength.19
The Soviets responded in July. Moscow refused to givebthe
Nationel Liberation Movement priority over the "world system of
socialism" and the "struggle of the internationel working class.”
The Soviets acknowledged that the Natienal Liberation Movement
had become more important in recent years; but they insist that
the proletarian revolution stiil has the leading_roie in the world
revolution. With respect to the peaceful tran31t10n‘to_E6ciefism ]
the Soviets evidently prefer to emphasize the possibility of the
peaceful transition and criticize the Chinese for overemphasizing
the need for revolutionary'violence.zo_'»‘
Later in July, Kommunist took exception to the Chinese demand

that the proletariat lead the liberation movement. The magazine

observed that in some of the new countries the proletariat is

either very small or non-existent.ZI_

19%he Letter from the Chinese Communlst Party," Cbsp, Vol.
| . XV, No. 28, 7 Aug. 1963, pp. 3 -15.

20"The Soviet Reply to the Chinese Letter," CDSP, Vol. XV,
No. 28, 7 Aug. 1963, pp. 16-30.

21"Kommunist Magazine Sums Up Case Against China," CDSP,
Vol. XV, No. 35, 25 Sep. 1963, p. 19.
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ihe prolonged debate in the pﬁblic pfess between the Chinese
and the Soviets has helped to clarify theiSoviet pdsition on the
libefation~movement. Apparently, the Soviets have divided the
world into industrialized areas and non-industrialized areas.
The former are the main targets. When conditions are ﬁot right
for revolution in the industrialized countries; attention'may be
diverted temporarily to the non-industrialized countrieg. A .
Dinerstein suggests that Algeria provided an example of how this

works from the Soviet viewpoint., When the Algerién insurrection

enhanced revolutionary prospects in both Algeria and France,

-Moscow directed its main attention--at least during the early

phases--toward France., With the hope of fomenting strife in

France, the Soviets permitted the war to drag on by limiting its

\
22 i

|

\

support to the Algerians,

There is no doubt that the Soviets consider the libem tion
movement to be important, but its importance derives from the
contribution that the movement makes to the weakeniﬁg of the
strongholds of capitalism. Besides,»e§ery subtractién from the
capitalist camp is a plus for the Communists, -and a resultant
improvement in their power balance with the West,

In 1963 the Soviet Union published the second edition of the .

importaht Russian text Fundamentals of Marxism-Leninism in which

considerable attention is paid to the National Liberation Movement,

22Rand Corporation, Sino-Soviet Conflict in the Underdeveloped
Countries, by Herbert S. Dinerstein, Jan. 1964, p. 12.
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The book follows the general line which had been in effect
sihce 1960. It places the newly independent countries in two -
categories; first, countries which pursué'én independent foreign
policy, are free of capitalist enslavement, but remain in the
capitalist camp (India, Indonesia, Burma, Cambodia, Laos, Ceylon, \ :
- Iraq, UAR, Algeria, Syria, Sudan, Tunisia; Morocco, Libya,>Guinea,
Mali, and Ghana--the last three being singled out as the most
progressive); and secondly, those states whose independence is
fette?ed by economic agreements and by military allianqes
(Pakistan, Thailand, and the Philiﬁpines).23 Latin American’
nations are considered to be under the indirect r?le of the
imperialist powers through local intermediariés; that is, rich
landowners,.big bourgeoisie; and military reactionaries. The - /
book repeats the call made in the 1960 Moscow Declaration for
"national democracies" ruled initially by coalitions.of all

"national democratic forces' including the progressive bourgeoisie.

THE REVOLUTIONARY-DEMOCRATIC STATE

By the end of 1963 Khrushchev took another decisive ‘step
toward embracing those regimes which appeared tb be making érogress
toward aaopting scientific socialism. Khrushchev now introduced
a new term ''revolutionary democrats" to deséfibe the leaders of

these regimes. The "revolutionary-democratic state" which they

23Fundamentals of Marxism-Leninism, 2d ed., p. 404.
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headed is apparently one in>which the Communist.Parties are

weak but their function is performed by leaders such as Ben Bella,
Nkrumah, and Nasser., This new doctrine admits that non-Communists
can put.theif'nations on.the path to socialism, a concept which

‘ is'gfoss revisionism, and there is considerable.evidence that

the point was sharply debated by Soviet theoreticians.2% Then,

in early 1964, Khrushchev visited the UAR énd Ben Bella visited

. Moscow. In conjunction with these visits, both Algeria énd the
UAR were referred to an non-Communist countries who had "embérkéd
on the road to socialism", Although the C&mmunist-Parties "had.
not yet matured" in these countries, the socialist world system

would perform their role. Khruéhchev‘alsd-awarded to Nasser

and Ben Bella the award of the "Hero of the Soviet Union," an -

act which seems to have been frowned upon by many in'the'Kremlin.
Despite the differences of opinion in the Kremlin, it. appears

that the Soviet commitment to the '"'revolutionary-democrats' has
survived Khrushchev's departure. Since that time,‘Soviet documents
have stated that nations which enjoy full"suppoft from, and are
integrated with the local Communist Party might be recognized as
"building socialism"; Other nations are placed in lower categories
which are described as nations undergoing "prégfeésive tréns-

formation" or "non-capitalist development". In December, Pravda

24Thomas Perry Thornton, The Shifting Soviet Attitudes
Toward the Underdeveloped Countries, p. 6. ' :
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indicated that Algeria was on the "socialist path" but the UAR
was only on the "non-capitalist path".zs-

In December 1964, the Soviet theoretical journal Kommunist

" . described the liberation movement as entering a new stage of

Muprooting the economic roots of imperialist influence.” The
journal maintained that in 1919, 69.9% of the world's pedple
were in colonies, while today there are less than one percent.'
Therefore, the main task of the liberation movement now is to
liberate the peoples of former colonies from the pro-imperialist
regimes which have gained political control, and to achieve true,
not just formal, independence; The article repeats the idea that
although some revolutions had been won with Communist at the helm,
that this "cannot" be considered the only possible way to make
the transition to socialism. The potential of the "revolutionary
democrats'" is stressed, and local Communist Parties are advised
to follow a "policy of unity" with them. Kommunist also makes
this interesting observation:

. . . the national-liberation revolutions is of

tremendous significance both for the fates of the

former colonies . . . (and) for the world liberation

process as a whole. This is a difficult struggle.

It may be even more difficult than the one waéed

during the preceding stage of the revolution,

The journal attributes the difficulties to the resistance of

the imperialists, and to the fact that non~proletarians have led

251pid., p. 31.
26K, B Brutents, "The Current Stage of the National- leeratlon
Movement," Translations from Kommunist, pp. 30-47.
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many of the revolutions and have saddled the movement with their

"prejudices and errors'.
SUMMARY

Khrushchev was a pragmatist who, realizing that Stalin's
policies had become moribund in the ﬁnderdeveloped countries,
decided early to make common cause with tﬁe‘national bpurgeoisie
the way Lgnin had done, He embraced the nationalist leaders in
Asia and the Middle East. He applauded their socialist tendencies
and their neutralism, and he offered them aid. Initial results
were»sfriking, and the USSR came out of isolation and exfended
its influence throughout the wofld. However, these successes
slowed to a halt when the national bourgéois>1eaders ﬁook Séepé
. to prevent their countries from being taken éver by the Comﬁunists.
By 1960, it was clear tﬁat this approach had failed. - When the
81 Parties met in.Moscow in 1960, they found themselves in a
position similar to that of the 1920';.. In the early twenties
the European proletariat had failéd; in the late fifties the
natiqnal bourgeoisi; had not worked out. Therefore, the Moscow.
Conference, with Castro in mind, developed the idea 6f a "national-
democratic state'"., Such a state would cooperate with the USSR,

bring Communists into the government, and make. certain reforms.

The new state concept had certain weaknesses, including the absence

of a definite group to provide the motivating force., Within three ~ 7~

‘years, the "national-democratic state" idea had made no headway

and Khrushchev looked around for something more productive. In
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-1963 he announced a new Soviet doctrine of "revolutionary-democratic
states" in which the leading role in the révolqtionary movement

was placed firmly in the hands of "revolutionary-democrats” such

as Nasser and Ben Bella. The latest concept provided for a

striking revision in that it recogniéed that non-Communists could
lead their nations along the path to Socialism; and thereby
comprdmised the position of the Communist Parties in the new

nations.
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CHAPTER 5

BREZHNEV AND KOSYGIN

A CONTINUATION OF KHRUSHCHEV'S POLICIES

Within a few months after assuming the leadership of the

- CPSU, Brezhnev and Kosygin made major speeches in which they

came out in favor of the line which Khrushchev had been following

on the National Liberation Movement, Throughout 1965, the_

‘liberation movement was given considerable'coverage in the Soviet

Press and in Party-journals.

Pravda, in June, insisted that the liberation movement was
linked with the.systemiof socialism and with'the-struggle of the
proletariat in the capitalist countries--and that these three
links should not be treated separately. The newly independent
nations are describéd as "beginning to move éctively io the |
direction of socialism" (wording_which would indicate that-not
much real progress has been made); The writer suggests that
"every form of struggle' be employed, including both peaceful'.
means and armed conflict.1

F. Burlatsky, one of the Kremlin's foremost theoriticians;

discussed the socialist movement in ideological terms in Pravda

in September. He reminded his readers that Lenin had foreseen

1"Pravda on USSR and Natlonal leeratlon Movement " Cpsep,
Vol, XVII, No., 26, 21 Jul. 1965, p. 5.
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that it would be easier to start a socialist revolution in the
backward nations than to complete it; since complete victory

would require a modern industrial and scientific base., Burlatsky

sees the national bourgeoisie as possessing mixed attributes:

The progressive forces of the national bourgeoisie
welcome ideas of strengthening the state sector of

the economy and planning. They justly see this the -
most effective way of overcoming economic backwardness.
However, these forces often reject the ideas of social
equality and the inevitability of the class struggle.2

Burlatsky takes a Leninist position toward the Communist Parties:

Thus the Communists welcome any social forces that
sincerely aspire to socialism, but do not dissolve
into them, rather occupying their own place, . . .
In every revolutionary, democratic socialist move-
ment they uphold not only the interests of the.

present day but also the interests of the future .3

Another Soviet writer had some interesting comments in -

Kommunist on the series of articles on "wars of liberation' which

had appeared in the editorial section of the New York Times, The
Russiah-denies that these wars involve "eprrt of revolution" on
the part of the Soviets, maintaining that the internal conditions

of a country have to be right for a revolution to succeed. He

insists that the USSR did not force its system on nations even.

when its troops were in the country. Examples ¢ited were Austria
and Norway where Soviet troops withdreW'and:the countries remained

bourgeois. He denies that '"wars of liberation' are aggression

2F. Burlatsky, '""The Communist Position in the World Socialist
Movement," CDSP, Vol. XVII, No. 33, 8 Sep. 1965, pp. 3-5.
31bid., p. 5. ‘ .
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any more than the American revolution was aggression against
Britain or "Lincoln's war'" to liberate the slaves was aggression.
The writer insists that such wars are just, for wars are always

"yoke of oppression". The

justified when fought to overthrow the
aims of these wars, he feels, had been validated by the United
Nations Declaration which declared_that.an end should be put to
coloniglism "in all its forms and manifestations"; Such struggies,
in his view, are aléo‘in accord with the Charter of the United
Nations. The United States is depicted as desiring "nonviolent

revolutions" in which just enough meager reforms are made to

divert the masses from revolting. Such reforms may temporarily

prolong United States domination but will not stop the'liberation

-movement aimed against this very domination, The article repeats

the Marxist-Leninist view that certain ﬁations are.being expioited
by others and that their revolutions against suéh exploitation

is morally right aﬁd internationally sanctioned., The United
States is seen as trying tq stop these féﬁolutions so that she

may retain her favorable economic relatipnships ﬁitﬁAthe poorer
coﬁntries.4 -
‘Another'article.appeared in Kommunist indi;ating that the

liberation movement is important, but that it is of somewhat

less importance than the revolutions in the advanced industrial

be. Starushenko, "Kommunist on a U.S. View of Wars of

Liberation," CDSP, Vol. VII, No. 34, 15 Sep. 1965, pp. 5-6.
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countries. The article exéggeratgs fhe "deepening contradictions"
in the Wéstlover American alleged'attempts to gain economic
domination, Pre51dent Johnson s actlon 1ﬁfEﬁZ"ﬁaaiﬁIE;ﬂm"_’:
Republic and in Vietnam is seen as a direct challenge by "world
imperialism" to the National Liberation Mo§eménﬁ.5

In October, Pravda emphasizes the’role that the people
tﬁemselves had to play in the liberatidn movement of their own
countries. The article argues that the socialist countries
could not take the élace of the beqplés of the young nations
since this would be "fércible imposition of their willion other
peoples, which is alien to .-. . Marxism-Leninism;".»Pfavd;.
recognized that such an atfempt by the socialist countries 'could
lead to the unleashing>of a world thermonuclear war. ;1.,."6

" For some time»the_Soviet; had Been encouraging the groupings
of underdeveloped nations, apparently believing that coalitions .
would give these nations greater indepénden§e fr6m the United
StatéS'and the West Europeans; The?efo;e, the USSR was no doubt
delightedl yheq a "éolidarity conference" of Aéians, Africans,
and Latin Americans was scheduled to meet in Havana in January -
1966. The Kremiin decided to send a representative, énd it

chose for the task an alternate member of the Presidium, S. R.

Rashidon. The Soviet representative called for freedom, peace,

Sngoviet Foreign Policy and Social ?rogress," Translations
from Kommunist, No. 12, Aug. 1965, p« 6, 9.

"6"Pravda on the Internationalist Duty of the USSR " CDSP

Vol. XVII, No. 43, 17 Nov. 1965, p. 6.
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indepeﬁdencé, and social progre$s§ and fof-oppositionAto oppression,
enslavement, and injustice. These non-controversial aims are
clearl& meant to have mass aﬁpeal, and to identify the Soviet
Union with the aspirations of the former colonialApéoples,7

In January 1966, Kommunisf published a;éompfehensive state-
ment of Soviet policy concerning the National Liberation Movement.
Essentially, the approach is quite similar to tha; which Khrushchev
was followingAwhen he was_deposed.'fsince the majority of the
""previously oppressed nations™ had already won theirAindépendence,
they hbw have the following new taské to perform: (i) Achieve
economic independence and social liberty, (2) institute radical
reforms to improve fhe conditions of the maéses, (3) eliminate
péverty, and (4) permit the participation by the peopleAin the
administratioﬁ of the country. The article reminds-the reader
that the people of the new countries have a éhoice:between two
social systems. The Communist systém is against imperialism,
and against capitélism. The new nations are made uﬁ mostly of
backward peasants who initially followed the leédgrship of the’
bourgeoisie to gain independenée, but who how are gradually
joining in fhe struggle against capitalism. Many nations are’
téking the "non-capitalist" path, and d;hers are expected to

%ollow suit. This path links them with the socialist system.

710n the Eve of Meetlng in Havana," CDSP, Vol XVII, No. 51,
12 Jan. 1966, p. 18.




While the»revolu;ionaryfdemocrétic leadé:s are still viewed as
having alfole tb pléy, the article seems to‘direét its meésage
to Ehg-"populér masses", The Communist Parties are told that
they ﬁuét decide théir.own course; but it is suggested that

fhey inform the people that the transition_fo socialism will be
difficult, and ﬁhat it will be slow. Alliénces are suggested
with all those who are leaning toward socialism;_ﬁhough the
A:Parties are warned not to éater to the Vpetty-ﬁourgéoisie of

the national-revolutionary democrats." Burina is seen as having
"progressive' leaders (militéry), buﬁ»a.non-progressiGeAbureau;racy.
The article inciudes aﬁ ideological sermon and makes the flat
‘statement'that some:leaders in the'young nations have 5een slow
to accept Marxism-ieninsim, but that they canmnot make "a single
anti-caﬁitalist change (successfully and to the end) without
'turning to Marx, Engels or Lenin." The articlelalso tries to
come to terms with theAprobiem of religion by recognizing that
many of the national leéders and many of the peop1e in the new
nations are inclined to‘bé religious, The Commuhisfs-are admonished
to find "a commoﬁ language" with these people. The rationale
provided is that the Russian Orthodox Church was linked to the
monarqh& and therefore was reactionary; however, Buddhism and
Islam Are reéliéns of the oppressed‘peoples of Asia ghd Africa,
The article holds out the hope that Buddhist and Moslem peasants:
can be convinced that fhe clergy is acting only inAthe'interest

of the landlords and the capitalists.



The article is fourteen pages_long. At the véry end, iﬁ é.
.‘short paragraph, the Soviet writer make§ what 'is ﬁrbbably tﬁe most
- direct Russian challenge té the thesis announced by the Chinese
Defense Minister, Lin Piao, in September 1965. The Kommunist.
article. states:

History has entrusted the Communists with the task of
developing the most perfect and efficient political
line concerning the national democrats who have
assumed, or are assuming, power in the liberated
countries, The successful practical solution of

this problem will lead to the fact that the 'world
countryside' will firmly adopt the socialist

system, following the world city. (Italics mine.)

Although the Russians have in recent years softened fheir
approach toward the more militant aspects of Marxism-Leninism,
they have shown a definite reluctance to modify certain aspects
of their idéoiogy. Perﬁaps the best illﬂstration of their in-
transigence on the subject of the National Liberation Movement
is the iqterview in Decembef 1965 of Premier Kosygin-by James

Reston of the New York Times. Reston asked Kosygin how he could

reconcile "peaceful coexistence" with."wéfs of nétional 1iberétion".
Rosygin replied that "wars of national liberation'' were. just wars;
and that "they>wiil continue as long as there isAnationél-oppression
by imperialist powers'. He singied out Southern Rhodesia as a
country which would have a "liberation war'", and South Vietnam

which is having one now because the '"people do not want to be

8R. Ul'yanovskiy, "Some Aspects of the non-Capitalist

Development of the Liberated Egpngriés;h Translations from
Kommunist, No. 1, Jan. 1966, pp. 100-114.
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governed by United States puppets". "In countries which have
not yet freed themselves from the colonial yoke" he said,
-"there is colonial slavery, worse perhaps than the Roman Empire."9

Reston retorted that the US wasvtrying to rule out all.
wérs--including wars of liberation--and to establish instead
machinery for peaceful change.

Looking at the world situation, Kosygin observed:

Everywhere the United States is lending its support

to the colonialists, to the side of the oppressed,

take Portugal., Everywhere the United States seeks

to assist the colonialist nations.  You want. the

people not to rise up for their freedom.

There is a growing feeling of hatred for United

States policies because of yfgr support for the

colonialists and oppressors. o

Reston retorted that this was a "monstrous distortion of
American Policy".

Kosygin seemed almost incredulous over Reston's inability
to see the world situation "objectively" since to_gﬁéiéiﬁlﬁggj
US was not combating colonialism, but was killing innocent people
in Vietnam, and was arming West Germany. He asked: "How can you
fail to see this? If you don't see this how can-you have any
objectivé judgment? . . . Even a blind man can see what is
happening . . . I wonder if you really believe what you were

saying."11

9Kosygin, interview by James Reston, New York Times, 8 Dec.
1965, p. 20.

101bid.

ll1bid.
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These comﬁents had been made without emotionalism; and the
indications are that he was genuinely sincere and that he realiy~
saw the US as the supporter of colonialism and imperialistic
oppression, He saw the US-;to use a recent phrase of Senator.
Russell Long of Louisiana--as the "international bad guy" .

because of her alleged imperialistic policies.
- SUMMARY

Brezhnev and Kosygin have adhered rétherlclosely to the
general 1ine.concerning the liberation mévement.which Khrushchev
was using at the‘time he was deéosed. There is evidence, however,
in tﬁe many articles written on the subject in 1965, that the"
CPSU is not satisfied w;th the results of the program and is
searching for something better. At the moment, it appears that
the leadership of thé Party considers the problem of winning -
over the underdeveloped nations to be an extremely difficult one.
At the moment the Russians seem to beltaking the»positiqn that
the struggle in the backward countries will be é long and arduous
one, and that inAthe meantime the local Communists should try
to build a broader base by patiently educating the people to the
advantages of the Communist system and by guiding the national
leaderé toward Marxism. Simultaneously, the Soviet Union is
trying to convince thé peoples and leadefs.ofj?ﬁé:égﬁiéhqﬁtries
that their futuré lies with the Soviet Union and with Marxism-
leninism, that the aims of these countries afe basically the

same as those of the USSR, and that these countries are being
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threatened by the imperialistic'and neo-colonial policies of
the United States. The Soviets seem for the time being to be
convinced. that it may take a long time to get the new countries

on the '"path to socialism",
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CHAPTER 6
ANALYSIS

THE ROLE OF IDEOLOGY

One cannot begin to understand the Soviet "national
liberation movement"” without first comprehending the importance

of ideology to the men who have led the Marxist-Leninist move-

ment,

These men have fervently believed that‘capitaiism, like
the other systems which preceded it, is a'tyrannical, oppressive,
and unjustlsocial system. In this syétem, a relatively few
people--the'bourgeoisie--control the politicaliand.economic
power of the nation--a power used‘to oppress the weak. The
favored few 1ive in luxury, but do little work. They declare
the wars fought in their economic interest; while the masses do
the fighting and the dyingf

The bourgeoisie makes the laws, sets the conditions of labor;
and'imposes its philosophy on the maéses; -The masses have little
recourse but to endure their physical and spiritual impoverishment,
and to accept bourgeois propaganda which_tries to instill the idea
that the capitélist system is the best one available.

To the Communists, capitalist emphasis on free competition

and individualism fosters bitter antagonisms and struggles for

- personal aggrandizement which results in a dog-eat-dog attitude

between people. The system dooms great numbers of workers to
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lives of poverty and want; and it frﬁstraﬁes the age old dream
of brotherhood, freedom, and justice. |

The Communists recognize thaf the bourgeois values of
democracy, freedom, and humanitarianism are improvements over
feudal values; but they insist that these meritorious ideals
qften do not find their way down to the masses--thus many workers-
enjoy ligtle if any real democraqy or freedom.>

Marxists see the plighf of the colonies and "dependent
countries" as classic examples of thé_oppressive nature of
capitalism_f |

Americans éontend that fhe "capitalist" syétem deécr&bed by
the'Communisgs_is a monstrous distortion of‘today's social system
in the United-States. >The aire circumstances deécribed by the
Communists may have a resemblance to England of the 1840's,
but the condition of today's industrial worker bears no.relation-
ship whatsoever to those existing a hundred yéars ago.

Today's Communists recognize that'changeg have been made-
in capitalism since Marx's day,-but they feel that the reforms
were insufficient and were adopted only to head off-éerious
threats to the position of the bourgeoisie. They point to' the
conditions iﬁ the advanced capitalist countries--to the continuing
poverty Qf millions of wo;kers, the deprivations of the slums,
the large crime rates, the recurring economic crises, and the
continuing. bourgeoisie proclivit& to reéort to hars‘to gain

economic advantage. They point to the efforts being made by the
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bourggoisie to "keep the underdeveloped nations in economic
dependence' and to "exploit their natural wealth'. They contend
that. the United States has had over one hundred years to improve
the qonditions of Latin-Amefica—-yet poverty is still rampant..

Thus, the modern Communist does not share the American's
rosy view of the advantages 6f_capitalism, One of the clearest
demonstrations.of this disparity of views is seen in>the>Kbsygin--
Reston iﬁperview of 6 December 1965 in which it is clearly evident
that Kosygin still sees capitalism as an evil,‘obsoléscent_sys;em
which is dying and should be.replaced.

These Communist views on capitalism provide the ideological
" rationale for the theories and doctrines which the Coﬁmunists
have developed‘concerning the national liberafion movement,
Thesg»convictions, especially since Lénin;s time, have provided
the justification for Soviet actionlin the intgrnatibnal arena,

It is a mistake to underestimate the roie of Marxist ideology
as a causative factor in Soviet actionms. Yet,ithis is often done
by many Americans who are so sure of the efficacyt§§f§h§i§:§§giem
and are so repelled by communism that they suspect that the
Communist leaders probably do not rgally believe their own
statements--and that any day now the Soviets will see the true
light and adopt American methods. There is little hard evidence
to suppo¥t such wishful thinking. While thé,Soviets have
6ccasiona11y utilized capitalist techniques as temporary expedients,
they have shown little inclination to-compromise wifh their

basic ideals, During his visit to the United States, Khrushchev

82




_démonstratedlg firm conviction that it was the Americans who
would eventually see the light. |

.MAny "Kremlinologists" have suggestéd tha; ideology in the
Soviet Union was eroded during the Khrushchev era. However, the
_erqsion of which they speak concerns the revision of tactics
‘and methods in reaching commﬁnism; 'But they show ﬁo real evidence
that there is erosion of Soviet belief that the ills of the world
are attributable to capitalism. Neither is there weakening of
Russian desire to eliminafe the capitaliét system. The Soviets
are still firmly of the belief that international problems all
stem from Imperialism. In othe; wbrds, modern Soviet leaders
stili perceive_thé world's ills muéh the same as did Marx and
lenin, and they still share the same aim: the achievement of
world communism, Only:the methoﬁ of achieving this aim has been

revised.
LIBERATION

Marxism-Leniﬁism applies the term "1iberatibn" to a variety
of ciréumstances. Individuals, those whose labor is exploited
by others, are.tb be liberated from the bourgeoiéie'and the
landlords; the oppressed classes are to be liberated from the
oppressiné class;- and nations are to belliberated from the control
- and oppression of other nations.
Underlying tﬁe idea of liberation is the Marxist conviction

that the systems of feudalism and capitalism are forms of tyranny
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ﬁhich keep individuals and whole countries in economic, éolitical
and soqial bondage, The procesé of freeing the masses from the
capitalists and the feudal lords is what is generally meant by
' Mérxiéts when they speak of "liberatioﬁ". .
On the international plane, the Marxist use of the term

liberation usually has reference to'the‘freeing of colonies and
”"dependent" countries from the goﬁtrol and 'influence of. the
advanced cépitalist countries. The colonies are'seén as enriching
the capitalists By providing them with raw materials, markets,

an outlet for capital, a source of large profits,'etc. In ogder
‘'to maximize their prdfits the cépitalists not only drain off the
wealth of the country, but leave the people impbverished and in
virtual ensla?ement to tﬁe monopolies., The nation is prevented
from moderrizing or from taking aﬁy real measures to improve the
plight of the people. These are the coﬁditions from which the
nation and its people should be liberated, and it is in this

sense that the ferm liberation is used-in_doctfine of the National

Liberation Movement,

STAGES IN THE NATIONAL LIBERATION MOVEMENT

.Soviet theoreticians are great beiieveré in attaining
.Communisg goals by a succession of stages.

The goal of the National.Liberation Movement with regard to
-a.colony or to a "dependent" country is to bring about a condition

in which Comnunists are in control in the country and the nation
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is firmly "on the path to scientific’socialism". The Soviets

have contemplated several possibilities in reaching this goal.

'_A colony invariably proceeds toward the objective by way of an

intermediate goal; that is, by‘achieving political independence.
Mar#ists expect the attainment of this objoctive to be accomplished
by a revolution which in almost every caoe will be accompanied
by violence., The process of winning poiitical independence--or .
what Lenin called "self-determinatioo“-fis the first stage in the
liberation movement,

from time to time, this first stage has been referred to in -

a variety of ways. It has been called the national-democratic

‘revolution, the national liberation revolution, the bourgeois-

democratic revolution, the bourgeois revolution,-the national
revolution, and tho democrotic revolution, Whatever the name

given £¢ it at a given time by the CPSU the goal is the same;
politicai indeoendence. A more accﬁréte_title for this stage of

the movement would be Revolution for Political Iodopendence.

Wken the Communists add "bourgeois'" to the title they are iodicating
the class which they expect will_lead the revolution., When they

mention "democratic"

they are including an objective of the
revolution, i.e., g.greater degree of democracy.

It is expected that the first stage will involve a violent
revolutioo. Victory brings political independence and a g;eafer
degree of freedom and democracy for the people. This first stage
is highly important to Marxists-Lehinistsbbecéuse it breaks the

political link--at least to a degree--between the colony and the
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metropole., By weakening the imperialist control, the colony
also becomes much more vulnerable to the Communists.

The second stage of the National Liberation Movement involves

‘a final assault on the objective; i.e., scientific socialism.

During this stage the young nation makes the transition from
capitalism or feudalism (or somewhere in between) to the system

of scientific socialism. The term scientific socialism is being

-used here instead of communism because, technically, communism

has not yet been achieved in any country and.may still be generations
away even for the mﬁst advanced socialist countries, While the
distant goal is communism, the objective of tﬁe National Liberation
Movement is to place a country seéurely in the hands of leadérs

who have opted for scientific socialism,

During the second stage, several task; must be accomplished,
The first and foremost is to sever the'economic link with the
former "mother" country, with other imperiaiist_nafions, and with
the monopolies and cartels of the capitalists. Until this is
done, the Soviets believe that the country cannot exercise real
political independence and freedom of action,

Another task to be accomplished iﬁlthe second staée; and one
which proceeds simultaneously with the struggle for economié
independence, is the seizure of power by the local Communists,

From the Soviet point of view it is'ﬁi;fé?é§i§f§h§éj;ﬁi§:{;;gf:i
be accomﬁiished peaéefully and without civil war--but they do.

not rule out the use of violence if that is the only.way the
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objective caﬁ Be reached. In recent years, the Soviets have
played down the uge of violence in the second stage; and the
Chinese have differed with them on this point..

The problem of how to gain power and to put a couhtry on
the path to socialism has plagued Communist leaders from the
beginning. There have been two main viewpoints as to how this
can best be done. |

.0On the one hand is the Leftist approach in which the local
Communists demand extreme spcial and national reforms. -They do
not cooperate with the government and aét-independently from it.
The& keep pressure on the national leaders by stirring up workers
and alienating them from the governmenf; This is the "ﬁnited
front” from bélow and involves a one-étgge revolution.

On the other hand is the Rightest approach in which the
local Communists stress national aims énd inteérafeAtheir actions
with the national leaders through a popular front. Other political
leaders are accgpted temporarily and although their reforms are
supported, the Communists steadily try to divide the other
leaders, weaken them, and work themselves into key positions in
the country. This is the "united front" ffom above and is
usually conducted as a two stage revolutioﬁ.1
After Stalin had failed when he employéd theARightest

approach in China in 1927, he veered to the left. 1In 1935 he

Iponald s. Zagoria, "Communist Policy and the_gz;aégfé—fér
Developing Countries," Proceedings of the Academy of Political
Science, pp. 70-72.
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turned to the right with the United Front approach, and he later

turned back to the left. After Stalin's death, the pendulum was

.swung back to the right. Since about 1954 the USSR has been using

the classical Rightist strategy; varying their tactics and slogans
from time to time.2 Initially, Khrushchev embraced certain bourgeois-
national regimes which he called "statesbof national democracy",
and.he gave them miiitary and economic aid. 1In return, he expected
fhem to oppose Western political and economic influence, maintain
military neutrality|, display friendship fof the USSR, implement-
radical reforﬁs, and permit Communist Parties to operate. The Party
Program of 1961 authorized aid to the bourgeois-national regimeé |
but withﬁeld ideological indorsement by deﬁouncingA"socialism of

the national type'". Khrushchev latér modifiéd his ideological
reservations by indorsing certain leaders whom he called "revolutionary-
democratic statesmen', His énly proviso was that they be friendly

to the USSR, release imprisoned Communists, and advocate 'mon-
capitalist methods" of solving national problems. He'had recognized
that thé ruling group in some of tﬁe new countries were not bourgeois
at all--but the intelligentsia or the military. He seems to ﬂéve
been carried away with the progress of Algeria and the ﬁAR and he
announced (albeit prematurely) that théy had "embarked on the péth

of socialist construction". However, there is evidence that his
exurberancé was not shared by all in the QPSU. Since thushchev

left office, the Kremlin has recognized regimes as "building

2
Ibid., p. 72.
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socialism' if they integrate with the local Communist Party. Other
regimes are described as making "progressive transformations" or

; "non-capitalist_development".3 The new leaders én the Kremlin
apparently find the problems of getting the young countries on the
"path to socialism" to be a very difficult ome, and for the moment,
they are ;ontinuing to support the revolutionary-democrats while
tryiﬁg to develop aAbroad mass following.

It appears that the Russians believe:thaf they can still ride
the nationalist wave to victory as they did in Cuba and Vietnam,
because of promising signs in Algeria, Guinea, Ghana, Mali, and
Burma.

Mao, on the other hand, has been using what Zagoria considers
to be a modified Right approach in which a two étage'revolution isi
conducted. The Communist gain power in the second stage after
developing the proper conditions in»the first. Communist goals
are identified with mass goals, aﬁd they promise more than the
nationalists. The Leftist technique of insistiﬁg on Communist
leadership of the front is used along with the establishment of
a separate power base which can exert préssure from below, This
is closer to the strategy of the.unitgd front from below in which
nationalism is exploited without leaving the Coﬁmuﬁists vulnerable

to the naticnalists.%

‘ 3Uri Ra'anan, "Moscow and the 'Third World,'" Problems of
Communism, pp. 23-24. '

4Zagoria, op. cit., p. 71.
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The Soviets and the Chinese have two other significaﬁﬁ differencies
over the National Liberation Movement:

The first concerns the relative importanée of the liberation.
mermént vis-a-vis the socialist movement in the advanced countries.
The Chinese consider the National Liberation Movement to be of such
importance that it should receive primary importance in the context’

of the world socialist revolution. The Soviets recognize that the

liberation movement is important, but they feel that'it is-important .
only in so far as it contfibutes to the demise of Western capitalism.
To the Soviets, the socialist revolution in the advanced countries
should receive primary emphasis. The current debate, incidentally,
is quite similar to the Lenin-Roy debate of 1920--although the
arguments are more subtle--with the Rﬁssigns.taking thg Lenin view
and the Chinese closer to Roy. |

Thé second difference concerns the possibility of a '"peaceful
transition to socialism". :?he Russians would favor such a transition
while the Chinese believe that experience indicates that violence
will in all probébility be necessary and thergfore Cémmunists
should prepare for it rather than preoccubying themselves with'a
peaceful approach. |

In recent years, the Soviet leaders have maintained that both
the first and second stages of the liberation movement might be
affected simultaneously. This might occur as it did in North
Vietnam where the two revolutions ran concurreﬁtly. When fhe fwo
stages are conducted.separately, the problem of initiating a

successful second stage has proved to be an extremely difficult

one for the Communists.
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MARXTSM AND REVOLUTION

.Modern So§iet communism is Marxism appliéd with iittle change
to today's Russia. One of fhe principal differences betweén Marxism
and fhé other brands of socialism is the matter of revolution. The
other socialist forms assume that socialism can be achieved by
evolutiopary and gradual means and without a violent revolutién.
Marxism-Leninism contends that in order to 1iberéte the masses there
must be a re&olution, which in nearly all countries, with few
exceptions; is cerfain to be accompénied by violence because of the
hostile opposition which the bourgeoisie is certain to mount against
it.

Contrary to_the views.held by many in the West, Soviet Marxist
doctrine does not prescribe the bringing about of communism through-
out the world by military conquest. Marxist ideology does not
preclude the USSR initiating a war in the interest of its own
security (as it did against Finland), but offensive war is not the »
prescribed method of achieving socialist eﬁds. It is true that
Lenin in 1915 had spoken of the possible necessity of comiﬁg out==
Yeven with armed force against the exploitiqg classes and fhéir

states",1

and later he spoke of the inevitability of war between
capitalism and communism--and of the use of Soviet arms in this
struggle; but these isolated statements did not alter.the main

thrust of his policy toward capitalism; that is, to bring it dde

with revolution.

SLenin, Selected Works, Vol. V, p. 141.
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" What the Soviets have repeatedly stated-rand h&ve'adhered to
rather closély-—is a policy of trying to bring about communism by
revolution. They are convinced that capitalism will be weakened
by its own contradictions and will fall--country by counfry--as a
result of rgvolutions led, preferébly, by local Communist Parties.
The Soviets do not hide the fact that they encourage such revolutions
or that they will support them once they have begun. But the
revolution must be, fundamentally and foremost, a local uprising,
and it must be carried out primarily by thé local people. They do
not consider thg_type of assistance they give the local Communist
‘revolutionarie; to be the "export of revolution" any more than the
French assistance to the Americans was "export of revolution'
during the American Revolutionary War. The revolution must be a . |
local movement which is attuned to local conditions. Care must be
taken not to begin the revolution too soon or too late; but only

when the "objective conditions" are right.

It would appear at first glance that the North Korean Communists.

flagrantly violated the doctrine of revolution when they openly
attacked South Korea. However, thgfdesire to uni fy the>country was
pfobably just as strong to the‘North'Koreans as the wish to extend
communism, At any rate, efforts to unify a nation are certa%nly /
not contrary to Lenin's teachings. Lenin'envisaged complete national
entities which, ultimately, would 5e associated with the other
nations in a world Communist cdmmonwealthf He was not only in

favor of complete national groupings, but he also tended to favor

larger voluntary mergers of nations.
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. The Communist have in the past and will continue to take
advantage of fhe emotional-desire-fof unification in those countries
where nationalties are split, Théy will associate themselves.wi;h
thé unification movement--just as they do with the independence
movement~-with the hope that they can capitalize on the revolutionary
ferment and work themselves into positions.of control, Ideally,
-Communists would prevail during the unification upheaval and the
newly unified nation would become a Communist state. |

The revolutionary theme of Marxism-Leniﬁism was directed not
only at the proletariat but also at the colonies and the "dependent"
countries. The Nétional Liberation Movement is revolutionary in
character. Marxism does not suggest that'éhe Communist countries
"liberate" the colonies by armed attack, The doctrine says that
the colonies themselves should revolt and that fhe colonies themselves
should shoulder the main burden in this regard. .They would of.

course be assisted by the Communist states.

WARS OF NATIONAL LIBERATION

The idea of freeing the colonies by revolutiqn and civil .
war dates back to Mafx. Lenin saw the revolutionary potential of
the liberation movement so he expanded on Marx's thesis and developed
it into a fprmal doctrine., Lenin made an even clearer appeal for -
revolutibn and he widened the appeal to include all oppressed

peoples instead of just the proletariat. In two instances Lenin
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aétually used the terﬁ "war of liberation", and in two other
instances he used "national-liberation war".®

Aithough all the Soviet leaders have concurred in the idea
that the coloﬁies sﬁould be liberated by revolutionary wars, it
remained for Khrushchev, in January 1961,.to beétOW’on these
struggles a title which was to capture the imagination of Communists
and non-Communists: '"wars of national liberation", By.ligting'
these struggles as one of the three forms of war, Khrushchev gave
them an aura of legitimacy--especially since he branded the other
two forms of war to be infeaéible instruments of stateléolié§/;;
the nuclear age, He proposed to rule out world wars'and_limited

wars as too great a danger to the survival of mankind, and he

implied that nations who contemplated such wars were war-mongers.,

‘S8ince the Soviet Union is against such wars, then the implication

isAthaﬁ it is a peace-loving nation,

Khrushchev argued that the support of''wars of,natiénal'
liberation" was not a war-like act and the wars themselves were
not bad. On the contrary, they were "just" and "éacred".7 In
other words, wars between states were bad; revolution§ against

feudalism or capitalism were good. While it is perfectly proper

for socialist countries to support these revolutions--even with

materiel of war--it is indeed improper and wrong for the capitalist

6Lenln, Selected Works, Vol. V, pp. 139, 124; Lenln, The
National Liberation Movement, pp. 96, 101.

/Us Congress, Senate, Committee on Judiciary, Ana1251s of
the Khrushchev Speech of 6 January 1961, p. 63.
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states to support a non-Communist government which is being rebelled
against, If this thesis were accepted, Communi;t revolutions could
be fomented and waged and supported with impunity, and the West
would be obliged to stand by and do nothing abéuf it.

| The West,Aof course, disagrees with the entire thesis including
the basic assumption that the "capitalist" system is more evil than
thé Communist system, or that any nation which is not Communist and
is not moving toward communism should have its government overthrown
by revolution. The West is opposed'fo_wars and vioient revolution
as a means of bringing.about social change, and it hopes that such
violence can be prgvented.by diplomacy and through the means of
international orgénizations.

In speaking of wars of liberation, Kosygin put most of his
emphasis during his ﬁegember 1965 interview by James Restﬁn on the
necessity of eliminating colonial oppression; but he did not limit
these wars to colonies since he also meﬁtioned South Vietnam, of -
interest is éhe fact that he referred to the situation in the
Dominican Republic as a M"war'. It is evident tﬁat imperialism
isstill the culprit to the Russians,'ana they are prepared to
support liberation wars which are fought--by either colonies or
other.oppressed nations--to overthrbw_the imperialisﬁic Oppressors.

Recently President Johnson referred to.the'situation in South
Vietnam and asked, "If this 'war of liberation' triumphs, who

will be ‘'liberated' next?"® The answer is that these wars may

8Washington Post, 17 .Feb. 1966, p. 1.
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appear in any of the underdeveloped countries where Communists
are able to build up sufficient strength either alone or in a
coalition to challenée a non-Communisf government, and where attempts
to suppress the ensuing insurrection leads to violence. There

has been absolutely no indication that the Soviet leaders intend

to modify the Marxist goal of "liberating" the underdevéloped

nations from Western Imperialism and from béurgeois "oppression',

It is true, however,.that they have éoftened their proposed method

of achieving this géal. The Soviets now stress ''peaceful transition
to spcialism"; meaning that violence should be deemphasized during
the second stage of the revolution, ‘Since this is the stage that
most countries are now in, the "peaceful tranmsition" policy suggests
that the likelihood of war developing duriﬁg this phase will be
somewhat less. This policy, however, does not rule out ﬁiolence;

and recent events indicate that when the pro-Communist forces have
resorted to.violence, the Kremlin has rendered fhem moral and
ﬁaterial aid, It should be noted, however, that the Soviets have
been careful-not to deploy troops, except in Cuba, where they /

might have a confrontation with American troops.




CHAPTER 7
CONCLUSIONS

The National Liberation Movement is a Communist sfrategy which
concerns tﬁe separation of the colonies and semi-colénies from the
control and influence of the Western Powers;.and the bringing of
the colonies and semi-colonies into the Communist Camp.

This movement is one of two basic Marxist-Leninist sfrategies
for overthrowing the bourgeoisie, and for replacing the capitalist
system with the Communi st system, The other strategy is proletarian
revolution in the advanced capitalist countries. The Soviets have
traditionally placed mofe importance on the latter strategy. The
Chinese prefer to placé primary emphasis.bn the liberation move-
ment; and this difference of viewpoint has contributed to the
Sino-Soviet schism,

The movement has as its ultimate objective the adqption of
scientific socialism by all of the countfies of the undexdeveloped
world.

The ultimate objective would be achieved in two stages=--which
may or may not run concurrently, The goal éf the first stage is
to wiﬁ pblitical independence for the colonies; while the goal
of the second stage is to place Communists in control of the nation.

The National Liberation Movement had its genesis.in Marx and
Engels who considered .capitalism--and its colonial manife#tation--to
be a form of_slavery and oppression. As oppreséed nations, the

colonies and semi-colonies should be liberated.
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Marx's and,ﬁngel's_rolé in the development of the liberation
movement was limited to a critique of capitalism and célonialism.
It remained for Lenin and his succeséors to spell outAthe doctrine
of how to actually achieve liberation.

Little real progress was made in the movement until the end
of World War II. The War and a combination of other factors
ﬁastened the decdlonialization process and.by 1966’mostAof the
colonies had won political independence.  Therefore, the Soviet
Communisfs are now concerned with implementing the second stage of
the movement, | | |

In order to achieve their objectives in both stages, the Soviets
have associated themselves with the ﬁational aspirations of the
peoples of the underdeveloped areas; hoping that to do so would
permit them to capture the national revolutions which h;d arisen
everywhere after the war.

A principal obstruction to Soviét aims is the continued presence
and influence of the Western Powers in the underdeveloped areas.

To eliminate this influence the Soviets have tried to convince the
-new nations that continued Western interests--espéciall& those of

the United States--are purely imperialistic. The Soviets themselves
are still convinced of this; that is, that United States interests

in thesé areas are based primarily.on a desire to profit ecqnomically
from the association,

The Soviets would prefer that the second stage of the liberation
movement be accomplished peacefully beéause violence might invite

United States intervention--which may in turn lead to war between
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the US and thé USSR. Nevertheless, if a_locgl armed insurrection
starts with the object of winning power for the Communists, the
Soviets will consider this a "war of liberation" and will support
it. This support will be designed to provide the local insurgents
with the capability of winning their own revolution without Soviet
military intervention. The USSR has not sent troops to assist
such a "war of liberation" except in Cubaf

The Soviets have been-pragmatic in tryingito find a successful
formula for achieving their goals;-however, their efforts have not
been productive in recent years in terms of éctually winning over
any countries to communism. Recent indications are that thé new
Soviet leaders foresee a long hard struggle in the underdeveloped

areas. They are hoping that the Nassers and the Sukarnos will

take the final plunge for communism the way Castro did? and that
other national leaders will follow sui;. In the meantime, the
local Communist Parties have been advised by the Kremlin to develop
mass support for communism in thgir respective countries.

The latest Soviet attitudes toward the qndéraeveloped world,
and the National Liberation Movement, are 1ess»hostile than those
of the Chinése Communists. The Soviets are not calling for violent
revolution invthese countries. They apparently would prefer to
achieve their aims without pregipitating local violence which might
lead to a militafy confrontation with the United States. The Soviet

approach--if it convinces native leaders to voluntarily adopt

99



A A L AR LA ) AR AR '""""'"""""""T"'”’!'"W“Y"TT"'TW’Y“‘"""T”‘

scientific socialism--will in the long run be more dangerous to

US interests than the more militant approach of the Chinese.

,é@m//@ﬁ;&,.

-CHARLES P, BIGGIO, JR.
-Col, Artillery
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