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FAILURE OF YUGOSLAV
“SPECIAL SOCIALISM”
AND THE NEW MANOEUVRES
OF THE
BELGRADE REVISIONISTS

Article published in the newspaper
Zéri i Popullit

May 17, 1962



At the beginning of this month, the Yugoslav presi-
dent Josip Broz Tito delivered a lengthy speech in Split,
Dalmatia, on the occasion of the inauguration of a
hydro-power station on the Cetina River. On such an
occasion one might expect that the head of the Yugoslav
state should speak of “successes” in the economic field
and of “prospects” for the future, as he used to do during
the campaign to advertise his “special socialism”. But
the speech of the Yugoslav president was devoted in-
deed, from top to bottom, to the disastrous situation of
the Yugoslav economy, to the chaos and anarchy which
characterise it, to the corruption and degeneration of its
managers, to the dissolution of the party organisation
and the state apparatus.

‘What did Tito say in his speech? In Yugoslavia, he
pointed out, everyone does what he desires and what is
to his liking; there is no system of and control on the
investments; the financing of economy is effected by
the banks according to the bribes received by their clerks
* and not according to the needs of the economic sectors;
the highest pay within a working collective is 20 times
the lowest one, He said that many people needlessly
travel abroad and stay there several months spending
state money, that they receive gifts from the foreign
capitalist firms because they make concessions by selling
them Yugoslav goods at a cheap rate and buying their
goods at a high price; there are even cases in which
money is deposited in different foreign banks. Tito
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devoted a part of his speech to the rise of prices of
industrial and agricultural products. “We in Yugoslavia,”
he declared, ‘“constantly feel, and not only feel but
also witness the rise of prices of various products.” He
tried in vain to attribute this phenomenon which has
been evident for a long time in the Yugoslav economy,
to the poor organisation of supply, to the fact that people
allow the rise of prices as they like. ‘“Moreover,” Tito
said, “in the capitalist countries also there exist some
regulators that prevent the undue rise of the prices,
while in our country there appears such a phenomenon
that our merchant, in my opinion, does what no capitalist
so openly does: he raises the prices when there is a lack
of different products on the market. In some cases, our
commerce has kept the goods in warehouses to cause
a shortage of such goods on the market and thus keep the
prices high.” It is obvious that this is not a matter de-
pending on the desires of people, but it is a result of the
unlimited action of the law of demand and supply in the
conditions of anarchy in production — a characteristic of
the capitlalist economy. These anomalies in the Yugo-
slav trade have also led to the creation of the local closed
markets so that commodities cannot be sold or purchased
from one republic to the other,

Tito openly spoke also of the real chaos reigning in the
field of foreign trade. In Yugoslavia there are some
540 enterprises, he said, which are ‘engaged in the im-
port and export of goods and rival and compete with
one another in the home and foreign markets, squander-
ing the state’s foreign exchange. Pointing out that Yugo-
slavia’s foreign trade has an adverse balance of 800
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million dollars, he said that goods are purchased abroad
which the country does not need.

Dwelling on the political consequences of this situa-
tion, Tito said that “many negative phenomena have ap-
peared of late, such as localism and chauvinism. . . . Some
communists have forgotten the broad interests of the
whole communily; they see only their own narrow circle
so that political dissatisfaction and injustice have ap-
peared in some republics”.

Tito presented a no less obscure picture of the
situation in Yugoslav agricullure. He said that the
small plots of land slretching like carpels near one an-
other are unable to feed cven the peasant himself. As
he said it, “a large part of the financial means allocated
by the state for agriculture is lost on its way to the banks.
Today, there are cases in which the banks give their
clerks 18-month salary lor a year”.

Dealing with crimes committed in matters of economy,
Tito emphasized thal they are widespread and not pun-
ished. “When somconc steals 5, 6 or 7 million dinars he is
sentenced to 2 years’ imprisonment and in this way he
gains more than when he is free.” They steal in econcmic
enterprises, they steal in banks, they steal in villages,

_ they steal al the social insurance, they steal everywhere

and when there is a possibility — such is the real picture
of the situation ithat has arisen. We could continue at
length with what Tito said, but it would cover a very
large space because his speech in which such facts are
mentioned [lills several newspaper pages.

The fact that the Yugoslav president is obliged to speak
so openly and admit the impasse in which the Yugoslav
economy has landed, shows that the situation there is
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indeed much worse than he describes it and that the
dissatisfaction of the people is much greater. But this
is not something new, nor unexpected. Whoever has
objectively followed the development of present-day
Yugoslavia, ever since the Tito clique openly betrayed
Marxism-Leninism and step by step passed over o the
fold of the imperialists, has forecast without any diffi-
culty that the road onto which the Yugoslav revisionist
leadership has led the country could result only in the
loss of the victories which the Yugoslav people achieved
through their national-liberation sfruggle, and in Yugo-
slavia’s transformation into a country dependent on the
big monopolies of the Western capitalist world, with
all the ensuing consequences. The difference is that now
the Yugoslav leadership is obliged to admit openly the
disaster, seeking to conceal the real causes that have
brought about this situation. But why does Tito speak in
these days about the serious situation of the Yugoslav
economy? Why does he pretend lo criticise the short-
comings and a scries of negative phenomena in various
sectors of the country’s life? Why does he rebuke and
draw the attention of the party and the state apparatus
io a series of ugly things the causes of which he does
not uncover and does not show even the way of removing
them?

In the first place, the economic difficulties and the
dissatisfaction among the people are so great that one
can no longer remain silent: an explanation must be
given in one way or another. But the Yugoslav leaders
want, in connection with the situation that has arisen, to
remove the blame from themselves and lay it on some
individuals, speculators, trade employees who go abroad
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and do not know the foreign market, or on the unscru-
pulous enterprise managers, on communists who no
longer play the role or on corrupted persons. Had it
been a matter of certain individuals, this would not con-
stitute any serieus problem and Tito would pass it in
gilence, he would lake measures and everything would
be mended up. Bul such individuals are not just “some”;
they conslilute a whole stratum of party and state
officials, the stratum of the employees of the whole
bureaucralic and police machinery set up by the Tito
regime itscll and which are ai the same time its principal
mainstay. It is, thercelore, they that rule present-day
Yugoslavia and without whom Tito cannot get along.

Another reason which compels the Belgrade leaders
to denounce publicly the great dilficullies which Yugo-
slavia is undergoing al present, is that the people’s dis-
gust has considerably grown. Therefore, 1o mitigate it,
to appease it there must be used such a demagogical
manocuvre: 1o lake the initiative and denounce them
from above and give pledges. Tito needs this to create
the impression that it is not the leadership to be blamed,
but some employcees, that the leadership is itself aware
of these things and condemns them, and has even thought
of taking measures to improve the situation. The aim
is evident: to throw dust in the people’s eyes, to make
them t{ake hope and behave as they did before. Demagogy
is the favourite weapon of the revisionists; of this they
are maslers. All this serves to conceal the real cause of
this situation: the treachery of the Tito clique and their
passage to the fold of the imperialists.

Finally — and this, in the present-day conditions, is
of special imporiance — the public denunciation by. the
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Yugoslav leaders is effected in order to create the im-
pression that in Yugoslavia some forward sirides of a
socialist character are belng made, that some positive
corrections are being made in the econemic policy and
that some indications are given that Yugoslavia “is em-
barking on the right path”. The aim pursued by Tito
and his imperialist masters through this new game is
big and very dangerous. The question is to get ‘“the
Trojan horse” into the castle, into the socialist camp
as now people have come out who are ready to breach
the walls and greet it in with ceremony, even reserving
a place of honour for it. It has been trumpeted for a
long time that the Tito clique show some “positive as-
pects” as regards the foreign policy. Now the modern
revisionists will trumpet that ‘“positive signs” are ap-

pearing also with regard to the home policy. Thus, under,

the pretext that the Yugoslav leaders are making some
turning point and, by making some ‘“objective, comradely
remarks” on whal the Belgrade trailors themselves have
denounced, they are able to stretch a friendly hand to
the Tito clique. It must be said that all this story by
no means damages cither Tilo or imperialism but helps
the Yugoslav revisionists to find new loopholes to split
and undermine from within the camp of socialism and
the internatlional communist movement.

Everybody remembers how much fanfare with the
“Yugoslav way to socialism” was advertised; every-
body remembers the advertising of the 1958 Ljubljana
Congress and of the programme of the Yugoslav Com-
munist League. It was said at that time that an in-
vention had been made in Yugoslavia, that a kind of
“special socialism” had been found which would work
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miracles within a short period of time, that the theory
and practice of Marxism-Leninism had become obsolete
and that they should now be replaced by Tito’s “national
communism”. According to the Yugoslav revisionists,
in order to build socialism, the party and state leadership
in economy should be abolished, planning should be re-
nounced, the so-called workers’ councils should replace
the single management of the enterprises, or the workers’
self-administration system should be substituted for the
state centralized management of the enterprises, the col-
lectivisalion ol agriculture in the countryside should not
be carried oul, elc., ote. Liberalisation, self-administra-
tion, decentralisation, democratisation — these slogans so
often used by Tilo and his propagandists were the means
that should create the “Yugoslav miracle” which would
afterwards illuminate the whole world. What now re-
mains of this “miracle”? What remains also of the “Yu-
goslav experiment which deserves to be carefully studied”
and about which the whole of the revisionist chorus
shouted? “Liberalism” brought about the freedom to rob
the national wealth, “self~administration” — the workers’
right to be exploited by the bureaucratic apparatus and
that of the managers to receive salaries 20 times those of
the workers; “decentralisation” led to everybody’s acting
according to his own will, thus giving rise to anarchy in
production, market competition and the free game of

prices; “democratisation” —to the stealing of millions
with impunity, to the complete degeneration of the state
machinery.

The real Marxist-Leninists have long since pointed
out that the so-called “Yugoslav road to socialism” is
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nothing but an ideological diversion of imperialism to
disorientate and hit the building of socialism in the coun-
tries of the people’s democracy, while in respect to
Yugoslavia proper it would inevitably lead to the ex-
pansion of the capitalist elements.

What now characterises the Yugoslav economy? Ac-
cording to Tito’s speech and from the daily reports of
the Yugoslav press, it is characterised by non-fulfilment
of the industrial production plans, by a great diminution
in agricultural production, by the constant growth of the
adverse balance of foreign trade and by the rapid increase
of living costs.

Last year many branches of the Yugoslav industry, in-
cluding electric power, coal industry and metal-working,
metal-processing industry, chemical, building materials,
textile and other industries, did not fulfil their produc-
tion plans. In many industrial branches the value of
goods produced was smaller than in 1960. This has
happened, as indicated also in the Yugoslav press, for
many reasons. The Yugoslav industry has been built
up very chaotically. Enterprises have been set up ac-
cording 1o the narrow local interests of the republic and
communes, without a raw material base and without pro-
ceeding from the real necessities of the home market or
from the export demands. Many enterprises depend on
imported raw material which is often not secured. In
these conditions it is understandable that the small en-
terprises, which are numerous in Yugoslavia and do not
have sufficient financial means, have no chance to con-
duct their economic activities normally. The lack of
planning, anarchy in production, rivalry, a bad adminis-
tration, thefts and abuses arg doing, of course, their job.
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In these conditions, an important factor determining
this situation in Yugoslav industry is also the dumping
by the Western monopolies headed by those of the United
States, onto the Yugoslav market.

In recent years Yugoslavia has got 2 billion dollars in
economic loans Irom the United States and other Western
countries, and this does not include the military and other
aid. Of course, ithese billions of dollars have been
granted to Yugoslavia [or definite political aims, for the
services which the Tilo group renders to imperialism;
at the same time lhe capitalist trusts do not give their
dollars wilhout drawing other dollar profits from them.
In reality, the loans which imperialism gives Yugoslavia
are an export ol capilal. Although there is no Western
monopoly capital directly invested in the Yugoslav in-
dustry, an important condition attached to the loans for
Yugoslavia has been that they should be used for the
purchase of manufactured and semi-manufactured goods,
wheat and consumer goods in Western countries. The
capitalist monopolies sell the goods to the Yugoslav state
enterprises and organisations at higher prices than those
of the world market. In his speech Tito laid the blame
for this on the trade representatives sent abroad who are
corrupted by the motor-cars or other things which the
capitalist firms give them as bribes. This is true — bribery
has been raised to a system; but the main fault lies
elsewhere. Early last year, the Yugoslav ruling circles
addpted the policy of free imports and, by their “reform”
in foreign trade and in the currency exchange system,
they lowered the customs tariffs, raised the value of
the United States dollar in Yugoslavia and gave the im-
porters complele freedom to purchase all kinds of goods
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from Western firms. The Yugoslav revisionist leader-
ship did not do what even the most developed capitalist
states do, i.e. adopt strong protective measures for their
own industry. Thus it happens that the foreign goods,
although purchased abroad at higher prices, for a num-
ber of reasons compete with the domestic goods, which
remain unsold on the Yugoslav market. The Yugoslav
press carries numerous articles saying that the Yugoslav
industry is by no means able to resist the competition
of Western monopoly capital. In reality it must be ad-
mitted that this “reform” is a concession to the Western
monopolies, in this way they get the reward for their
loans and draw profits.

If we add to this picture also the fact that the purchas-
ing power of the masses in Yugoslavia is very low, then
one can easily imagine in what a situation the Yugoslav
economy is at present. The lack of raw materials on the
one hand, the accumulation of stocks and the sales
crisis on the other are ever more leading to a stagnation
of production. It goes without saying that in these con-
ditions, lacking suflicient financial means, many enter-
prises are unable to cope with the expenditures for the
normal development of production and bankruptcy is in-
evitable.

Of course, it is not those who get bribes from the West-
ern capitalists, not those who are paid 20 times more
than the ordinary worker nor those who steal millions of
dinars that are suffering from this plight in the Yugo-
slav industry and throughout the country. In a word,
it is not those men who crop up like mushrooms after a
shower but the working class and the toiling peasantry
that suffer from this plight.
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Facts show that the so-called “workers’ self-administra-
tion”, in which the workers administer nothing, is but
a subtle form of their exploitation by those who have
the enterprises in their hands, by the men of Tito’s
bureaucratic apparalus. The luxurious life which they
and their families are leading, the villas, motor-cars, the
money “deposited in forcign banks”, the tour, etc., on
which Tito also dwell in his speech — they are all at
the expense of the blood and swecal of the Yugoslav
workers. In the final analysis, they are doing nothing
but following the example of their president, who
is known for his sumptuousness and tour around the
world. The vice-chairman of the Federal Executive
Council of Yugoslavia, M. Todorovic, in a recent report
delivered at the session of the Federal People’s Assembly,
had to admit that “our burecaucrats want to have
freedom of action, to realize excessive incomes and enjoy
special privileges and they are trying to achieve this by
suppressing democracy and the freedom of their inferi-
ors”. If we translate this more clearly, it means: by
oppressing and exploiting the workers.

It follows from the above that in Yugoslavia, due to
all these factors, the cost of living is continually rising.
As reported by the Belgrade newspaper Politika in its
March 9 issue, prices in Yugoslavia for February this
year had risen by 8 per cent as compared with the aver-
age level of the past year, the prices of agricultural prod-
ucts had risen by 16 per cent, while those of industrial
preducts had risen by 5 per cent. At the same time there
have also been increases in taxes, which in 1961 were
22 per cent higher than in the previous year and which
are imposed on the enterprises but shouldered by the
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working masses in Yugoslavia just as they are in capi-
talist countries. From all these things it is evident why
Tito in his speech called on the workers not to go on
strikes which, although the authorities try to hide them,
are not rare.

The problem of agricultural production in Yugoslavia
is perhaps more serious than that of industry. Yugo-
slavia, which formerly was known as an exporter of
agricultural products, now is compelled to import large
quantities of United States wheat to feed the population.
This happens, in the first place, because the land is
divided into very small plots, because there is a lack
of modern technical means for its cultivation, etc., etc.
Moreover, agriculture in Yugoslavia is the object of
great speculation by the trade enterprises which, pro-
ceeding from the aim of drawing the greatest possible
profits, are manoeuvring at their pleasure with the pur-
chase and sale prices of the agricultural products. This
has resulted in the constant destruction of the small peas-
ant farmsteads and in the consolidation of those of the
kulaks, so that in Yugoslavia, as Tito puts it, “the onions
cost more than gold”.

All the efforts exerted by the Yugoslav leadership to
increase agricultural production have failed. Even those
few means that have been earmarked for agriculture
have gone, as the newspaper Borba reported, into the
hands of the kulaks. In 1961 Yugoslav agriculture yielded
20 per cent less than was forecast and 9 per cent less
than in 1959.

Tito, who recognized in his speech, just as the other
Yugoslav leaders did in their statements of late, the
difficulties which the Yugoslav economy is undergoing,
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tried to characterise this situation as a temporary and
transitive phenomenon, whereas indeed it is a chronic
disease which is inherent in the very nature of the rela-
tions dominating the Yugoslav economy, just as anarchy
in production, competition, the exploitation of the work-
ing people, etc. are chronic and permanent in every
capitalist country. The Yugoslav revisionists are reaping
what they have sown: They renounced socialism — here
are the consequences of it.

Lenin had long ago warned that during the fransition
period, when the question arises “Who will win?”, there
exist the possibilities for either socialism or capitalism to
win. In Yugoslavia, owing to the fact that her leaders
have betrayed Marxism-Leninism and placed themselves
in the service of imperialism, the question, as plainly
seen, is decidedly in favour of capitalism. The facts are
so obvious that the revisionists themselves cannot conceal
them. Anarchy in production and in the distribution of
social funds, competition and speculation on the market,
the process of differentiation and the consolidation of
the capitalist elements in the countryside, the extension
of private economic enterprises, especially in handicrafts,
etc. — these are phenomena not of the socialist economy,

. but of the capitalist one. Let the Belgrade revisionists

and their supporters talk as much as they want about the
building of socialism in Yugoslavia, the reality shows the
opposite.

There remains nothing of the “Yugoslav road to so-
cialism”. Practice indisputably confirmed that our party
and the other communist parties were right when they
criticised the anti-Marxist and anti-Leninist nature of
this “road” and condemned the splitting and undermin-
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ing policy of the Yugoslav leaders. They rightfully
pointed out that Tito’s “‘special socialism’ has nothing
in common with socialism. The Yugoslav revisionist
leaders have already done much harm to the cause of
socialism and the people’s struggle for freedom and na-
tional independence, for democracy and social progress,
for peace and socialism. But at the same time the tragedy
of the Yugoslav peoples, for which Tito and his group
are responsible, is an example showing at what point
one can arrive if one trusts the revisionist demagogy,
alienating oneself from the principles of Marxism-
Leninism and from the tried and tested practice of the
construction of socialism in the other countries on the
foundation of the teachings of Marx, Engels, Lenin and
Stalin. The chaos caused in the economy and in the
whole life of the country by the revisionist theories has
brought about also the corruption and degeneration of
the cadres of the state and party apparatus in Yugoslavia.
Some time ago at Novi Sad, as reported by the foreign
news agencies, an important court trial took place against
some state enterprise managers who, in collaboration
with a large group of private undertakers, had speculat-
ed on and stolen property, which is worth tens of mil-
lions of dinars. Tito openly speaks of embezzlement of
state funds, of financial speculations, of the stealing
of state property. These things have by now obviously
grown to such proportions that the leaders can no longer
keep silence about them. In his speech Tito said that,
in accordance with a decision which was scheduled to
come into force on May 2, the importation of automobiles
into Yugoslavia had been prohibited. “But what happen-
ed?” —he asked. “Two thousand automobiles arrived
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at our border one day before. . ..” It is the question of

private motor-cars representing bribes which are now
quite a usual thing for those who are trading with foreign
firms, and which was mentioned above. Tito admitted
also that many enterprise managers, in collaboration
with leaders of local organs, use the property entrusted
to them as they like and that they draw huge profits for
their personal use.

Such a situation has also created favourable conditions
to incile further localist and chauvinist feelings among
regions and republics. It is understandable that as long
as there exisls group properly in Yugoslavia, every group
seeks to develop its own property to the detriment of
the others’, to draw as much profit as possible at the ex-
pense of others’, to liquidate others’ in order to maintain
its own. Thus, for example, Zagreb is not interested in
the develecpment of Prizren, Croatia not in that of Mon-
tenegro. The competition between the different economic
enterprises and between the republics, the drive each
one is conducting to draw as much profit as possible for
itself, the efforts to grab at the expense of the others
— all these give rise to profound political contradictions
which, in the long run, are ever more complicated. The

- relations that have been established in the Yugoslav

economy, relations of the capitalist type, lead not to a rap-
prochement and cooperation between classes and nation-
alities, but to a split and hostility among them. This is
the “settlement” of the national question in Yugoslavia
according to Tito’s programme!

Chauvinism is deeply rooted in Yugoslavia. But in
the new conditions it gains a still greater momentum.
Other new disproportions in the economic, cultural and
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other fields are added to the previous unequal develop-
ment among the nationalities. In order to maintain this
inequality which concerns the Serbian chauvinists on the
one hand, and the Croatian ones on the other, it is obvious
that there must be put into operation both the political
oppression and the repressive state machinery — police,
courts, prisons. This once more confirms what has been
said and which is common knowledge about the miserable
gituation of the Albanians of Kosovo, Macedonia and
Montenegro and of many other nationality regions of
Yugoslavia.

Of late, the Yugoslav leaders, including Tito himself
with his latest speech, compelled by the ever deepening of
the contradictions in the Yugoslav economic and political
life, have been promising that they will strengthen state
control, etc. But the measures they promise, as always,
do not touch the real causes. The interests of the groups
which draw profits not from their work, especially those
of the petty bourgeoisie and kulaks, and the interests of
foreign monopoly capital, remain untouched.

The causes of the present situation in Yugoslavia are
not subjective, as the Belgrade revisionists are seeking
to present them. The causes are objective. It is the
very system of the Yugoslav economy, it is the very na-
ture of the relations dominating the economy, it is in
the final analysis the very revisionist conceptions that
give rise to all those negative phenomena, to all those
failures which are manifested in Yugoslavia’s life at
present.

But recently, the Yugoslav revisionist leaders have
olamed Stalin for their economic difficulties and they
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continue to attack him even now, alleging that he im-
peded the normal development of Yugoslavia. Life itself,
however, indisputably confirmed that Stalin was right
when he unmasked the true features of the Tito clique
and warned aboul the dangers that were threatening the
cause of socialism in Yugoslavia and the whole interna-
tional communist and workers’ movement as a result of
the treason of this clique. Life showed that Stalin’s
predictions about the fate that lay in store for the Com-

munist Parly ol Yugoslavia and the Yugoslav people,
about the degeneration ol the party and state in Yugo-
slavia were (rue.  The leadership of the Yugoslav Com-

munist Party belrayed Marxism-Leninism and led to the
loss of the [ruils gained by the Yugoslav peoples, to
Yugoslavia being attached to the chariot of imperialism.
The present situation ol Yugoslavia is, then, another con-
firmation of Stalin’s correct and principled attitude,
which once more shows how useless and slanderous is
the fight carried out by the modern revisionists against
this prominent Marxist-Leninist, a worthy disciple of
Lenin.

In his lenglhy speech Tito did not show any way out.
Nor could he do so. To do this one must change the
whole syslem established by the revisionists in Yugo-
slavia, one must detach oneself from imperialism. But
the Tito group cannot do this, you cannot expect this
from those who have betrayed Marxism-Leninism.

The Tito clique is politically, economically and militari-
ly connected with imperialism. The words “socialism”
and “neutrality” which are used according to the needs,
are only masks used by the Yugoslav revisionists to
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conceal their dependence on imperialism and the services
they render to it.  In reality, there is nothing socialist
or necutral in Yugoslavia. Yugoslavia is attached to
NATO through the Balkan pact. Not in vain has the
United States of America given her billions of dollars
and military equipment. Today, Yugoslavia is quite an
armed country and she continues to arm. The Western ob-
servers noticed this also during the May Day parade this
year in Belgrade where American armaments mainly
struck one’s eyes, although new Soviet-made tanks were
not missing. The arming of Yugoslavia by United States
imperialism is not without purpose. It is part and parcel
of the general armament of the imperialist powers and
their allies; that is why it constitutes a permanent
danger and menace to the socialist countries in the Bal-
kans, and in particular to our country, because Yugo-
slavia’s annexionist aims towards Albania are well known.
Therefore, in such conditions, cooperation with the Tito
clique means to play into the hands of imperialism. Nei-
ther Tito’s demagogy nor the sophistry of his supporters
is able 1o change what is known and publicly confirmed:
that Tito is the apprentice while the United States im-
perialism is his master.

A Marxist-Leninist party capable of implementing the
great ideas of scientific communism does not exist in
Yugoslavia today. The Yugoslav League of Commu-
nists and the Yugoslav state apparatus have long since
submerged into the mire of revisionism, of the betrayal
of the interests of the Yugoslav peoples and of the inter-
national communist and workers’ movement. To nourish
illusions and to hope that there is still a possibility of
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the Yugoslav revisionist leaders “mending their ways”
and starting properly to “build up” socialism means to
lose completely the sense of objectivity, to be in open
opposition to what is shown by the daily practice of the
present-day Yugoslav life, or to judge by not on the
basis of Marxist-Leninist analysis of the facts but of the
idealistic consideralions of the revisionists.

The complete [ailure of the Yugoslav economic line,
just as the political lailure of the Yugoslav revisionists,
does not mecan al ull that they are no longer dangerous.
As long as they continue their splilting and undermining
activities against (he socialisl camp and the international
communist movement, as long as imperialism is unspar-
ingly linancing their trailorous actlivities, all the commu-

nists must constantly enhance their revolutionary vig-
ilance and carry oul to the end their struggle of principle
for the unmasking and (he complete ideological and polit-
ical destructlion ol the Yugoslav revisionists, these sworn
traitors to socialism and loyal servitors of imperialism.
The Moscow Declaration of the 81 communist and
workers’ partics says that “further exposure of the lead-
ers of Yugoslav revisionists and active struggle to safe-
guard the communist movement and the working-class
movement [rom the anti-Leninist ideas of the Yugoslav
revisionisls, remain an essential task of the Marxist-
Leninist partics”. The reality of these tasks continues
always as previously.  The Yugoslav revisionists, in spite
of the defeats they have suffered and continue to suffer,
will try to [ind new “‘arguments”, new ways of fighting
socialism, new allies to split the socialist camp and
undermine the ranks of the anti-imperialist front. There-
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fore, the more we unmask the demagogical manoeuvres
and subtle tactics of the Yugoslav revisionists, the better
we promote the great cause of the triumph of socialism
and peace,
Sofokli Lazri
Javer Malo

THE HUE AND CRY
ABOUT
A “CHANGE” IN TITO'S POLICY
AND
THE UNDENIABLE TRUTH

Article published in the newspaper
Zéri i Popullit

June 30, 1962




The recent hue and cry about a certain “change” in
Tito’s policy has again given rise in the West to the ques-
tion “of guarantees Lo saleguard the independence of
Yugoslavia from world communizsm”. It is, however,
clear to all who have followed closely the American
policy towards Yugoslavia and the manocuvres of Tito’s
cligue to sow dissension in the socialist camp and the
international communist movement, that there is actually
no such “change” nor can there be any. In any case,
the American Senalors, who do not know all that the
State Department knows, demanded new guarantees.
Mention was even made of a resolution which the
American Senate supposedly passed to refuse further
aid to Yugoslavia and that Kennedy himself had later
intervened to have this resolution annulled. What a
comedy!

Nevertheless, the guarantees did not fail to come forth.
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs of Yugoslavia,
Kocha Popovich, paid an official visit to Washington
where he was cordially received by the head of the State
Department, Dean Rusk, and by President Kennedy
himself. News agencies reported that the topics dealt
with at these talks, at ‘“these pleasant and interesting
talks”, as Kocha Popovich described his talks with Dean
Rusk, included “the Common Market, Berlin and the
whole question of East-West relations, the aid to be given
by the United States to Yugoslavia and, probably, an
eventual visit of Marshal Tito to Washington towards
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tl_w end of the current year”. In other words, time-
pieces were set and new guarantees negotiated for the
days to come.

The American Ambassador to Belgrade, George Ken-
nan, who is no second-rate diplomat but is considered as
a “Number One American expert on FEastern affairs”,
stated, according to the Yugoslav Tanjug News Agency
itself, that “there is no reason to doubt that Yugoslavia is
an independent state and that it will continue to main-
tain this stand in the days to come, too”.

Lastly, Kennedy himself gave ‘“guarantees”. At his
press conference on June 7, he justified the policy of
his Government towards Yugoslavia, calling the aid to
Tito’s clique as in keeping with “the national interests”
of the United States of America. Nothing more need
be said under the circumstances. ILet those who have
eyes see and those who have ears hear, as the saying
goes.

It is thus plain that the hubbub about some kind of
a “change” in Tilo’s policy, which was starfed after his
speech al Split in which, for obvious reasons, hints were
dropped aboul some “changes in Yugoslav politics”, is
only a pill intended to put to sleep those who have shut
their eyes and stuffed their ears so as not to see and
hear that this is only another ruse and nothing else.

Both Belgrade and Washington brag about the so-called
“independence” of the Tito clique. A lie, pure and
simple! When we know that the imperialists consider
only the socialist states as dependent and in bondage and
that Taiwan, south Korea, south Viet Nam, etc. are pro-
claimed by them as champions of independence, it is not
hard to draw the conclusion that Yugoslavia, too, is as
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“independent” as these classic countries of imperialist
slavery. Nobody envies them for this kind of “independ-
ence”.

But there is nothing new in this: such words as
dependence” or “socialism”™ applied to Yugoslavia are
nothing less than masks which the Belgrade revisionists
and their [riends use to cover up the truth. It is plain
that if these masks woere to fall off the Yugoslav revi-

13

mn-

sionists would be pood for nothing.

Close, all-round American-Yugoslav collaboration is so
extensive and so conspicuous that it cannol be kept
secrel, "EBhe history of American-Yugoslav relations bears
full evidence of the “independence” ol Yugoslavia and
the role (hat has been assigned to il. We need to mention

only a few lacts ol recent years. At the 7th Congress
of the League of Communists ol Yugoslavia Tito stated:

“We received economic and military aid {from America
at the time when it was most urgently needed, that is,
when Stalin exerted political, economic and propaganda
pressure on our country. This was of great help to us
in overcoming the dilficulties we encountered at that

time.”

Lol us assume for @ moment that it was only during a
corlain specilie period thal the Yugoslav revisicnists re-
ceived cconomic and military aid from the United States
ol American.  Why, it should be asked, did the American
imperialists give this help to Yugoslavia at that time?

It one can deseribe as disinterested the “aid” which
the American imperialisls gave the Greek monarchical
fascisls 1o oppress the Greek people or the “aid” which
they are giving the reactionary cliques in the Far East,
then one can cqually describe as disinterested the “aid”
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which they have been giving to Yugoslavia. There is
no case in history of imperialists giving disinterested aid.
American “aid” has always and everywhere been 2simed
at making the countries which receive it dependent eco-
nomically and politically on American imperialism. Yu-
goslavia can make no exception.

It is 1o the best of everybody’s knowledge that the
economic, military and political aid allocated by the
United States to Yugoslavia is not confined to any specific
period but has been continuous and in ever increasing
proportions.

It is publicly known that from 1948 to the end of
1961, Yugoslavia, as the American magazine U.S. News
and World Report of November 27, 1961, wrote, received
military and economic aid amounting to 3 billion 500
million dollars from the United States of America. News-
papers and periodicals abroad do not hesitate even
to publish lime-tables listing in detail the amounts of this
“aid” given in various forms, in some cases openly and
in olhers not, al times directly in dollars, at other times
in surplus agricultural produce and in many cases in
armaments. Nor are conclusions lacking as to why this
“aid” is given in specific situations. Thus, for instance,
the Tito clique received large sums of dollars at the time
of the counter-revolution in Hungary, in the preparation
of which the Yugoslav revisionists took active part, and
following the speech by Tito at Pula, in which he made
a violent attack on and slandered the Soviet Union and
all the other socialist countries. On November 3, 1956
Yugoslavia and the USA concluded an agreement whereby
98,300,000 dollars worth of American surplus agricultural
produce would be furnished, and at the end of December
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of the same year the American Government handed to
Yugoslavia a cheque for nearly 6 billion dinars.

In 1957, when the League of Communists of Yugo-
slavia refused to sign the Moscow Declaration of the Com-
munist and Workers® Parties of the socialist countries

and made public their revisionist program, as a counter-
balance to the enlire inlernational communist and work-
ers’ moverment(, the USA gave Yugoslavia another huge
loan. A news item reported on November 22, 1957 by
AFP said: “There have bheen clear indications that the
Yugoslay stand (in conneetion with the Moscow Declara-
lion) has piven rise Lo preat interest in the State Depart-
ment.  The impression prevails in Washington that the
Yugoslav President, Marshal Tito, has again stood firm
in showing his independence hrom the communist bloe”.
A few days later, on December 8, 1957, Tito received the
former Ambassador of the USA o Yugoslavia, James

Ridelberger. The next day The New York Times stated
that “Tito mentioned Yugoslavia’s refusal to sign the
Moscow Declaration as a further proof of its continued
independence”.  These are not sheer coincidences. But
there is more yet.

On June 15, 1958 Tito delivered his infamous speech
al Labin, the main objective of which was to justify the
revisionist nature of the program of the League of Com-
munists of Yugoslavia, a program repudiated with dis-
dain by all the communist and workers’ parties of the
world, and to give a new tone to his slanders against the
communist and workers’ parties of the socialist countries.
The speech was acclaimed by the imperialist camp, and
only three days later, on June 18, President Eisenhower
praised Tito for attempting to “create centrifugal forces”
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within the socialist camp, expressing at the same time
his readiness to strengthen the ties with Yugoslavia.

During the same period and precisely on June 19, Ro-
bert Murphy, then Assistant-Secretary of the State De-
partment, declared: “He (Tito) has never faltered in his
determination to safeguard the independence of Yugo-
slavia from intrusion into the internal affairs of his
country”. There is no doubt that all these declarations
would be followed by gifts of dollars. And that is exact-
ly what happened. On June 18 a Yugoslav military mis-
sion paid a call to the Department of Defence of the USA
and asked that military equipment be furnished more
speedily. Newsweek said during those days: “The Unit-
ed States has decided to give Yugoslavia a political
priority in the American aid, and a loan as well”.
Further down it added: “The United States of America
will give Yugoslavia a special aid in the form of a 10-15
million dollars as well as 80-90 million dollars worth of
surplus agricultural products, and plans are being
examined to sell 1o it armaments directly”.

What do all these things speak of? The complete har-
mony of the Yugoslav policy with that of the imperialists
leaves no room for us to consider it casual. This policy
persistently pursued by Belgrade has been received with
enthusiastic approval in the imperialist camp. The Yu-
goslav leaders have even been encouraged by these peri-
odic “aids” to tread on this road. “The elastic trend
shown by America towards Yugoslavia in the past,” The
New York Times wrote, “was justifiable from the stand-
point of our own interests”.

American aid did not fail to pour forth during 1959
as well as the following years. It is publicly known that
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this year’s aid amounted to the gross sum of 156,300,000
dollars.

But the calastrophic consequences of the economic
policy of the Yugoslav revisionists were clearly mani-

fested in 1960, It was the time when the Yugoslav lead-
ors were aboul o launch a new system of foreign trade
and rate of cxchange, through which the penetration of
Anerican capilal in Yugoslavia would be greatly facili-
tated. The revisionists stated at that time that they
needed 350 million dollars (o meetl the dilficult situation
ol payments. T was precisely al this point that the
American  Department ol State senl. to Belgrade  its
Under-Seeretary, Douglas Dillon, one of the most power-

ful men on the New York Stock Ixchange. Following
his talks wilh the Yugoslav leaders he stated: “The USA
has tried o help Yugoslavia for a number of years to
consolidate ils position as an independent country . . .
Yugoslavia and the USA maintain constructive mutual
relations which are reflected in economic collaboration,
in an ever increasing excharnge of men and mutual pro-
grams of technical development”. He said further: “We
continue to look for fields of collaboration in which our
common efforts will bring about the rise of well-being
and security for our peoples”. Just how much the well-
being of the Yugoslav people has improved through this
collaboration with the USA Dillon is well aware. This
was further elucidated by Tito’s recent speech at Split.
It had been made clear in time by the American press
as well. On December 26, 1961 the American news
agency UPI gave this tableau of the situation in Yugo-
slavia:
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“Changes have been introduced in Yugoslavia in these
years that have pleased the West but on the contrary
have made the Kremlin uneasy. Forced collectivization
has been practically eliminated by the Tito regime. The
economy of the country has increasingly been adapted
to Western trade. Some aspects of free trade in in-
dustry have come to the fore. Internal and foreign
trips have been encouraged. Some Yugoslavs continue to
have a ‘Marxist conscience’. They still like to show (pro
forma of course) time and again that they are good so-
cialists, that they are opposed to the capitalist system.
Because of this they often align themselves with the
leaders of the African and Asiatic bloc against the United
States and Western imperialism”.

How then can one say that American “aid” is lavished
on Yugoslavia without economic and political conces-
sions made by the latter?

Jut let us return to Dillon’s visit. As expected and
as il had always happened whenever American per-
sonalitics visited Belgrade, the Tito clique received
more dollars. This is a fact. It is likewise a fact that
the Belgrade revisionists gave further pledges to the
“Generous Uncle”. Wherefore all this generosity?

“Why is the Government of the United States trying
to strengthen the communist regime in Yugoslavia at the
same time as it is trying to fight the other communists
throughout the world?” asked U.S. News and World Re-
port in one of ils last year’s issues. And at the same
time it gave its answer: “The Americans should put the
question: ‘Do Tito’s interests coincide with ours?’. View-
ed from this standpoint, our policy towards Tito is cor-
rect”. Here is the reason. Everything is plainly said.
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But, as it was then explained, this article was written in
order 1o appease some short-sighted individuals in
America who, listening to Tito’s phraseology, took him
[or areal communist. It was the same people, as it can
be remembered, who raised their voices against the 130

lighter planes which Kennedy’s Government would be
giving lo Yuposlavia and against training Yugoslav pilots
m American military bases.  Some went even so far as
to say (hal (he Kennedy Administration would re-
examine  Amcerican  policy lowards Yugoslavia. But
these rumors were speedily hushed up. On October 18
lasl year Dean Rusk stated in one ol his press confer-
cnces it he “has nol the least doubtl that the policy of
Amcrican mililary aid {o Yugoslavia has helped the lat-

ter preserve ils independence vis-a-vis the Soviet bloc”,
and that “since 1948 Yugoslavia has not only safeguard-
cd ils independence, but it has been a source of dissen-
sion in the bosom of international communism”, More-
over, to remove any misgivings about the stand the
Yugoslav revisionists maintained at the conference of
non-aligned couniries in Belgrade, the head of American
diplomacy deemed it necessary to state that “the stand of
the Yugoslav Delegation at the conference of non-aligned
countries does not show that Yugoslavia has departed
from the road of her independence”.

Dean Rusk’s various spceches and statements, although
camouflaged in diplomatic phrascology, lay bare the ser-
vices which the Yugoslav revisionists render to Ameri-
can imperialism, especially in their role as sowers of dis-
sension in the international communist movement and
in their work of disrupting the national-liberation move-
ments. In this connection it is worth citing another sig-
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nificant statement made by Dean Rusk on February 5
ol this year. In his controversy with Senator Paul Kit-
chin, Head of the Special Committee of the House of
Representatives, the Secretary of State declared: “The
American aid given by Eisenhower and Kennedy con-
solidated the independence of Yugoslavia and made Tito
a leading example of how to successfully detach a com-
munist country from Soviet imperialism”. He made this
statement more explicit when he said that “the Ken-
nedy Administration is convinced that Yugoslavia takes
no part in the international communist plot to under-
mine the independence of other countries”.

Dean Rusk called “the first decision” to “help” Yu-
coslavia as “full of vision and daring” and wound up
by saying that “the results have surpassed our expecta-
tions”. Or, as his assistant, Herlan Cleveland, stated re-
cently when speaking about the aid that the United
Stales had given Yugoslavia: “I think we have received
a good reward {or our money”.

The [acls we have mentioned speak for themselves,
they show that the Tito clique are from first to last in
the service of American imperialism. This is confirmed
not only by the assistance, statements and praises which
the leaders of American imperialism have always lav-
ished and continue to lavish on the Belgrade revisionists
but also by the revisionist policy and activities of the
Yugoslav leaders who keep pursuing the same objective,
namely, to sow dissension in the socialist camp and pro-
long the life of imperialism. Participation in the Balkan
Pact, which connects the Tito clique with NATO, bears
full witness to this; Tito’s open attacks on the socialist
camp, likening it to the imperialist bloc, bear witness
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to this; and the numerous slanders against the Soviet
Union, against the socialist system, bear witness to this.
I was Tilo who called the decision of the Soviet Gov-
ernment lo resume nuclear tests “a thing that has alarm-
cd the whole world on a very large scale” and called the
Feonomic Council of Mutual Assistance “a serious ob-
slacle™ Lo wconomic cooperalion, “bearing resemblance
(o™ the Common Minkel.  Going all the way to embel-
Lo preach revisionist ideas
aboul war and peace, about coexistence, about revolu-
fons, aboul the nature ol imperialism and so on is an-
other prool ol hs

lish the capitalinl system,

To whose benelit aind in whose service the Yugoslav
revisiontit leaders carry oul their policy and activities
poalso clearly demonstrated by their hostile stand to-
wiirds the stragple of the oppressed peoples to free them-
selves from American imperialism and other colonialist
powers as well as towards the revolutionary war of the
working class apainst capitalist exploiters. Doesn’t the
stand ol the Yuposlav revisionists towards the struggle
ol the Congolese people lor independence — i.e., their

considering Amcerican  intervention as “a factor that
helped stabilize the situation”, a very ‘“‘significant and
villuable Taclor™ — speak of this? To praise Kennedy’s
“Alliance Tor Progress” which aims at prolonging the

period of bondage for the Latin Americans, and to preach
that American imperialism “is beginning to realize that
times have changed” and that it is “showing readiness
to correel mistakes and adjust wrongs”, as the Yugoslav
revisionisls have done —is this not to the advantage of
American imperialism and prejudicial to the fight of the
Latin American pecples for freedom? To praise Wash-
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ington’s “‘endeavours” to solve the Laotian problem be- .
cause American imperialists “are really eager to see a
peaceful and neutral Laos”, as the Yugoslav revisionists
have done — is this not to the advantage of American
imperialism and prejudicial to the struggle of the Lao-
tian patriots for freedom?

Tito’s clique is in fact not different from the other
allies of the USA except for its “socialist” and “neutral-
ist” mask which it is obliged to wear, and its special role
as a “Trojan horse” in order to sow dissension in the so-
cialist camp and in the international communist and
workers’ movement. One thing is certain: If now and
then Rusk and other American politicians find it ex-
pedient to blurt out certain fragments of the truth in
order to quiet down those who do not know as much
as the State Department, they do a thousand other things
1o kecp this mask on.

In the present state of things, when the Yugoslav revi-
sionists are meeting with complete failure in their eco-
nomic and political system and their activities have been
so openly exposed in the international arena, the Tito
group have to resort to shrewd tricks and find new ways
ol sowing dissension in the socialist camp and the inter-
national communist and workers’ movement. Both the
American imperialists and the modern revisionists deem
it expedient today to paint in deeper red the mask of
the Tito group which has lost colour. And that is what
they are doing. At the same time that Kocha Popovich
went to Washington to strengthen relations with the
USA and to coordinate his policy with the American Gov-
ernment, Tito, in his speech at Split, pretended he was
making “socialist improvements in Yugoslavia”. These
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manoeuvres are inseparable parts of that notorious big
internalional plol ol imperialist reaction directed against
socialism and peace.

Therefore, we would be doing a great disservice to the

socialist camp  and  Llhe international communist and
workers” movement il we slackened our vigilance against
the danger of Yugoslav revisionists, or, what is worse,
il we nourished illusions that they are correcting their
mistakes and cmbarking on the right road, illusions that
(he socialist elements are being strengthened in Yugo-
slavia, thal cocializn s being built there, and so on and

so Torth

The anternational conmmunist and workers’ movement

hivs more Lhan once cmphasized that it behooves the com-
munests throaghout the world (o expose and denounce
(he activities of  the Yuposlav revisionists thoroughly.
This is indispensable to the consolidation of the unity
ol the socialist caomp and the international communist
movement, ol (he anti-imperialist front of peace and so-

clalism,

And yel, whal is actually happening? While all facts
go to prove thal Yugoslavia, far from building socialism,
has embarked on a comprehensive, all-round drift towards
capitalism, the modern revisionists try their utmost to
prove the conlrary. But such statements as “Yugoslavia
is a socialist country” and “socialism is being built in Yu-
goslavia” and the like are mere bluffs which cause no
harm to the imperialists but which allow the modern
revisionists ol all siripes to throw their arms around Tito
and justily him to a certain extent in the eyes of the
world. In other words, Tito is the link which connects
the other revisionists with imperialism at a time when
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this cannot yet be done openly and directly. Vain are
all efforts to conceal this truth, though the “arguments”
used in explaining why imperialism helps “socialist” Yu-
goslavia and why the revisionists tighten their connec-
tions with the treacherous Tito clique are diverse. If “so-
cialism is being built in Yugoslavia” then what explana-
tion can be given for the fact that the imperialists aid
the Tito cligue? According to this logic either the im-
perialists are no longer imperialists and are beginning to
set their hearts on building socialism, or Yugoslavia is
not building socialism and the imperialists are actually
helping to reinstate capitalism. Either the one or the
other. The modern revisionists categorically deny the
second and stick to the first. If so, then Iet them say
it openly.

If Yugoslavia is a “socialist country” we are justified
in asking: How many kinds of socialism are there in the
world? According 1o modern revisionist logic there must
be two kinds of socialism: one kind of socialism hostile
Lo capitalism, against which the imperialists wage a re-
lentless fight, and another kind of socialism harmless to
capitalism, which the imperialists aid unsparingly. Yu-
goslav “socialism” therefore is harmless to capitalism,
otherwise the imperialists would not be aiding it. The
truth is that Tito’s “socialism” aided by American im-
perialism has nothing in common with socialism. Tito’s
clique simply uses it as a mask. It is like saying that
there are two kinds of imperialism: a bad one, hostile to
the working class and to all the laboring people, exploit-
er and warmonger, and a good one that looks after the
welfare of the working class and of all the laboring peo-
ple, liberator of the peoples and peace-loving. But there
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are not two kinds of socialism for Marxist-Leninists, just
as there arce nol two kinds of imperialism.

[1 is not very casy for the modern revisionists to justify
their shaking hands with Tito so generously today. To

make [ricnds with him they have to renounce the 1860
Moscow Declaration which has designated the Yugoslav
revisionisls as Grailors to Marxism-Leninism. But the
modern revisionists have recently let it be understood
that they are delermined (o do even this.  After all did
they nol say immedialely afller the 1960 Moscow Declara-
Lion was sipned Chal this historie document, drawn up and
sipned by all the representatives ol the 81 Communist
and Workers' Parlics of the world, was a document of
compromize? And these arve the consegquences.  Com-
promises are of shorl duration and that is why the revi-
stonists hegan Lo violale the 1960 Declaration and set

aside one of the most essential ifems: Lhe attitude to-
wards Yugoslav revisionisim,

Of course, those who are opposed to what was jointly
decided upon and clearly written in the 1960 Moscow
Declaration are obliged to go on manoeuvring.

This is only a question of tactics. Naturally, at the
present phase (he modern revisionists are obliged to
maintain a cerlain “‘distance” from the Tito group, who
are highly compromised by their open connections with
imperialism. But this “distance” does not at all affect
the main thing, namely, the ideological reconciliation
which binds the revisionists to one another in their op-
position to Marxism-Leninism. This “distance” does not
at all affect iheir blatant manifestation of mutual
sympathy and collaboration. On the other hand the
Belgrade revisionists are not so foolish as to fail to un-
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derstand the “necessity” of this “distance”. This is what
the “Trojan horse” is after: once the walls are down the
rest follows suit. This was what happened in 1958 too,
but the Hungarian events, with Tito’s group and the
American imperialists jointly organizing a counter-revolu-
tion, did not come up to their expectations. A lesson was
drawn from the mistakes and work has now been started
on a more comprehensive plan.

"Thus under the masks of “peacelul coexistence” and
“normal state relations”, the process of fusion began.
The statements of “normal relations” were replaced with
“oood relations”, followed by the exchange ol numerous
delegations, by the extension of economic, cultural and
other relations. In short, the modern revisionists mus-
tered their forces through “fruitful and all-round” col-
laboration for the struggle against Leninism. This pro-
cess of collaboration is in full swing and is intended to
take more conarele form in the days to come.

The [lig leal which is still in use for pretending
that “we have opposite ideological views with Yugo-
slavia” is counter-balanced and neutralized by the other
slogans about “socialist Yugoslavia” and such statements
as “identical views on the most important international
and political issues’. What is yet to come is a full
identity of views not only in politics but also in ideology
and aims.

Another “reason” why it is necessary to make friends
with Tito has recently been spread around. It is rumored
that the Americans are trying to take advantage of the
economic crisis which Yugoslavia is undergoing in order
to organize a ‘‘counter-revolution there”. And it is
added: it is therefore just and Marxist-like to “rescue”
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Tilo from this imperialist “danger” by pursuing a policy
of conciliation towards him, regardless of what is said
in the 1960 Moscow Declaration. And thereby hangs an
amusing tale: the imperialists will overthrow Tito. Why?
In order {o eslablish socialism? This remains to be said
and everything will be erystal clear. But it is yet too

carly for this. Dut (hen what need is there of saying
everything? The revisionists are especially careful not
to say cverylhing.

How long this will last is, for the time being, un-
important. The unequivoeal and  determined stand  of
the international communist and  workers” movement
lowards the Tito clique s a stumbling-block which the
modern revisionists cannol fail 1o take into account. But
the revisionisls have not faken into account the con-
sequences resultimg from their reconeiliation with Tito.
Plain common sense lells us that so long as Tito is tied
up with the imperialists, reconciliation with him is a
step towards reconcilialion with the imperialists. What-

ever the modern revisionisls do, whether they are fully
reconciled to or keep a certain “aloofness” from “Yugo-
slav comrades”, whether they speak of “disagreement”

with them on cerfam mallers or make any ‘“‘comradely
criticism” 1o them, whal is said in the 1960 Moscow
Declaration remaing unaltered, namely, that the Yugo-
glav revisionists are traitors to Marxism-Leninism and

the Marxist-Leninist Darties we duly bound to continue
to exposc them.

In bis speech to the electors, Comrade Enver Hoxha
was therefore riecht to stress that “the Communist and
Workers' Parties of the world, the communists through-
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out the world, acting on the Moscow Declarations, will
continue tc thoroughly expose the modern revisionists,
will tear off the mask of the Belgrade renegades and
their bosses, the American imperialists, and will frustrate
all their plans”.

MODERN REVISIONISM
HELPS THE FUNDAMENTAL STRATEGY
OF AMERICAN IMPERIALISM

Article published i the newspaper
Zéri i Popullit

September 19 — 20, 1962



On August 7 this year the leader of the Yugoslav
revisionists, Tito, gave an interview 1o the American
newspaperman Drew Pearson of the Washington Post,
In this interview which we published in our paper on
September 18, 1962, Tito displayed once again his true
nature, the nature of a renegade {rom Marxism-
Leninism, of a servant and an experienced agent of the
American imperialists in their struggle against com-
munism and the movements for national liberation and
peace in the world, and of the imperialist go-between
for Khrushchev’s revisionist group.

Facts and day-to-day occurrences clearly demonstrate
that imperialism, with American imperialism in the lead,
is becoming more and more aggressive and warlike.
Through Kennedy, Rusk and its other spokesmen, Amer-
ican imperialism has of late proclaimed once again its
“fundamental strategy”, i.e. to exterminate the socialist
countries and the people’s revolutionary movements for
national liberation, and to establish its domination of the
world. It is feverishly striving to attain this funda-
mental objective by all methods and in the economic,
political, military and ideological spheres.

By their views and activities the modern revisionists,
especially the treacherous Tito revisionist clique, are
rendering great service to the imperialists, headed by
American imperialists, in carrying out their strategic
plan. Tito’s last interview is a proof of this.
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Tito denies the separation of the world into two
antagonistic systems, cancels all distinction between
them and expresses his regret that the “unity” of the
capitalist world has been ruptured and the world so-
cialist system, which he identifies with a political and
military bloc, has been established. Tito openly denies
the existence of the fundamental contradictions of our
epoch — contradictions between socialism and capitalism,
between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie, between the
oppressed peoples and imperialism, between the forces
of peace and those of war, between democracy and reac-
tion — and preachss puiting an end to all struggles
against imperialism and reaction, and to all revolutionary
and national liberation movements. In his interview
Tito made an open confession of the ultimate aim of the
revisionists, namely, the integration of socialism into
capitalism and the establishment of complete imperialist
domination over the world.

On the one hand Tilo preaches that imperialism has
changed ils aggressive and warmongering nature, saying
that ils cxponents have now become “wise”, “peace-
loving” and “spokesmen of the aspirations of mankind’’;
he champions the policy of war and aggression of the
imperialist powers, especially of the American impe-
rialists, shows grave concern for the prestige of the USA
(that is why he suggests that the USA should abolish
atomic weapons in its initiative in order to raise this
prestige), extols the economic potentiality of the USA,
and so forth. On the other hand Tito slanders the
peaceful foreign policy of the Soviet Union and of the
other socialist countries, calling it a militaristic policy
determined by military circles, puts the economic and
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polilical organizations of the socialist countries in the
same calegory as those of the imperialists, and belittles
the magnilicent achicvements of the Soviet Union.

In the role as the “Trojan horse” Tilo drives wedge

into the unity of (he socialist camp, especially into the
[riendship of the Soviel people towards the Chinese.
Al the head of the spokesmen ol the views and aims
ol the modern revisionists Tito, in his recent inlerview,
openly  pointed out  the objeclive towards which  the
revisionists shonld proceced ot the present time.  People
still have a fresh memory ol Tito’s speech delivered at
Pula in Novembepr 1956, e was then the [irst to call
upon all modern revisionisls, masked and revealed, to

“come oul ol their shells” and take a more active part
in Lhe light for the triumph of their revisionist line, to
carry to the end their war against “Stalinism’ and “dog-
matism”, to courageously do away with the consequences
of the “cult of the individual”. This was the way which
Tito recommended to the modern revisionists. The
Khrushchev group and those who follow them pursued
this road with determination, sparing no methods or
nreans which included demagogy and intrigues, plots and
intervention, pressure, blackmail and open threats.
This was the first step. In his recent interview Tito
urged the revisionists to courageously take the second
step: to proceed boldly towards reconciliation and affilia-
tion with the imperialists, towards “economic and polit-
ical integration” with the capitalist world, in other
words, towards capitulation to the imperialists. In the
interview Tito told the revisionists openly that “economic
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integration is our perspective” and that “political
integration comes after economic integration”. He even
tried to provide a ‘““theoretical” basis for this revisionist
line of action.

It is interesting to note that in the interview given to
the American newspaperman Tito became the interpreter
of Khrushchev’s views and ideas to the imperialists. He
described Khrushchev as a pacifist who is set on rap-
prochement and friendship with American imperialism
by all means. Tito told the American newspaperman
very clearly that he is well acquainted with Khrushchev,
knows what he thinks, has nearly the same views and
the same aims and uses the same tactics as Khrushchev,
that they heed each other’s words and that he is certain
that an agreement with Khrushchev is possible. Tito
advised the American imperialists to have patience and
not to “dramalize” things, for the devil is not so ugly
as they say.

It is equally inleresling that the Khrushchev group
said nothing in response to Tito’s interview, nor did they
contradict Tilo’s interprelation of Khrushchev’s ideas,
tactics and aims. This is significant indeed. This means
that Khrushchev and his group approve of what Tito
said in his interview and thereby confirm once again
that they agree with the views and activities of this ex-
perienced agent of imperialism.

It is, therefore, important that we should analyze in
greater detail the revisionist views expressed in Tito’s
interview, looking at them in close connection with all
the concrete views and actions of the modern revisionists,
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I. SUPPORTERS OF THE IMPERIALIST POLICY OF
WAR, AGGRESSION AND OPPRESSION

The mam concorn of the revisionists has been and still
5 1o convinee communisis and the people that impe-
vinlism has chimged ils oppressive, exploiting and aggres-
sive nalure, fo persuade communists and the people to
pive up their revolution and national liberalion struggle
and in this way lo justily their opportunist and pacilist
policy which is detrimental (o the interests of Lhe people
and renders pood serviee 1o the imperialist bourgeoisie.
This Hine of (he revisionists has been clearly expressed
in Tilo™s recent interview.  In this interview he said
among other things:  “Why is il necessary lor people to

light today and whal problems are they to solve? . . .
Hitler in his days had the crazy notion of dominating the
world. But for wise people, for people who are fully
aware of and feel the aspirations of humanity, I see no
‘raison d’étre’ for such an idea as to wage war. The
world has already passed the period when people fought
for economic reasons. History has recorded a whole
series of wars from the highwaymen’s adventures to the
occupation of colonies. But the countries of Asia and

- Africa are no longer colonies, no longer territories sub-

ject to contfentions among the Big Powers, for these ex-
colonies are now independent countries. The develop-
ment of productive forces in the advanced countries has
reached a very high level and for them there is no need
to conquer other countries for the purpose of securing
the means of prodilctio‘n, for they can produce these
themselves and in ample quantities. . . . Besides, war is
a hindrance to world integration. . .. Therefore war is
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an absurdity, for which no one feels any necessity. But
wars appear on the horizon because people have armed
themselves to the teeth and do not know what to do with
their armaments. . . . It is equally absurd to let the
military circles determine and suggest to their govern-
ments and people what they should do.”

These theses of Tito’s make up the nucleus of the argu-
ments of the Yugoslav revisionists with regard to the
fundamental issues of our times, to the problem of the
struggle between two opposing social systems, the
struggle for peace, the struggle of the peoples against
oppression and colonial exploitation, the struggle of the
working class and of all workers against capitalist
domination, etc. They are a badly-disguised adaptation
from the “fundamental strategy” of American impe-
rialism. They are at the same time a more explicit and
more fundamental essence of the views of all modern
revisionists on the main issues of present world develop-
ments.

HAS THE AGGRESSIVE AND WARMONGERING
NATURE OF IMPERIALISM CHANGED?

One of the main topics that Tito discussed in his inter-
view was that of war and peace. Speaking on this mat-
ter Tito repeated his notorious theses that imperialism
did not present any danger today and that it was no
longer the carrier and initiator of aggressive wars. Ac-
cording to the revisionist Tito it turns out that there is
no reason whatsoever to have wars at all, that “the world
has already passed the period when people fought for
economic reasons”, that “viewed from all angles war
between states is absurd”, that imperialism has changed

al

its nature, il is no longer imperialism, it 1s no longer the
source ol apgressive wars, for the imperialist countries,
he says, have altained a high level of development of
their productive Torces, secure everything in sufficient
gquanlities al home and therefore need no longer go after
conquests (). Morcover, according to Tito, no danger
exisls today that (he imperialists will launch wars, be-
cause al the head of the imperialist nations stand “wise
men” and “peace-lovers”, like Kennedy and Co., who
“express the aspirations ol mankind(1).

n a sliphtly different way the Khrushchev group stand
more or loss an the same ground.  People are already
well awme of The dangerous opportunist illusions dis-
seminaled by the Khrushehev group that “a world free

from wirs, armamenls and armies” can be realized right
away, thal Eisenhower, Kennedy, de Gaulle and the
other heads of imperialism are for peace, that the im-
perialists would use the resources released by disarma-
ment to help the backward countries develop their
economy and their culture, etc. In his article, “The
Urgent Problems of the Development of the World So-
cialist Movement”, published in the journal Communist,
No. 12 of August 1962, Khrushchev states almost quite
openly that there is no more danger of an aggressive war
against the socialist countries on the part of imperialism,
for the imperialists have “renounced” war as a means
of solving the contradictions between the two systems,
for “the reasonable personalities of the West” (in other
words the heads of imperialism) “are continually tending
towards a more realistic way”. “The imperialists,”
Khrushchev continues, “have taken our challenge to
compete in economic development to heart. ... We are
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gradually drawing the capitalist countries onto the road
ol peaceful competition between the two systems.” Ac-
cording to Khrushchev, the imperialists have at present
almost given up their military preparations for aggres-
sive war against the socialist countries and “aim at
mobilizing all their resources to fight the world socialist
movement in the field of economy, politics and ide-
olegy”. Khrushchev arrives at the conclusion that “the
question at issue today is: which system will show more
vitality, that is, which system will give the peoples more
material and spiritual well-being in as a short time as
possible. It is precisely in this field, I think, that the
hardest battles between socialism and capitalism will be
fought”,

From what premises does Khrushchev proceed and
arrive at the conclusion that the danger of imperialist
aggression against the socialist countries is out of the
question? As he himself points out in his article he
procecds {rom the change in the balance of forces in the
inlernational arena in favor of socialism, from the fact
that the “imperialists cannot fail to see that in the
development of modern weapons which correspond to
the latest achievements of science and technique, the so-
cialist camp is not lagging behind, but in many instances
is ahead of them”, that although the imperialists “refuse
to give up their fight against the socialist countries, yet
this struggle in the military field leads them to a blind
alley so Icng as both sides, the socialist countries and
the capitalist countries, possess powerful nuclear armed
forces”, that under these circumstances the imperialists
today cannot hope “to solve the historical rivalry be-
tween socialism and capitalism through war”, that the
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imperialists do nol do this of their own free will but they
are compelled 1o do it “as a result of the new balance
ol lorces in the international arena arising from the

growlh ol the power of the socialist system®.

I is more than (rue that the balance of forces in the
international wrena has changed in favor of socialism,
thal Lhe world socialist system has become today a
colossal inlernational  Torce, that the Soviet Union
possesses modern weapons of war and in many aspects
15 superior Lo the imperialist powers.  This, naturally,
is a real fact which the imperialists cannot fail to take
info account, a Tfactor which holds them in leash and
compels them lo think (wice belore they decide to under-
take apgressive action apainst the countries of the so-
cialist camp. Bul can one so readily draw the conclu-
sion from this, as Khrushchev does, thal at present the
imperialists have given up or are giving up their aggres-

sive designs againsl the socialist countries and that they
are really inclined to carry oul peaceful competition with
socialism? By no mecans.

While Khrushchev and his followers try to persuade
the people that the imperialists have given up or are
giving up their atlempils to launch an aggressive war
against the socialist countries and are seriously embark-
ing on economic competition with socialism, the repre-
sentatives of imperialism themselves have openly stated
and continue lo maintain that all the strategy of impe-
rialism, especially American imperialism, is imbued
with the idea of preparing for an aggressive war against
the Soviet Union and the other socialist countries for
they consider the war, especially nuclear war, as a means
of solving international problems. They never make a
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soeret of the main objective of their policy, namely, to
abolish the socialist system and establish imperialist
domination over the world with American imperialism
in the lead.

And everyday facts show that the imperialists do not
only talk about war against the socialist countries but
they are actually preparing for it. Is the unbridled
armament race which has taken on colossal proportions
in the imperialist countries not a proof of this? Do we
not see a proof of this in the encirclement of the socialist
countries by a dense network of American military bases,
in the consolidation of the aggressive military blocs and
{heir feverish activities, in the revival and rearming of
the military revanchists of West Germany, in the at-
tempts to revive Japanese militarism in the Far East, in
the creation of hotbeds of war in various parts of the
world so as to pass from local wars to a world war, a
war principally against the socialist countries, and so on
and so forth?

We can include within the framework of this imperial-
ist strategy a number of recent war preparations and
dangerous activities of American imperialism, such as
the new tests of nuclear weapons in the atmosphere,
the fighting in south Vietnam, inciting Chiang Kai-shek
to attack the People’s Republic of China, the dispatch
of armed forces to Southeast Asia, the continuous prov-
ocations in Berlin, the savage bombardment of Havana,
the preparations for a new plot to launch new aggres-
sion on socialist Cuba, the undermining of disarmament
talks at Geneva, the continued flight of “U-2” spying
planes over the territories of the Soviet Union and the
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People’s Republic of Chinag, and President Kennedy's

decision to mobilize another 150,000 reservists in the USA.

In lace of all these Tacls — the aggressive activities
and war preparalions of imperialism — who can guaran-
fee thut the danger of imperialist aggression against ouar
countrics is non-cxistent?  Who can guaranice that the

imperialisls will not make other plans and one day un-
dertake a crazy military adventure againslt the socialist
countries just as Hitler did in the Second World War?
There is no absolute guarantee ol this.

The war danger today is even actual in view of the
fa