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"We all know and, in particuluar, each 
worker knows that in practice the workers 
did not decide anything • . . WhUe many 
workers thought that they ruled, the rule was 
executed in their name by a specially edu­
cated group of officials of the party and state 
apparatus. In effect, they took the pl<lce of 
the overthro10n class and themselves became ' 
the new authority.'' 

From "2000 u~ords," June, 1968 
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AU pictures In this pam­
phlet were f<llcen In 
Prague by Czech03lollak 
participants In the Resist­
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FOREWORD 

Iri the stealth of the night, when most of Czechoslovakia sh!JII. 
hundreds or thousands of Communist troop~. In endless columns oC 
Russian tanks, rolled into the country whit·h had just completed 
the vcr~· flr ... t net of pcucclul wvolnlion·· ousting the old Stalinist 
<No\·otny) lcndr.rshiJ1 and electing a new one, e&tabllshlng n free 
press. radio, TV and, abo\'C all. lcltin~ the O"Otllc Ilnd their own 
tongue. How ·..:~>~!! they ~poke during thvsc brid few months of free· 
dom, how &rent were their dlsco\·cril.!s, ,and what crcatkc nct.o; they 
envisioned !or the Cuturc, the n!adcrs can sec for themselves as 
they read the reports direct from Pragul.'! thttl wr prlut here; by X. 
who Is still In Czcchoslo\'aldn, and by h•an Svitak, who is now In 
the Unllcd Stutes but whost> lecture we print was delivered by him, 
In Czcchoslovakir. to the new group or non·Communist soelaUst 
hwnanlsl!i. 

Rus!;ia provided the majority of the lrwps who t!lok part in the 
counter-revolution, but lh<'Y were supported by smaller forces from 
four puppet nations: East G(·rrnnny, Poland, Bulgt1riu and Hun~ary. 
'fhc rulers or the. live countries slmre in common a' profound fec.r 
of the masses. It was the voictl of lrccdom from a distance that· 
cnu:;cd alarm in the Kremlin and led to the Invasion of Czcchosltr 
vakia by 660,000 soldlerJo;-opme thousands more than America hii~•1 
In VletnOlm, 

TOTAL OPPOSITION 

ThOUJ::h the counleNc\'nlutlnn wu armed up to its eyes and 
m·er its head, though the Czechoslovak people were caught oCC guard 
and were unarmed, th<' population, to a man, rose 'to oppo~;e the 
ln\•adcrs in as lngenlouc; and aulct ways as they hud achi~vcd th~lr 
first ncb: or rc,·olutlon months before. E\'cry man, woman, and 
child spontaneously blocked the forward movement of the invadlns; 
army, be that by derailing traop trains, thr.owlng rocks ut tanks or 
faclnq them b.v slttlnc In front or the armed monsters; be it by 
painting swnsbkas on lh<' tanks, <'hnnr:!ln~ strert siAn~. or saying, in 
the five languages of the occupyln:: troops, "Ivan, why arc you 
here?" "Ivan, ::o borne!" "Ivan, lc.>t us be!" "Jv:m, your problem 
ls nt home!" "lvun, ~o home!" 

Tbe ruling Russian liureauf'raey bad tried to justify their 
collnter-revoluUonary ad by lnvenii"A a blataut two·fold lie. to the 
elfed that 14t'Ounter.revotutJonnry" forces wero1 about to take over 
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C711'('hn,.Jovakla from wllhln, An" lhRI thP Rno:,.hm Communist Party 
and state leaders harl been •·Jnvllf'.d" by persons, unspcdrled, In 
Czechoslovaklp. lnste:~d, what lhe in,·adlng tro:ops found were a 
peo'ple ncnr ·before so united In oppo~ltlon lo the occupirrs-not 
from W~t Germany, as charged, but from the ''fraternal Cummunl!.t 
countries." 

It transpired that the soldlcr!l had been lied to, and thr Czech· 
ostovak people came (uce to race wilh no less than 660,000 shame· 
faced a:-d bewildered ~oldlcrs, represcntath·es of "the new Sm·h•l 
man," As armies will, the Russluns fouud their wny to the arm~· 
barracks and pollee stations, but hPw could they find their way to 
the radio and TV. stations with all the street signs either remo\'l•d 
or pointing in the wrong direction? 

And so it happened ·that th.:! radio for a time ·continued tQ 
broadcast, the TV stations to show pictures of the im·aslon, and the 
papers to come -out regnlul)· -frnm the "under~round." They were 
read openly by all the people In the street as they stood jet!ring the 
soldiers."' · 

The. youth who were suppcsed to havl! been Interested In noth· 
lng but "material thing~" were layin::r th~ir Jl\'rs down for the 
freedom or their country. "The little old ladies" who were supposed 
to have lived their Jives, were tnuntlng lhC' troops as, by the 
thousands and tens or thousands, the people streamed tn.to the streets 
to sit' defhmlly in the squa1·es. Brief but crrcrtive strikes were 
carried out. No Czechoslov~k collaborators •vere found anywhere. 

DUBCEK: ILLUSION OR COMPROi\IISE? 
Not cnty could the Invaders not find a Quisling; they could' 

not even find a Kadar. The defiance was !otal. When their lenders 
returned from Moscow, having there accepted the degrading condl· 
tlons or the Invading power, and sh<'wing. they were becoming 
experts at speaking. with two \'olces, the Resistance contlrlUcd. So 
Dubcek is back In Moscow trying 'to see whether he can get thc 
occupying forces out or his country. Is he subject to such. vain 
Illusion or only searching for a formula to make occupation accept· 
able? 

More oml011us sUJI Is that Russian Imperialism Is beginning to 
lllrl wUh the posslbUUy or a dismemberment or the rountry Jntn 
three "autonomous" rcglons-llohl'mla, Slovakia, 1\loravla, Should 

•Pictures In this pamphlet were taken in Prague by participants 
Ja the Resistance, 
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Russia stoop to such low depth'l, It w111 surely choke trying to 
swallow the dlsmentbered pieces ! The Russians ttbould · have 
learned from history that even where a "Fifth Column" Is found, 
it Is impos~>lblc for that firth cr.l11mn In inform on "a,:::ilators" 
when the enUre )Jt'Ople of the nation U!!eiC arr. the agitators fnr 
frefllom, That's one thing Kremlin collaboration with IIIUer should 
have taught tbem-that, In the end, the conquerll!d become tlte gra .. ·e. 
diggers of lbc conquerors. 

The shock or the invnsion did not ·exhaust Jlself In the non· 
Communist world, but penetrated to the Comrriunlst parties. 'l'hus, 
the t.wo biggest Comm1.1nlst partie!! in Western Europe-the Italian 
and the French-opposed, ns did the British Ccmmunlst Party and 
those or the smaller countries. TJ1c leaders or those partlelt, In Ul56, 
gave support to the Invasion o! Hungary-and paid !or It in Joss 
of membership and prestige, It was an experience they could not 
endure a second time, but having declared their support for the 
policy of the Czer.hoslo\•akian Communist Parly earlier in the year, 
they were forced to go further than they intended because o£ the 
world reaction to the invnsion. 

From the very outset, the Communists locikcd on the crisis as 
a matter that should and could be settled nnly by the two Comniunlsl 
parties Jmmcdiatelv cnnccrned. The Uritlslt Communlo::t Party, !or 
e~tample, did not have a single word to say about the people of 
Clechosotvakla in any one o! its oflicial statements .. No rc!ercnce 
was made to the real victims or the invasion by John Golhm, th~ 
general secretary of the Britbh Communist Party, in his .!.peech 
tu his Executive Commi1tcc. Thill lo; In lint' _with tht:! :.im o! the 
Communists the world over-to "enforce the authority of the Party" 
rt'gardless of the wishes of the masses, As for the few Cocnrnunl.it 
Party leaders, like those o! Nor!h Vietnam, North Korea and-Cuba, 
who actually dared apprcwe tht' int'M;ion cf Czechoslovakia, they 
live indeed in ·a fool's paradis~ IC they think this will bring the 
Russian troops ·"to help Vietnam'' or Latin America ! 

REVIVE NATO STRJ::NGTU 
What they have done is strengthen the hand o£ the NATO 

powers who have dcclded.thls Is the time to expand war prepara. 
tlons. De Gaulle, too, despite loud opposition to NATO, has as.<mrt'd 
Kieslnger thnt France would "stand by" West Germany should 
Russian troops In Czechoslovakia threaten her bordero. 

What Is far mc;r~ Important Is that lhe brutal invasion of 
CzecbOsi.nvakia bas made It necessary ror tbr. antl·Vietnam war 
movement to fight oa two fronts since li has, or Mces:dty, ce~Ured 
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a&tentJon of fr~om rlghtcrc to the Russian, and not just. American, 
d.aa.ger. Surely, the Ru551aa ruling bureaucrat·y vlsuali:ttd just such 
ronsequenies. Why, then, did 1hey embal·k on an acUon, the 
mUIUry success or whlth spelled out fdeolGgleal taiJu:e? 

There arc some whn think th::tt it wns Poland's Wiadyslaw 
Gomulka, faced at home both from the Left and the extreme 
nationalist Right, wl:.o tiJipcd the scales in fn\·or o( icvasion. There 
are others who think the Russians have been led Into the fatal 
decision by East Germany's Walter Ulbricht, who built an im· 
pregnable Berllli Wall to keep his workers from t'Scnp!ng to West 
Germany-only to lind that Uae German workers could now make 
r.ood their escapr by a simple visit to a fraternal country, and 
from Czt'choslovakia easily cross over Into West Germany, There 
is, ol CClUtsl:!, no dot•bt that both or these hiluatlo·s were Cnrtor1 
in the final decision. But anyone wlio believes In ihe fairy talc o£ 
the lai1 wagging. the dog doesn't know the Russian be:tr. 

DISCONTENT JN R'JSSIA 
No, to perceive the reasons !or such a ealamitous adventure 

O!lr! must look at Russia itself. Moreover, in looking at RU&!'ia, ·one 
cam.•1l restrict himself II) look only at repercussions· in Russia· of 
evenlf:: abroad. Rather, one must keep eyes glued on what .:lmanates 
rrom Russia. Arter all, Russia had, a half century back, aehiP.ved 
the greatest revolution in history and even tiller Its tt·ansformation 
!nto opposite-from a workers stale l:1to a state-eapitulis~ socie:y­
il st11J li\'Cs in mortal fear or proletarian revolution wilhln ltJ 
borders. 

Nothing short or what Russian state·capitallsm would consider 
'a danger to Uae vefy existence or Communist dictatorship would 
have set Russiun troops marching !ln such a pcriloU!' co~rse. 

1t was, uller all, the Czl"Ch Union's endorsement or Alcxandrr 
Solzhcnitsyn's appeal lor an end to censorship, which he hatJ 
addressed. in vain to the Soviet Writers' Union, which set otl a chain 
o! events that culminated, on the one band, in the democratization 
movement i" Czechoslovakia end, on the other hand, in an anli. 
Semitic pogrom atmosphere furthered by Polish police reaction 
aGainst student demonstrations in support of Czechoslovakia. More· 
over, this was not the first sign or restlessness in Russia. Long 
before the Solzhenltsyn appeal in 1967, or the Sln:;avsky and Daniel 
trial on literary freedom in 1966, there were, in 1965, arrests, trials, 
and restiveness in the Ukraine, that hotbed or opposition to Musco· 
vile domination which had an actual underground operating right 
in the midst of World War 11. 
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As again:.t the Slnya,·sky :md Daniel trial in 1966, the 1967 
trial of Uinsburg and others (o,;.hn nrC' not pnrt Q{ lh£> inner core 
of the highly structured Mos,·uw liiCI'M~· C!•lahlishmt•nl) had ex· 
panded their "pl:llform" from litcrnry fri.'C'dcJm to ci\•i! rh:hts, in· 
eluding that of publit! dcmonstr:~ticns in which they had 11articiJ1ah·d. 
While it is true that thct=c :trc all still literary men, .tr.nd they h:nl' 
not succeeded in C!otahlishing a relation with workers as had Lhc 
Czcchos!m•ak inl<'lkctuals. tl1"rt' h nlso m1 doubt that •mufrie!-11 
~roupinJ:s exist underground lh:il publish. "Ill crary c:;.;ap:," Includ­
Ing CXJifCSslons or sympathy for Ctcchoslo\'akla, and demand~ fnr 
morl" frl"Cdnm in Russia. The ruling burcaucral·Y knows well that 
where there is thut much discontent In the prh·ill•gcd str;1ta o( the 
popult~tlon, the rcstle:;sness among the m:.sse'l ls deep indcNI. As 
one Inmate or the Vorkuta forced labor camp, where lht-rc was n 
revolt back in 195.1, expressed it then: "Russin is more than C\'cr 
full o( revolullonal'ics." 

Thus, two altogether nc\\' rcatun•t~ characterize the latest 
trial-that or Pnvel Lltvinov, Lnrlsa Daniel, ,Konstantin Hnhitsky, 
Vadim Dclonc, and Vladimir Drcmlyuga. Fir.;t and rorl'most. this 
,::roup nppcnrcd the day after the im·asion or Czcchoslo\'nkla with, 
placards demanding "Jinnds Off Czcchoslnw1kia!" Secondly, thl.'i 
~roup or young intellectuals included an unemployed worker, 
Vladimir Drcmlyuga. · 

It Is the fear or lhr- movement from below, ll1e fear or thn 
masse,;, rirst or all in Russia, and then In Eastern Europe, that 
made the' Russian ruling .hlt>rarchy, Sl'hlsm nnd all, decide llpon 
the lm·asion of Cz.-choslovakla, In tb.-Jr C)'CS a NATO buildup Is 
not as serious a threat as an Internal challenge fr(lm below. 

This ft>ar or the mas,o;es of East· Euro11C was the compulsh·c 
force which led to the Russian in\'asiou of Czechuslo\·akin, Jla\'ln:: 
done so, the Russians ·do not Intend to withdraw theirtroops, no 
matter what they promise Duhcek. They arc not out to plcnse. 
public opinion, in C7.echoslo\•a.kia or out or It, East or W~st. Jf they 
rcla"' their rnilibQ' hold at all-and lht'Y will ha\'e to-il will b.! 
because lhey compel the kind of compliance wh!ch asSt1rcs them 
there will be no free press or freedom in 'other mass media In 
Czechoslo\'akla. 

STOPPING IIISTOR\''S CI.OCK? 
If the invaders then allow any cronumlc reforms, it will not 

be lo the point where m·cn technocrats spoke of "new humanist 
variants," as the Czechoslovaks did. Uather tht:! "IIbcraJbcrs'' will 
ha\'e become mere efficiency C"llCrts. I( the Russians allow any 

• 
3947 

.. 
I 

t 
l 



Czerhoslov;~k border gunrds to return to their J.on:ols, it Will not be 
to keep the borders open, hut to seal them li~hl If these countcr­
re\'Oiullonaries nllow any ·"reforms" at all to remain, it will only 
be when they are convinced that fbf!re will be no tree now or ideas, 
This is the one force that state.capUalism callin,:: UscJf Communism 
cannot (()feratP., Not even the closinq: of the borders was as crucial 
(() the Jnv11der.o; as ending the free now of Ideas, Henr.c the liming 
or. the Invasion ·befor~ the scheduled Czcchoslo\·ak Party Congress 
for Sept. 9, though that was to be limited cmly to party members. 

The distrust of Dubcek was that, though himself lr:.tined In 
Moscow, he had not been hardenPd In an outright internal counter. 
re\•olution as had they, Stalin's henchmen and heirs, The)' fear the 
new generation, even when these ure Cotr.cnunlsts who in no way 
depart from thP. Party· sacrosnnct. It wasn't that Duhcck didn't 
consider the Party to lll' the fount of all wisdom, but that. he hnd 
not :>lopped oth~rs from thinking differently, .o.nd thereby "libcnlJz. 
atlon·• was not out or hand. 

'11te extreme mJIUary act of ·vlolallng the sovereignty or Cxech· 
ooslovakla .was not to meet military threlds. hut to stop history's 
clock sJgnaiJJng the crealion or Communism's gravedJggcrs. As 
Ivan Svitak put It the day o( the Jm.-'lslon: "Authe~Uc Marxism Is 
lbe main enemy or the. Soviet power elite, net the Americans or "Chinese." · ' 

What delusion to think that such an "enemy" can be 11topped 
by tanks. NoU1ing car. divert the masses from the ruDd to free­
dom, much less the. Idea or fr~.edom. New ideas are spreading 
throuchout the world more powerful than the struggle for power 
between Russia and America, or Russia and China, much lrss East 
and West -Germany, CzechosJovakin lt.o;elf is proor or the ~mergence 
of a new worlrf movement as a fl'eedom mo\·ement, the very exist· 
ence or which corroborates the ~larxist.Humanist approach. 

SPECTRE OF MARXIST !IVMANISM HAUNTS COl'IIMUNIS~t 
A spectre Is haunting Communism as it has haunted~ private 

capitalfsm-the spectre or Marxist Humanism. It is this which has 
crossed over the boundaries between nationalities within a country 
and the borders between countries. It' is this which transcended 
the boundaries that separate the generations and keeps workers 
and intellectuals apart; transcended, not as something super-human 
or supra-historical, but as the very stuff of which revolutions arc 
made and remade. rts unifying vision or spontaneity and organlza. 
lion as a 11lngle force cannot be ~ncapsulated in an elite party, but 
releases itselt as a forward movement of the masses. 
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~chosJovak Spring 19GR m;ay not h:t\'C re:chcd t.'le t,efgllts 
of lfungarlan Otklber 1956 with Its Workers' Councits, But ft h:u. 
cstablhhr.d new points of departure for unifying Marx's theory of 
UberaUon wilh Its practice, and for this Czecho,;lovakla will forever 
remain enshrined In the hearts and minds or !reedom righters the 
world over. The Aug. 20 Invasion by Russin and Its satellites can 
no rnor~ erase the Czechoslovak l'xperlmcnt than It can r.top history . 
from dialectically developing to the end that &omethlug which Is 
totally new: authentic . Mar:dsm, Marx'B llumnnlsm, which I& no 

·longer only what It was when Marx first proclaimed it In ISH, or 
even as recreated In 1956 In the llungarlan RevoluUor .. 

Czcehoslovakla's greatest nchicvemcnt Is that It began anew 
the working out oC n relationship betw~en- _throry and practice, 
ph.ilosoJlhY and re\•olution, freedom and reality. What it ·was 
prevented from completing remains our task, It bcgf.os with study. 
lng lhe Czeehoslov'nk experience as told by its participants In the 
pages that !ollow, It docs not end until, throughout U1e world, the 
philosophy or. freedom has bectXnc reality. 

October 4, 1968 

Raya DunayevskHya, Chairman 
News & Lllters Committees, 
Detroit 

10 

llarry McShane, Chairman 
The Marxlst·JJumattlst Group, 

Glasgow 
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· "Would I yo to jaU for something I think 
is 1UJt riyht?' . 

-Vladimir DremJyuga, unemployed work­
er sentenced to three years in n prison eamp, 
upon being asked by the Russian eourt l! he 
slill eonsldered that hls protest was right. 

"For three minutes on Red Square I felt 
free. I am glad to take your three years for 
that.11 

-VadJm Delonc, 23 year old student, 
upon being sentenced to prison for protest­
ing the Russian InvasiOn of Czec.ltoslovakfa. 

-------------~-----"I am foiu! of my freedom and t'<llue life 
. . . Fee!ing as I do about those who kepC 
silent in a former pcriod1 I consider myself 
responsible ... I though a great deal before { 
went to Red Square •.• u 

-Larfsa Daniel, upon being sentenced to 
four years In exile for her protest against the 
Invasion. 

II 
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THE CURRENT CRISIS 
By IV AN SVITAK 

The three·montbs lntctrnL'V.O between totalitarian dictatorship 
and soclaU:-t democracy endcli with the adopUon or the democratin· 
tion programme by U1e comm_unlst party. Only now could the second 
stage or the derriocraUzation process stArt, a stage that is much 
more si~nllicant than th~ flr.!.t one, a stage that wi_U decide l.):le 
charaL1cr or the £uture political relations. The second stage will 
declsiv :ly be influenced by the central political question. 

This qucstion-!ormulated in dllferent ways-Is: Do six million 
non·party members, citizens of thl111 country, han~ thr. same poiUlcal 
rights as members of the communist· :s.•arty-or should. they be 
gh·co only 3 greater amount of freedom, not endangering the 
prMicges of the party members? Are we going to have democratic, 
free and secret elections or are we going to play the old game with 
new people'! Are we going to live in a sovereign Europ~an state · 
wiU1 a polycentric political system or in a non-sovereign state 
formation, whose le:~ding representatives lear most of all tank· 
divisions of their own allies? 

PRAGUE SPRlNG 
What happened In lhc first democratiz:~Uon stage tha( has been 

concluded in Murch? There were two types of 'chnnges: seemingly 
sJgnJiicant personnel changes, which are, however, structural)) 
insignificant, and much more important structural changes carried 
out sometimes by people of the old political c:onCiguration. The first 
type of changes evoked mass excitement as they were accompanied 
by 'a well eanalbtd demagogy against the scapegoats that are to 
pay for the sins. The second type or changes brought about an 
unusual, unique, precisely cllrrled out and ImproVised, hut after 
all, an unwanted political turn. 

The personnel, structurally insignificant changes were so Car 
carried out In the supreme ofCices and represenh:d the personnel 
exchange of the First Secretary or the Communist Party, the 
President, the Government, L'le Chalrfriau of the National Assembly, 
the Presidium and Secretariat or the Communist Party and some­
representatives or mass organization!>, The totalitarltln dictatorahlp 
c:arried out an exchange of persons, publicly proclaimed its erlsln 
and thE! desire ror a new Corm or political ur~. 

At the same time it left untouched all its mechaillsms and 
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ditl nut rid or.e !;int;lc rcprcscnt:~.th·e o! the old coul'~c oi hi!= 
m&nd.:.te 11s deputy nor of hi!; place as a mcmher o! thl' rentr;~t 
committee of the communist part}. The ptOJ:ressi\·c.;;: and the con· 
servativcs made a temr,nrary compromise which mu!>l s~on fall 
11part, because It is impos~iblc to conlinuC' in the dema;:oglc !>Carch 
of the offenders in the verson or the prosecutor Urvalck nnd such 
like, who are linked by ab.;;urd bon~s with thei_r own victims. 

The personnel cxcharigl! of communl.r.ts in Jearling pol'itions Is 
Clni~hed. Non-party members tould not t.avc their s:~y in this 
m:1tter, alth~ugh the .GD\'Crnmenl also want~> to be their ~1)\'t>rn· 
ment. ]( you w::mt to hear Our \'Dice, then extend the ;:rwernmenl 
by the revresentath·cs of six million· adults-non.parly members. 
We have just as good candidates as those nominated by the com· 
munist party tmd perhaps even better ones. 

• • • 
BESIDES personnel changes thc>rc were alSQ a number· of 

fundamental structural changes, whtch arc much more significant 
guarantees or democracy than .the new .persons: . · 

1. an actual, 11lthough not legal frt!edom of pres.s and a limited 
application of other freedoms, mainly tho freedom of 
assembly. 

2. a spontaneous wave of political demands, dominAnt among 
which Is· the demand tor rchabilltallon of political victims. 

a. the coming into existence ·or the rirst associations, dlsclission 
clulis or bodies of existing Institutions, wbere Ips:> facto an 
alternative or the exi.itlng policy is being created. 

'l'he value of these 'structural · chatlgcs Is exreedingly high, 
but it mi.Jsl .be expected thnt pressure will be directed against 
them In the sense of their gradunl Jimitation and re,;!ulatlon. ·we 
must, therefore, develop our civil rights, energetically and con­
scientiously, without demagoJ!Y against the communists, but un)'ield· 
ingly, quickly, in the masses or the non-party members, hie· et auno, 
here and now. 

Besides these two types or changes one fJhould .:~lso uotc tliosc 
changes that did not take place. Besides people, nothing has so 
far been cbo.ngcd in thE." mechanism or totalitarian dictatorship and 
Us heritage. Intelllgcot and able polllldans at the head of a 
monopoly apparatw of powtr are much more dangerous than 
simple dads, who arc not even able to ehc.ose for this coup d'etat 
able gent!rats. 

The political structure did not change. The NaUonal Front 
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is ~ing artlriclally rel·ivcd only for the old z:ame In continue in 
it. J( anybody today rcrrr:tellb li1e n:~tion then, it is not the 
old political parties. which reprcst>nt only institution:~lizcd coJla . 
bornUon. The ideas of the Nation:~! F1ont e.~~:pre.~sing wid~r.·above. 
party Interest is not foreign to us, but we must openly admit that 
In tht>lr present !orm the non.communi~t parties and organilations 
rcpres£'nt all kinds ol 1hings, C!!lly not the natilm, ideas or 
democa·acy. · · 

mE MODEr. of democratic compclition for power is ntil idea!, 
but it is the best that exists today, In the history of J!Dlitical theory 
JJDd in the consututions of states, lheorctlcally better mechanisms 
of the cxccutlon of power have been proposed m:my times. They 
were either not put Into practi"e, ()r they collapsed into worse 
systems cndangerln~ hurnan freedom much mor~ than t!\(! Imper­
fect, vulnerable, but fun~.:tionlng democracy; We welcome and want 
to have a better democr:tcy lh:tn the Western kind hut we do not 
want a worSe democracy and on this we firmly stand. 

· The contemporary state of the poiJUcal liCe in Czcchoslo\·akla 
requires a healthy opposition 'to. the communist programme. Not 
:an antl-communJ ... t Plrty, which would have Its niru In tbc change 
of the economic relations anrf tbe lola! re-orientation c:r lhc statt", 
hut_a pollhcal party or parties whkh would ~h'h•e !or the pos.~ibi!Jty 
to rule together lmd In partnership wllh the communl.sts us the 
rl.;htful repn!.;e:ntnth•es or the electoi-atc. 

1C the communids nrc really Cor l.be frel.!dom of a!;scmb!y then 
the)' must arfmit that even within the limit.; or the prf'sent cOn· 
stitulion C\'ery party, which Is in agreement with the Declaration 
of Hurman Rfghls, has its rlght to existence. F"'r us thr question can 
therdore not arrse whether it is permls.;iblc to found such a 
political organbation, but only the question whether to found U, 
when to found It, ond with whom and wlth what procrammt". We 
want to pai-tlcipate In the life <l( the political Institutions or tbfs 
country. We shall consider which Is th•! best road, and whether 
the question of an njltlnsltion is expedient Realistic political opposi­
tion can al.-o exist withOut these orcanltationsl lorm:i and can 
appear elc-rncntally as an cxll·a·parliamentary opposition, as a 
sludrnts' mo\'cmcnt or in :my othrr form, 

Regardless of temporary compllcati,')OS lhD.l will he quickly 
solverl under th~ cnr.dltlons or an open exchan~e of opinions and 
points of \'il.!w, the movcmcr.t of clubs or committed nou-party 
members is arl.slnc a.> nn C){.:Oeedinglv slg11iticant phenomenon. 'l'he 
clubs are already today a political plutrorm and represent by their 
14 
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different points of ~·icw a realistic political force--an "opposition." 
The dubs of commilterl non.party members must be cxlended and 
linked so as to support by lhei:- polarization ot opinions the natur:al 
tendency towards the origin of new political parties, 

Regardless or the origin Or other panics-to be more precise, 
re.qarcllc!ls of the C:acl whether they will be permitted-the clubs 
hlve today Dlrendy greal possibilities. They can become R plaUorm 

. of polilical thinking and stimuli for public activity which In il.'ielf 
is 11.1ore important than the elections themseh·es. · 

PERSPECTIVE OF THE CLl'B 
'fhe main questiOn of the second phase or the democratization 

rroccss are the elections. which must he secret with Independent 
candidates and !lcparate lists of candidates if the dcmocratizallon 
process IS nc~t to become a swindle In the very bud. The nomination 
of lndt•pcndcnt caildidates. proposed by ·non.pollllcal organb.ations, 
e.g. the clubs of non·party members, must be legalized In the 
election law. 

The way the eiectlons wlll be held and the wording of the 
election Jaw ate the most importnnt questions of this t;pring. 

We can have a president and a government !on.'<.d on us, but 
we will no! h&\'C the election Jaw, the rules or the democratic game 
forced ou us. The clubs shl'!uld openly state that they want to 
have a realistic lnCiuence In the nomination of candidates on the 
course or the elections, that they want tu put up independent 
depUties. We sh'all not vote for anyone who was a deputy in the 
present NntiOnal Assembly. Not for anyone without any elCcepUon, 

Al present the clubs associate various political opinions of 
non-party members. They at the same time represcmt the basis for 
the activity of non-party members In special Interest organizations, 
mainly the trade unions, and the )o'outh movement. So far we can 
as yet not· foresee the organizational form ot the clubs and their 
future nl!cessary politically mure precise shape. • • • 

WE SHOULD soon .•ubmlt to the broader public. a certain 
political conception, wHh a kind of minimum programme uf civil 
freedoms in CzechoshJ\'akia. It Is not necessar)' to put forward 
the mo~t radical demands, but to pledge ounl':lves, the non-party 
member candidate:< and the future prospective .represcnhtlve!' of 
state power to fulfill the principal demands on the basis oC which 
we are willing to .o;upport certain deputiell, 
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Club" of non-party members should quickly_ arise in mass 
or~:ani1ations, · unions of artists, and shoulct guarantee the basic 
pwsramme of human rights. H democratization meat•s the nor­
m~litation of condition;; leading towards dcmnc:rac)', then nothing 
can stand in the woy of this activity. I openly state that we are 
not enemies of communism, that we will have nothing to do with 
the policy of anli-rommunl:;m. We are fully respon~lble, adult, 
politic:ally thinking citizens of n sorlalist country, who have out­
grown the tutelage or the police-bureaucratic regime. afill wan~ 
frccrlom and sorialism. 

We. arc .striving for a parliamentary opposition as an alternative 
of the pn•sent _execution of slate power, because we fear that nn. 
extra-parliamentary opposition would be much more dangerous. 
It the political activity of the people will not be purposefully 
Included in· the creation of the socl31fst democracy, then it will 
ncces.sarlly take unto ltselC much.- more problemAtic forms, which 
it will be ditrlcult to stop and which could endanger also the state 
and both its nations. 

We know from an old fairy tale that the wolC had l1is voice 
changed to b11 aille to get at the Jambs. We know the voice of the 
wolves, the voice that was just as daJJgerous for communists as 
for,non.party members. We shall not open the ·door, when he will. 
try to convince us with a changed voice, because only fairy tales 
have a hai)py end. We do not, a priori, mistrust the communist, but 
In ansWer to any gentleman whose voice is breaking we clearly 
an.swer no. 

The victory of little David over the giant Goliath is a myth · 
A reality on the other hand are the destendants of the people· 
whom Hitler's fascist dictatorship burnt!d In millions In the ga~ 
chambers of the concentration camps, the young Israelis who 
tell us: 
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Never again like sheep ! Never agala Uke sheep ! 

-Ivan Svitak 
Prague, April 18, 1968 
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iizechosiovak Ghaiienge­
Spring 1968 

The last day of March saw the emergence of an 
organization unique in the. entire East Europea.n 
bloc: thousands of people participated in the found­
ing of "K 231", associating former political prison­
ers of ,the present Communist regime, (K for club, 
?.31 denoting the law under which political enemies 
used to be sentenced to excessive penalties). 

AlSo, an . association calling its-.lf "Club of the 
Engaged :!Jon-Party Members'' was founded for 
the purpose of uniting people not organized in any 
of the existing politic~! parties. The Ministry of the 
Interior, responsible for authorizing new organiza­
tions refused to issue any license for any of these 
associations. The Communist Party refused to rec­
ognize any political , grouping except the existing 
ones. The debates on this question, howevei·, divided 
party members. 

Young students and workers flocked to public 
gatherings at which high ranking party officials 
answered more questions which a few mouths be­
fore were frowned upon or prohibited altogether. 
There was a feeling of the bb"lh of democracy. 
On March 4, the presidium of the Communist Party 

•. had abolished its 1964 •resolution which llad lntro. 
duced sterner censorship measures. Since then 
Czechoslovakia has practically no censorship. 

This freedom-"let a hundred flowers blossom"­
became a thorn In the sides of Polish, Soviet and 
18 
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East German Communists. Despite this and despite 
repeated attacks from some party quarters taken 
over by higher officials of the party apparatus, no 
restrictions were reimposed. Any regulation or party 
resolution containing restrictive measures, any or .. 
ficial pronouncement that failed to respect the 
newly-won freedoms came under attack in the· press 
and/ or radio. Televil;ion was. suddenly discovered 
to be of immense power if any· personality or idea 
was to get a wide hearing. Thus politics got "dem­
ocratized" anew after 20 _years. 

This first act of the democratization process drew 
slowly to a close without as yet exerting a ~cal 
impact on life in Czechoslovakia. The changes 
seemed all to be merely at the top. At the. beginning 
of April, the presidium of the Central Committee 
was newly elected, the National Front--comprising 
every existing political party an.d "social organiza­
tion"-got a new chairman, Alexander Dubcek, who 
seemed to· bring some fresh ideas about the co­
operation between Communists and non-Commun­
ists; a new government was formed, the National 
Assembly chose a new chairman, the . Supreme 
Court had a new president. Although these changes 
were only on the surface, they did seem to give 

· people the assurance that the t:ulmg party was 
actually throwing away both old methods and the 
people associated with these methods. Dubcek and 
many minor officials after him took every oppor­
tunity to stress the merits of the lower level 
officials. 

Through the maze of speeches what could he seen 
clearly enough was the concern of the apparatus 
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that it be kept intact against the assaults of men 
like the philosopher Svitak and those who signed 
manifestoes like the "2,000 Words.'' In the case of 
the "2,000 Words" - a later development - the 
chorus of criticism from the Czech Communist 
Party was joined by qnite vicious attacks by the 
leaders of the Russian, East German and Polish 
Communist Parti~s, wl)o were beginning to issue 
ominous· warnings about how 11 COunter~revolution­
ary" clements were tbraatening "the socialist 
achievements." 

What aroused their ire were these words: "We 
can assure the government that we will back II, 
If necessary, even with· weapolls, as loug as the 
government does what we gave it the mandate to 
do." In the case o! Ivan Svitak, who is a lecturer 
in philosophy at the Charles University and Is at­
tempting to establish· a relationship not only with 
rebellious ·students but directly with miners, it was 
his description of the Czechoslovak system as one 

· of "totalitarian dictatorship" that aroused them. 

The greatest aclde1'ement of the Czechoslovak 
experiment in democratization, however, is that for 
the first time In 20 years (actually 40 years if you 
consider the theoretical void since the death of 
Lenin) 1\larxlsts are debating fundamental questions 
openly. Here is how Professor Svitak expressed it: 

"Workers and intellectuals have a common enemy 
- the bureaucratic dictatorship of the apparatus 
• • • And it is for this reason that In the Interests 
of socialist democracy we have to strengthen the 
unity of those working with their hands and those 
20-
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1vho work with their brains against the apparatus of 
the elite which has· been, is, and remains the main 
obstacle in the unique experiment of our nation with 
socialist democracy.'' 

. "There i3 a real dtmger that workers' sill· 
management can become camouflage for the 
manipulation of the workers· by the manage­
ment. Our own ezperietace has shown this 
(for example, what became of the unions I) 
as well as the experience of Yugoslavia and 
Poland. In order to prevent this from hap­
pening here, thought must be given right now 
not only to forms of workers' .self·numagc­
ment but .•aL•o· to form.• of worlcers' self­
defense,, 

Zybnek Fiser, In Nova Svoboda, 
. . June, 1968 

"Projouitd thoughts arise only in debate, 
with a possibility of counterargument, only 
Whetl there is a posslbili!y of expressing not 
only correct but also dubious ideas." 

-J?of. Andrei D. Sakharov, 
In 11Thoughts About Progress, 

Peaceful Co-existence and 
Intelleelual Froedom" 
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Prelude to Spring 
The prelude to the spring events actually began 

the year before. First, the economic conditions were 
very grave and there was all sort of talk in the 
ruling· circles about the rieed for "economic reform." 
Then, the Writers' Congress,. in June, 1967 came out 
with a cry .for freedom. This reflected, not only 
their position, but the restlessness In the whole 
country among all strata of the population. Finally 
came the student demonstrations in the autumn, and 
the attacks on them brought home to every citizen 
an acute awareness of the Stalinist tinge of the 
Novotny clique. The scene .was set for .the meeting 
of the Party Central ·Committee, in October, 1967, 
to consider "the position and role of the party." 

· The economic and social crisis affected deeply 
the party as well. Wide-spread passivity of its rank 
and file l)ad been a long-standing concern, very 

·often mentioned in party newspapers. An under. · 
current of dissatisfaction and criticism of the dis­
crepancy between hollow claptrap of par!)' officials 
and the reality was growing ever stronger. 

At first sight the outcome of the October session 
seemed to be no more than one other lengthy docu­
ment reaffirming the leading role of the Party. How­
ever, it was at this session that a point was made on 
a significant question which helps to illuminate the 
internal crisis of the Communist Party: Alexander 
Dubcek - who was to become First Secretary of 
the Party alter January, ·1968, the first Slovak to 
hold this crucial post - had come forward with a 
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strong criticism of the Party "solution" of the 
national question which Lenin had considered 
critical. 

The clash of Dubcek with Novotny, the previous 
·and long-standing. First Secretary of the Party, was 
at first not altogether clear, especially since the 
October, 1967 session had to be broken off to ceJe. 
brate the anniversary of the October Revoiution 
which involved Novotny's going to Moscow. He 
promised, however, to allow the work of the ·"cen. 
tral authorities, above all of .the government" to he 

· analyzed at the next session to be called in Decem; 
ber. · · 

The presidium of the Central Committee that 
had to prepare the plenary session was called as 
late as December 11, just before this session had 
to begin. The clash with Novotny· continued, the 
presidium being unable to unite on a proposal to be 
presented to the plenum. Some of its members 
pressed for the functions of the president of ·the 
republic and the party's first secretary to be separ­
ated. (NOVQtny combined both of them in hls 
hands.) At the plenary session Novotny's report.on 
a ·new division of governmental responsibilities was · 
rejected. This was something unheard of, It had 
never happened before and was ·a clear· sign of mls. 
trust towards the most powerful man in party and 
state. 

After stormy debates, some echo of whlch came 
to the knowledge of a wider public, individual mem­
bers of the presidium as well as Central Committee 
secretaries, :were called upon to report on their per· 
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sonal views. This quite unusuai procedure made 
it impossible for them to hide behind a collectively 
accepted "resolution" and to ponder over their 
standpoint. The discussions dragged on too long 
for the sessions to end before Christmas and every· 
one was happy to agree to a woman member's 
proposal to break up and come again at the beginn­
ing of· January, 1968. 

The December plenum decided to constitute a 
consultative group that .had to propose to the Jan­
uary session - in agreement with the presidium -
how to solve the "cumulation of the highest func­
tions" and, if need be, to put forward an alterna· · 
tive proposal as to who should be the first secretary. 
Two problems came into play here. The first was, of 
course, the · economic crisis. The second was the . 
national question .. 

· . The authoritarian regime bad proved Incapable 
of dealing with the economic crisis that had broken 
out as far back as 1963 whim national production 

. decreased and economic growth stagnated. A few. 
figures for illustration: One crown of national In· 
come between 1956-1960 to two-and·a'half crowns of 
investments; during 1960·1965 the proportion rose 
to one crown to nine-and-a-half crowns. In 1938, a flat 
could have been bought for 1392 work hours, In 1964, 
for 1720 hours. While agricultural production In 
Western Europe increased roughly by half between 
1961 and 1963, Czechoslovak agriculture reached 
only its pre·war level at tbls period. 

Some half-hearted attempts were made at "in· 
dustrial reorganization," but these \Nre insufficient 
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to stop the downward trend of the economy. By 
1967 the economist:;' cfP.mands for decentralization 
and the extreme political centralization exploded 
into the open. Still, some of the members of the 
presidium hesitated to stand up against Novotny. 
A few of them were linked to him by yeal's of their 
"common" rule. And none of them had a dear con· 
cept of what was to be done if Novotny were over. 
thrown. The older among them who had been party 
members since before the war had spent their lives 
in serving the idea of Stalinism. They were unable 
to develop any new idea: they might have sensed 
the need for a change, even a profound change, 
above all in the economy-but as subsequent events 
were to demonstrate, they simply could not folJ.QW 
the January developments once the latter quickened 
their pace. 

Novotny had doubtless his own thoughts on the 
intended .changes. During the days of the January 

·sesSion, People's Militia - special armed workers• 
, units consisting entirely of Communists, with a 
tradition of dogmatic membership very loyal to 
the party - bad maneuvers in Prague and around 
the capital where some extra police units were con· 
centrated ns well. Also, the most loyal follower of 
Novotny in the army· command, General Sejna, 
tried to convince a group of officers o~ their duty to 
stand up against the intenued change in the person 
of the first secretary - but the letter they sent 
came just one hour after the election had taken 
place. 

Nor was there any consolation for Novotny in 
the visit of Brezhnev whom he had invited as early 
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as December, 1967. The Russian might later have 
felt very grieved for his earlier non-intervention, 
but by then the situation had changed more than 
all three of them, Brezhnev, Novotny and Dubcek, 
could have foreseen. · 

Now the second sequel of the December session 
followed, beginning with J;muary 3. After three days 
of heated debates, with a great part of the Central 
Committee members rather hesitating and unde; 
cided for a long time. a majority of the Central 
Committee supported not only ihe proposal of the 
presidium to separate the functions of the first sec­
retary and head of state but also elected four new 
members or the presidium, three of ·which at least 
belonged to those who had criticized Novotny since 
Autumn, 1967. The resolution approved on Janual'y 
5 and published together with a short communique 
on January 6, still linked Novotny's "personality" 
with important successes of socialist construction. 

The attempt to paper over the differences .be. 
Lween the "economic reformers" and' the "majority . 
of tlie Central Committee· could not, however, hide 
the clash between Dubcek and Novotny on the nat­
ional question, which had become one of the central 
issues in dispute between the two Communist lead­
ers. In order to fully understand what is involved, 
we must here roll the film of history backwards to 
the puriod between the. end of the Second World 
War and the Communist take-over in Czechoslovakia 
ln 1948. (For space considerations we must omit the 
question of other national minorities such as the 
Ukranians, Hungarians and Germans). 
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A Short Pre-History 

1. 1944-1948 
The Slovaks, for centuries oppressed ·and ex­

ploited by the Hungarian gentry, remained the least 
developed part of the Czechoslovak Republic, es­
tablished in 1918. What made things still worse was 
the theory that there was but a single "Czechoslo· 
vak".nation, In spite of all evidence to the contrary, 
the "theory" kept maintaining that the Czechs and 
the Slovaks were not two different nations. 

What· may seem a play on words is, unfortun. 
ately, for Czechoslovakia and its working class, a , 

·vital question; denying the Slovaks their own nation. 
ality meant denying their self·determinatlon. To· 
gether with the depression that hit Slovakia in ·the. 
thirties far harder than the rest of the country, a 
strong nationalist movement d~veloped there, en­
tered into agreement with Hiller, thus helping to 
destroy Czechoslovakia in 1938. Whereas the western, 
parts of Czechoslovakia became' a German "pro· 
tectorate," Slovakia emerged as a "free state" 
allied with Germany, 

Though prospering relatively, the majority of the 
Slovaks detested the Nazis and after Hitler's assault 
on Soviet Russia, when the Slovak government sent 
its troops to help the Germans on the eastern 
lront, the anti·German feeling came to a head, 
In collaboration with other national antl·German 
elements, the Slovak Communist Party organized 
a broad political union on the eve of 1943, and 

27 

3966 

/ 
I 

·. 

... 



· counting on Soviet help and cooperation once the 
Red Army stood on Slovak borders, prepared an 
armed uprising. J,ct's note that most of the Slovak 
troops that were to fight along with the Germans 
crossed to the Soviets and became part of the 
Czechoslovak armed units !lgbtiJig with the Red 
Army. 

The uprising broke out in August, 1944. The Red 
Army helped as little as possible, for the Soviets 
had their own military plans. Thus, the uprising, 
in spite of heroic battle, was crushed. It is against 
this tragic background that one must see the hero­
ism also of the Prague uprising in May, 1945. 

Few in the world outside of Czechoslovakia know 
of either. uprising and fewer still understand them. 
<rhere are those who are all too ready to speak 
about the ease with which the Communists were able 
to take over in 1948, claiming that it proves the 
"passivity" of the "?"orking clas-s in accepting Com· 
munist leadership in Slovakia in 1944 and iri Prague 
in 1945. What they forget is that. it was the Nazis,. 
not' the Communists, who held state power during 
the War; th~t the si1: years of Nazi occupation and 
terror bad been preceded liy a disasterous depres· 
sion, caused by private capitalism not Communism;· 
and· that the Communists, once the Nazis. invaded 
Soviet Russia, became the most militant resistance 
fighters. 

It is true that; despite tiie fact that the proletar­
iat played the leading role in the 1945 uprising, the 
workers let control slip from their hands, that the 
.trade union organizations as well as the political 
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ones came under the rule of the appartchikl and 
were at no time subject to control from below. 
Moreover, the Communists promptly created an 

. amalgam of bureaucracies: State capitalism, or what 
the Communists were pleased to call "a mixed 
economy," was established and established from 
above. 

One important outcome of the 1944 uprising was 
the resolution of th·e Slovak political parties to unite 
with the Czechs and to build a common state again 
as soon as Germany was defeated. The only condi. 
tlon was to be an autonomy for Slovakia. This was 
solemnly promised In the first Czechoslovak post· 
war government declaration issued In the East Slov­
akian town of Kosice in April, 1945. Though it met 
with some resistance on the part of the adherents 
of the idea of a "Czechoslovak" Nation, the agree· 
ment was being carried out. 

The political system of Czechoslovakia between· 
1945 and 1948 was that of a bourgeois democracy 
with civil liberties rather strictly observed and 
political parties united in a National Front. The 
Communists smashed it as soon as they took over: 

·they made other parties mere puppets, first by purg. 
ing them of "reactionary" elements, and then se­
verely. restricting their membership. 

The Social Democratic Party that eouid have 
become the only contender of the Communists for 
the working class vote, preferred fusion with the 
Communist Party in June,· 1948 by the very leader­
ship that had closely cooperated with the Commun­
ists long before 1948; indeed, just as soon as the 
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Communists showed they could control stale power. 
After the fusion the only political organizations aJ. 
lowed to exist in factories and in offices were the 
Communist cells. The trade unions that ·united in 
the Revolutionary Trade Union Movement in 1945 
were then made a tool of the party. A consequence 
of this monolithic domination was that il became 
impossible for any genuine workers' leader to aP· 

. pear during twenty years of the Communist reign. 

Needless to say, the behavior of tile Communists 
was _a perversion of Marxism, both in the politi~nl 
field and in the establishment of its command in 
the economy. It was not the means of production 
that wer" expropriated from the bourgeoisie in 1945, 
but only the so-called key industries. The bour· 
gcoisie that collapsed was not removed bul was 
driven inlo the position of a· petty-bourgeoisie. The 
power and positions of the latter rose accordingly. 
It increased also by the recolonization of the border 
districts from where the Germans were expelled lo 
Germany; by the land reform that made the rural 
proletariat petty-bourgeois as well; and by price· 
in~reases of stocked goods which overnight added 
to the shopkeepers' wealth. Between 1945 and 1948, 
the reins of the economic. power which the bourge­
oisie lost, fell to the civil service apparatus, ·one 
more bureaucracy. 
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2. AFTER 1948 
After the February coup of 1948, the civil service 

bureaucracy, soon "purged" by the party and re· 
filled from. the party ranks, fused with the Com­
munist Party apparatus. This amalgamation became 
the backbone of the Communist Party. In the· short 
period between 19·15 and 1948, the Communists based 

·their public· policy on the record of their resistance · 
against the Nazis, their large intellectual following 
and stressed friendship to the Russian liberators. 
They· presented the program for the first CzechO· 
slovak post-war government. Gottwald, the chairman 
of the Communist Party, summed up hls party pol· 
icy 1D the Immediate post-war period in the slogan 
"No Soviets, no socialization'." 

Naturally, this could easily be agreed upon also . 
by other, even non-socialist parties. A mixed econ­
omy was established and a kind of planning was 
introduced. Full employment, achieved soon after 
the ·economy recovered from the worst war losses, 
prevented misery on a massive scale. 

In this mixed economy it was the biggest trusts 
~ in spite of their nationalization - which could 
retain their significant role and bear upon the econ­
omic policy. After the Communist take-over, this 
tendency gained strength since the Communist 
planning put an ever-increasing empha•is on the 
production of production means. One of the argu. 
ments put forward at the time - quite plausible 
at first sight- was the stepping up of the cold war, 
embargo on goods for Czechoslovakia and the soc-
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ialist bloc, as well as the need for strengthening 
relations with the U.S.S.R. 

Stalin's pressure for shipments of final products, 
above all of the engineering industry, met the 
unecds" of Czechoslovak steel arid iron industry and 
heavy engineering. The basis of the vicious circle 
of Czcchosolovak economy can be found here. Be· 
sides, these tendencies were intensified by a planning 
system since 1952 copied from Soviet example. An 
advanced industrial country, Czechoslovakia was . · 
gradually falling behind both in industry and agri­
culture and Increasing production for the sake of 
production, 

For the first few years, the immense waves of 
·investment seemed to bring growing welfare. Social 
security, so dear to the generation which nad in 
mind the dreadful years of unemployment, was as­
sured. Living standards rose partly-not by rising 
wages, however, which were far less than in tbe 
neighboring ·capitalist states of Austria and Western 
Germany, but by rmploying more members of the 
same family. · 

· Under this surface, economic· problems and con­
tradictions accumulated and moral disintegration set 
in. Czechoslovak society as it has emerged from 
the war had a strong sense of national values, since 
solidarity had been a weapon against the Nazis. 
Soon after the February coup, however, leading 
Communists in Prague, helped by some Slovak 
Communists planted in the offices of the Slovak 
party branch, ousted the resistance leaders, accus­
Ing them of "bourgeois nationalism". The constitu-
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tion of 1960 then sealed the fate of Slovakia, making 
it a mere province of the central government what­
ever might have been the outward signs of auton­
omy. Novotny only made things worse by openly 

q offending the Slovaks during his visits to Slovakia 
as head of state. 

The Communists pretended to give the working 
class a leading role and systematically denigrated 
all other social groups. The contradictions between 
demagogical, pompous words and the oft-repeated 
but never fulfilled promises, the contradiction be­
tween· the rosy picture of would·be socialism nnd 
the drab and ever·worsening reality of day-to.day 
life led to a deep seated scepticism and distrust 
towards ''intellectuals". A very special role in the 
corrosion of moral values was played by the trials. 

The first of them took place at the beginning of 
June, 195.0. In the dock stood the woman, M .. P. 
Horakova, a former socialist, with twelve co-defend, 
ants. Horakova and three others were' sentenced to 
death. Included was Z. Malandra; eminent Marxist, 
whose actual ''guilt" was that he had strongly op­
posed the Moscow f1•ame-up trials. The biggest of 
these frame-up trials-prepared with the assistance 
of Soviet "specialists"-was that of Rudolf Slansky 
(former Communist Party secretary general) in No­
vember, 1952. Eleven of the fourteen accused were 
executed. 

In the two-month period between January 1 and 
March-1, 1951, recent research points out there were 
391 public trials in Bohemia alone. Of these cases, 
14.8 percent concerned charges oi "anti-state" activ-
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ities, 27 percent ~~economic criminal offenses,.,. 
Workers represented 39.1 percent of the defendants. 

At ihe same time, the pa,·ty forced tens of thou­
sands o£ 11White-collars" - artisans, shop keepers 
and ·what they called "bourgeois elements"--to go 
into· production. A single campaign in 1951 was or­
ganized under the. slogan of "77,000"; ·it took that 
many to replace those driven to the pJants. The 
pretense that the Slansky trial was needed to. stop 
"the nationalistic road" was belied, by-lhe frame-up 
character of the trials not only against the leaders, 
but above all againstthe thousands of workers. 

· It was all part and parcel of what. has since 
become known, during de-Stalinization, as "the 
crimes of Stalin." Fraudulent lies and vulgar insults 
spread wildly, were accompanied by hate campaigns 
with a strong pogromistic flavor. Far from clearing 
the road, as the OfficiAlS then clafm.ed, for "history­
making social layers" '- resistance members, sold­
iers who had fought abroad during the war, the 
proletariat- 'the distinctly anti-Semitic line pursued 
in connection with Slansky's trial and the terror in 
the country, reached its height for ali layers of the 
population in that period. 

3R 

"Marxism is a program of human free· 
dom, and if it is not this it is not Mar;;;ism.11 

-Ivan Svitak, In Socialist Humanism, 1965 
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Poinif Counterpoint: 
Back io the Main Drama 

The irony of the situation in 1967-68, as the "ec­
pnomic reformers" and those who· were fighting for 
a certain amount of self-determination for Slovakia 
were continuing their behind-the-scenes struggle, 
was the coincidence that it was triggered by the anti­
Semitism which flowed from the Communist position 
during_ the Arab-Israeli War. The rebelliousness at 
the Writers' Congress in June '1967 and the totally 
different debate in the Central Committee of the 
Party in October which was climaxed .. by the re~ 
placement of Novotny by Dubcek, suddenly seemed 
to be related not to a mere personality fight be­
tween top Communists. Instead, people rightly felt 
that this held special importance for everyone. 
Somehow, everyone felt that t!1e change inperson­
alities did signify a change in the operation of the · 
system itself. A change in the composition of the 
presidium, quite surprisingly, put emphasis on the 
concept of "derriocratization". 

The lack of information was strongly criticized 
even afterwards. As a continuation of the old policy 
of not telling the membership the whole truth, the 
inauguration ·of a new policy of democratization 
seemed rather ominous. It was as much one of the 
convincing proofs of the power of the conservatives, 
as the men around Novotny came to be known, as 
it was·a proof of the same attitude towards "lower" 
levels of member.;hip both on the part of the old 
clique and new guard. It was a first confirmation 
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that the January changes were no experiment -
as deeply as these might cut - but simply a change 
within the system. 

The one Important new phenomenon emerging in 
consequence was, however, the creation of a real 
public opinion. Press, radio and television seized 
the opportunity offered by the dismissal of their · 
enemy, Novotny, and began to pound at particular 
'features of tbc "previous" system. It. took some 
time before the new leadership grasped the signifi· 
cance of these allies. For it was only with the assis­
tance of the mass communications that tbe crack 
opened in January widened Into a real breach. Their 
newly won freedom to report, their "daring" atti­
tudes to controversial points of domestic policy got 
the public at large Into a moo·d of expectant impa­
tience and sustained an atmosphere of dissatisfac-. 
!ion with the old methods and ways: 

Gradually citizens began to understand that the 
change at the top might really mean more this time. 
It was not until the end of the month, however, that 
one of the new men who had been very instrumental 
in the fall of Novotny, Josef Smrkovsky, published a 
letter called "What is at Stake· Today?" in the trade 
union paper and stressed democratic principles· as 
the basis of decisions. 

At the end of January, Dubcek, up to then also 
first secretary of the Slovak branch of the Commun­
ist party, ceded Ibis post to Vasil Bilak. The latter 
had no clear "democratic" record and his advance 
was taken as a sigr. that in Slovakia the "democra­
tization process" was not to become eveD as "radi· 
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• cal" as in the western parts of the state. Only two 
or three of the most prominent representatives of 
the Novotny regime were changed in the Slovak 
capital. Not only were new men emerging in com­
mand posts there very slowly but some of the new· 
comers soon proved to have attitudes hardly dis. 
tinguisliable from those of their predecessors, 
merely shielding themselves with th~ magic word 
"federalization", i.e. federal status for autonomous Slovakia. 

Indeed, at' the Congress of Agricultural Coopera­
tives thitt met on February 1, Dubcek stressed the 
limitatimis of the changes. "We do not change the 
general linn, neither of the domestic nor in foreign 
policy, The starting base of a more rapid socialist 
development lies . in the field of politics. in the 
development of socialist democracy . . . we have 
to make more room for the activities of all social grOups of our Sc;Jciety." 

Neverth~less, further personnel changes began to 
indicate some new developments: Mamula, the al­
mighty head of the 8th department of the Com. 
munist Party Cen!ral Committee (to which army, 
security forces and intelligence services were sub­
ordinated) was replaced by the head of the army's 
political administraiion, Lt. General Prchlik. Mam. 
ula was one of tile most faithful followers of Novotny 
and almost as great an evil-doer as his master him. self. 

The second strong man pushed out of his post 
was Jiri Hendrych, for years the ruler of the 
ideological section of the party regimenting arts 
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and literature. His furious banging at the rebellious 
writers at their 1967 congress brought him into 
special disrepute at this lime. 

In the presence of Communist leaders of the 
neighboring 41SOcialist" countries, assembled at the 
occasion of the 20th anniversary of the February 
coup, Dubcek stressed the wish of the workers and 
peasants: Hby decisive ·actions to indeed radically 
change the state of affairs." "The discussion dur~ · 
ing our drawn-out sessions in December and Jan .. 
uary, for which we hardly could find any similarity 
in the last 20-30 years," _he continued, "touched on 
every essential issue of our party's · policy., -

At this time the movement of hope seemed to 
be in full swing. Letters were pouring into the ne\vs­
paper offices as well as to radio and . television 
networks as the 'public gra.sped genuine democracy. 
At about the same lime the president of .the Union 
of FiShters against Fascism, which united resis· 
tance members and survivors of Nazi concentration 
camps, put out the winged·word of "rehabilitation." 

· As far as resistance fighters alone were concerned, 
there were 40·50,000 men afflicted with unjust meas­
ures during the fifties, he estimated, and asked for 
an act rehabilitating these people as well as other 
victims of repressions and discrhninatlons. 

The populnr rage, roused every day by some 
fresh revelation of the· crimes perpetrated in a Nazi­
like style during the Novotny era, was climaxed ·in 
the first days of March by the Sejna affair. • Since 
Sejna had been a close friend of the president's son, 
and an intimate of the head of the state himself, 
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Novotny. was rightly seen as the embodiment of all 
evils of the preceeding period. He belonged to the 
top hierarchy ever since 1951. By March 8, Commun. 
ists from the Army GHQ demanded that all accomp • 
!ices and protectors of Sejna, including the president 
of the republic and Mamula, be called to account. 
To the surprise of !he Central Committee, the cam­
paign against· Novotny was ·so strong throughout 
the country that it led. to his resignation on March 
21 and to the election of General Svoboda for presi· 
dent on Mar.ch 30. •• 

• This General's secretary of the head committee 
of the party organization at the Ministry ot Defense 
- and, as such, independent (sic) of the Minister 
himself and subordinated to the Btb department <if 
the Central Committee-and head of the Minister's 
secretariat, was involved in a swindle. But, due to 
the connivance of civil and military investigation 
officers as well. as members of the presidium of the 
national· assembly, he was able to flee with his son 
and mistress. The details of the ·affair known so far 
reminds one of "the good times" of any bourgeois 
society. 

•• Svoboda had organized the Czechoslovak army 
in exile In the U.S.S.R. and had been something of 
a popular hero since his victorious return in 1945. 
As Minister of Defense, his support of the Commun­
ist coup in 1948 had been one of the main condi­
tions of Its success. Dismissed soon afterwards, he 
was sent to an agricultural cooperative as account­
ant clerk and was also otherwise a victim of the 
regime. 
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The manner of the election was, however, fresh 
proof that the old practices were continuing. The 
problem, in this case, was that, though a majority 
of the public approved of it, the candidate was im. 
posed on the country, since no other candidate was 
put forward, and the preparations and the pro· 
cedure were all carried through in a single week. 

The dramatic March· developments "(ould not be 
stilled by this concession. 'l'he cry for the represen­
tatives of the old order to leave the scene became 
so ·loud and was supported by mass communica. 
lions to such an extent that heads began to fall at 
last: on March 12, the chairman of. the Trade Union 
Congress resigned, the National Assembly gave a 
vote of no confidence both to the Minister of Interior 
and Prosecutor-General. Also, throughout February . 
and March the Prt3sure for postponing the general. 
election due to take place in. May, grew and found 
some suppt•rt at the party district conferences so 
that the presidium of the Communist Party Central 
Committee "recommended" at the end of March to 
postpone the election to the end of June. 

On April 5, the first day of its session, the Cen­
tral Committee of the Communist Party accepted an 
Action Program. On 27 closely printed pages -'- in 
chapters called: Czechoslovakia's Road to Socialism; 
For the Development of Socialist Democracy; For a 
New System of Political Management of Society; 
National Economy and Living Standards; Develop­
ment of Sclence, Education and Culture-it presents 
a program the Communist Party has not known for 
many decades. The program proclaims that: "The 
party cannot enfore its authority, but has to obtain 42" ····· . 
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" ... any large scale strike action cannqt 
but transform itself into political conflict with 
tile bureaucracy. For the working -class, it 
is the only way to change its situation. Today, 
at a time when the system is going through 
a general crisis, the interest of the WOTking 
class lies in revolution; the overthrow of the 
.bJLrenucracy mid the present relationS of 
production goals-the introduction of an eco· 
nomic, social and political system based. on 
workers' democracy." ' 

-Jacek'Kuron and Karol Modzelewski, 
· An· Open Letter to the Party, 

(written In a Polish prison) 

"It was high time for these boring mono· 
logues of ·unending self·praise to end; it 
was high time for those who had been ruled, 
and who were and stUl. are the weaker ones, 
to speak. I believe it's essential in a democ­
racv !hat the greatest possible varietv of 
soc1ety, associations, and clubs whose ongins 
are tree and spontaneous be- permitted 
to exist, allowing every interest its natural 
representation and an unre.strtcted right to 
be heard." 
-J. Jesenskl, In Kultumy Zlvot, Aprll, 1968 
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it anew by its deeds. It cannot enforce its line by 
ordering, but by the works of Its members, by the 
veracity of its Ideals." 

As we see, the Communist Party has no intention 
of resigning its "leading role" - all it wants is to 
change the form in which it would carry 'on with 
its leadership. It .is, however, changing its methods 
of operatitn and even proposing the establishment 
of 41 Workers' Councils". A careful i'eading of the 
"Development of Socialist -Democracy" will show, 
'however, that what they mean by Worker Councils 
is not workers' control, but workers'. discipline. 
Here is how the program reads: 

. HThe econoinic reform will make more and more 
the whole labor collectives of socialist enterprises 
face a situation in which they will directly perceive 
the consequences of either· good or bad manage. 
ment of these en~erprises. The party considers it, 
therefore, inevitable for the whole labor collective 
that , bears the consequences also to influence the 
management of the enterprise. A need for democra. 
tic authorities ·in the enterprises arises which would 
have limited power towards the 'Jlanagement. It is 
to these .authorities that. the directors .and leading 
officials of the enterprises would be responsible. 
They would be appointed to their functions by these 
authorities. These authorities must be an immediate 
part of the manacing mechanism of enterprises; 
they cannot be a· social organization (for this rea· 
son they cannot bP identified with trade unions). 
These authorities would be formed partly by election 
of represen:otives of the labor collective, partly by 
representation of some organizati.ons from outside 
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of· the enterprise that would assur~ an influence 
of the interests of the entire society at an expert, 
qualiiied dedsion level. it is necessary ior the rep­
resentation of these organizations to be also subject 
to democratic forms of control." 

Further discussion showed there might be sev· 
era! interpretations of the proposed formula, one 
of them tending to emphasize more the need of 
.. managerial experts" because of the economic ri1is­
ery that has to be overcome, the other one stressing 
the necessity for the workers to decide as much as 
possible on what they have to produce and how their 
product is to be distributed. For the present, It 
seems that the more "practical" point of view pre­
vails, ·and the composition of the workers' councils 

. will represent mily Partly the workers:. a third of . 
the council will probably be elected directly by the 
workers, a third might be nominated or elected 
from among "outside experts", the last third may 
be chosen otherwise. · · 

We see here that there are plenty of !ooplio!es 
in this to permit the· same ordering from above · 
which killed the tude unions as independent organs 
of the working class. At best, they point the way 
to the Yugoslav example of "Workers' Councils" 
which bears little resemblance to factory committees 
controlled by the workers themselves. And behind 
It all there is the ubiquitous Communist Party. Yet, 
to the extent that it Is breaking away from the Rus­
sian model, and is resisting Russian, Polish and 
East German pressures to return to the old methods 
of Novotny, It has the popular support of the over­
whelming majority of the people of Czechoslovakia. 
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The first phase of what is called "democratiza­
tion" may be assumed to have ended by· the end 
of April. The Communist Party tried very hard at 
this time not only to take the lead (highest officials 
kept repeating that the party would not renounce its 
loading role) but emphasized· its wish to "enlarge 
and deepen" democracy and to offer ureal partne.r­
ship" to other political parties in the National Front; 
it therefore had to turn - no matter. how hesit~ntly 
- against its most conservative wing. 

Thus, at the end of April, when the first leaflets 
appeared denouncing the new leadership as "revis­
ionists" and slandering the more progressiVe ele­
ments, the Dubcek l~adership had to rely or, public 
opinion. Ironically, the authors of these leaflets made 
their appeal to the ·workers, asking them to defend 
"their achievements" - in spite of the obvious 
fact•, known to everybody, and in spite, too, of what 
the press was. now revealing. These .revelations con­
cerned not only the bureaucratic methods of the old 
guard, but also showed that the relative standards 
of living of the working class, even in the neighbor­
ing . capitalist states (which had · ta start· from 
scratch after World War II) was far higher than 
those in "socialist Czechoslovakia." 

There has been much ta)k throughout the yeers 
about a "workers• poll~y" and this slogan appeared 
again during the past few months. Yet those who 
used it most often were, In · practil'e, the workers' 
worst enemies. We have seen· where they have 
bro~gb! the worklbg class: working and llviDg con· 
dltiono, wages, living standards, basic freedoms 
are not only below those of the capitaUst countries, 
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but, as we have shown, the whole economy has been 
stagnating since 1963. 

Yet, the old-guard leaflets with the brand new 
slogans intensified their campaign. These leaflets 
appeared at every railway station, were released by 
time bombs, scattered by planes in the surroundings 
of the capital, and so forth. Moreover, this was done 
without any visible effort on the part of the police 
to identify the offenders. All this pointed to the con­
tinuing strength of the Novotny wing of the party, 
and followed the line set by the Russian; East Ger· 
man, and Polish press attacks upon the democrati­
zation in CzecJtoslovakia, 

·Obviously, the joint "ideological struggle" was 
backed up by the Soviet troops remaining in the 
country after the maneuvers of the Warsaw Pact 
nations were over. At the same Ume, a campaign 
was .unleashed in Pravda about ·'counter-revolu­
tionary elements", ·not stopping even at . Stalinist­
type of inventing amalgams, such as suggesting that 
the democratization movement is infiltrated by "CIA 
agents". Finally they demanded a confrontation 
between the Czech leadership and th·e Russian Poli­
bureau, as well as with ti)e Warsaw Pact nations. 
In this they succeeded after compromising with the 
Dubcek leadership that these be held, not in Russia, 
but on Czech soil. 

Even before this, the Communist Party Central 
Committee, on May 29 to June 1, struck up a com­
promise between the "progressives" and uconserva· 
tives." All that the progressives achieved was a 
temporary expulsion of Novotny and some of his 
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worst companions who took part in the organization 
of the political trials dur:ng the fifties (all of them 
have been expelled "until final results of the inquiry 
-commission are known"). 

The same session decided to call the extraordin· 
ary party congress for September 9. A real battle 
preceded this decision since the progressives called 
for it against the resistance .of Dubcek himself (who,. 
at the moment, is very popular among the popula· 
tion in spite of the evidence oi his being ratber a 
middle·of-the-road man). But, as tbe conservatives 
were becoming an acute danger in view of their pos· 
itions of power which they retained, Dubcek under· 
stood that his own position, and that of tba progres· 
sives, could be held only if tbe Party Congress gave 
its consent. 

Essential freedoms are guaranteed for tbe titite 
·being: freed6m of speech, freedom· oi the press. · 
Wltb the free flowing. of ideas, tbe Communist spell 
is being broken. There are difficult struggles ahead 
which the workers will have to fight. There may 
be two fronts on which particular dangers loom: 
one i~i concealed in the words of a high official, a 
memllel' of the Ministry of Economic Planning, to 
a French journalist: "Full employment is a fiction 
we have created, to which we are accustomed and 
which has become an obstacle today for a solution 
ofour problems."* The second front is the danger 
to freedom just now very intensely demonstrated by 
the Soviets and their allies. 

• L'Express. No. 881. 
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The maneuvrcs announced as "command and 
headquarters maneuvres" might, indeed, have been 
planned months before. However, though Premier 
Cernik" told the public that all foreign troops 
would go by June 30, they did not do so. Contra­
dictory explanations by the · Minister of Defense 
and his speakers could not calm public opinion. 
Gradually the ·public learned the true facts of the 
situation - that the High Command .of the Warsaw 
Pact consisted exclusively of Soviet officers, and 
that commanders of other bloc countries were mere 
liaison officers. So the Czechoslovak army ·command 
had no power to tell the Soviets when they had to 
leave. When the troops did begin to move it was 
done in a curious manner; some of the units that 
crossed into Czechoslovakia from East Germany 
were now to move east, across the whole of the 
country, to cross into the Soviet Union. 

The troops were still in the country when the 
11Warsaw letter" .of the five Communist pai-ties ar . 

. rived in Prague. The Bulgarian, . East German, 
Hungarian, Polish, and Soviet -Communists told the 

, Czechoslovak Communist Party ·~hostile forces" were 
"threatening to break Czechoslovakia away from the 
socialiat community." "A situation has arisen that 
Is absolutely unacceptable to the socialist countries," 
the letter declared, and it issued an ultimatum to 
Czechoslovak Communists: either follow our line or 
we will unloose ·a campaign about "counter-revolu­
tionary forces." 

All these threats had the opposite effect than that 
Intended. The overwhelming majority of the Czech· 
oslovak people came out in support of the Jeader-
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ship in its resistance to the Russian threats. At the 
sume time, the West European Communist Parties, 
as against those from East Europe, rallied behind 
the Czechoslovak Communist Party, as they saw the 
intransigent Soviet gesture as a threat to any Com­
munist Party outside the Soviet or Chinese blocs. If . 
the Soviets feel so imperilled by these modest 
changes~and, indeed, what they keep stressing is 
the fear that the Communist Party might loose its 
dominant role-then they make it clear to everyone 
that Russian Communists are the worst enemies of 
freedom. They have demonstrated this more than 
once. The case of Czechoslovakia underlines this 
Jesson. There was, after all, no armed uprising here. 

The Czechoslovak experiment, therefore, Is .mere· 
Jy testing the Russian willingness to allow its most 
obedient disciple to make a few variations in the 
Russian· type of r;ommunism. Why then, should 
.Russia feel that Communism. is doomed? Why 
should the Polish order feel that it means the dis· 
integration of Commn.nism? Why should the East 
German ·regime, seemingly the most stable, feel 
itself endangered as if It meant the break-up of the 
whole East European system? · · 

What the Czech and Slovak Communists are try­
ing is, after all, only a change within the system. 
Let's have no Illusions on that score. Whatever 
freedom the "democratization" movement may have 
brought about, no basic structure has, so far, "been 
changed. There has been no fundamental change In 
the life or role of the producers-the working class. 
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What Now? 

As . these lines are being written, only the :first 
act seems to have ended. The second act has hardly 
begun, and the third act is not yet in sight. We are 
told very little about the compromise worked out 
with the Russians and the East European hard. 
liners at their· confrontation. Supposedly, the latter 
will not interfere in the "internal affairs" of Czech· 
oslovakia. But will the great , new force - public 
opinion- be anowed to develop without any inter­
ference? The mass media ...- radio and TV - more 
even than the press itseU, are thus far keeping up 
their criticisms of individual politicians, discussing 
each one's share in the crimes of the past, and dis· 
sectlng the present windy rhetoric. The non-Com­
munist newspapers of the Czech Socialist Party and 
the People's Party - Svobodne Slovo and Lldova 
Demokracle, respectively-publlshed letters from 
their readers Pointing out the guilt of the .Commun­
ist Party, not only that of its individual members. 

We . have found our tongue; none more so than 
the youth. Two student weeklies, Student in Prague 
and Echo in the Slovak capital of Bratislava, appear 
to be the most consistent critics of the regime. 
They offer their pages· most readily to Rudi 
Dutschke or Svitak and go far in their criticism of 
the Soviet Union. 

The most crucial issue, however, remains- the 
condition of the w~rking class and its role in pro­
duction. The workt•rs themselves complain that they 
have been de-politicalized: though it is constantly .. 
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hammered into their lieads !bat they are "the mas· 
ters" of the country, only their self-styled "rapre· 
sentatives" speak for them. There has been no 
possibility for a non-C<>mmunist to become anything 
like a leader, whatever his capacities. Genuine. 
workers' organizations have been destroyed; the 
trade union movement changed into a government· 
;,upporting body whose only function was to whip up 
and intensify labor efficiency. They neglected 
entirely workers' and employees' interest. Only 
Communist Party ~ells could exist in plants and 
offices. · 

Yet there are those who now give the Commu· 
nlst Party credit for initiating the process of 
change, as if it · did so · from .. the goodness of 
Its heart, rather· than because it was forced 
to do something by the economic crisis, the 
restlessness In all strata of the population, as 
well as by the rebellions the world over. Some 
workers, no doubt, had been corrupted by being 
Included iri the state or party apparatus. And, 
no doubt, there Is "apathy" among the workers . 
'regarding the "workers' -councils". There are those 
who see in this lack of enthusiasm for the councils· 
only apathy, and not a l!lstified ·distrust of them be· 
cause they were initiated by the very forces that 
have kept the lid down on workers' Initiative. In· 
deed, the Communists themselves almost admit AS 
much; Thus, Vaclav Velek from the Modrany En· 
gineering Works said in a group Interview with. the 
trade union paper Pnce: "I think the self-govern· 
ment w!ll fullUl what we expect from It; as regards 
production democracy, self-government seems to 
put It at the right plsee and .make it effective. It 
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will no doubt be useful for· the workers to have a 
maximum or influence on who will manage the 
plant and who will guide the work at their place." 

That is the whole point. The working class is 
yet to have its say. This drama will not be com­
J>Ieted until it does. 

August 4, 1968 

"The end ha8 come for martial law over 
thoughts and men. Thus, under conditions 
of the disintegrating power strtlcture of Stol· 
inism, there is no other more important and 
urgent task of the wor1oers' movement t~.an 
to renew in full force the trade union move· 
l71ent for defending the workers' fundamental 
rights . ... 1. the right to strike. 2. elec­
tions of managers by the community of pro­
ducers. 3. defense of workers' rights by free 
trade unions.n 

lvan"Svltak, In Student, 1968 

"No one was the object of such lethal 
hatred or such terrible police and political 
persecution as the independent left wing or 

. any Communist or communizing movement 
critical of Stalinist practice and dogma ••• 
From time to tfme the press could publish 
statements by bourgeois politicians, but this 
was unthinkable for activists of the non­
Stalinlst left." 

-Leszek Kolakowski In 
History and ResponslbWiy 
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Editorial Statement 

All Eyes on Czechoslovakia, 
All Hands Off ! 

A new pngc in the history_ of freedom is being written Jn 
Czechoslovakia. It is vivid!)' described In the report, At the Crc-&.'i· 
roads or Two Worlds, (center supplen•ent) by D participant in the 
dramatic events. We Dlik all our rcadC!rs, here and in Europe, In 
Latin America and in the lflddle East, In Asia as well as in Africa, 
to spread this analysis of c\·ents far and wide, 

This Is not just a report of what the C~echoslovak press calls 
"democratization," and the New Lett here would describe as. 
"participatory democracy." This is not only a descr.lption of the 
sudden birth oC a genuine public opinion (exprcut>d almost totally 
wilhout censorship in the mass media) in a Communist land which 
Is .!lltuated strategically at the cros~roads of two worJW. Nor Is I& 
only an exciting drama of a people striving for nOtional lade· 
pendenr.e while the "fraternal Communist natlor.s" of the Warsaw 
Pact are engaged In· a game of Russian roulette ltll they conduct 
their military maneuvers all along the C'Jeeh frontier. Thb Is also, 
and above all, tbe deplcUon of 11 nood of Ideas emanating from a 
peoplt who hue "found their tongues.'' 

WorJicrs arc openly questioning their conditions of labor and 
lire. The student youth arc expressing· their solidarity with East 
~uropean youth like the Polish, against whom the Communist 
rulers hnve struck out with slanders interlaced with a strong anti· 
Semitic flavor, with firings and outright arrests. And the youth 
are also expressing their Holldarlty with the rebels In West Ger­
many and the revolutionaries In Fran~. The Intellectuals are 
demanding not only freedom of the press, but freedom to act, to 
create,. to bultd opposition pa_rtlcs. 

Should anyone In the United States be so obtuse as to imagine 
that this applh.!s only to lands bound by n single psrty system, 
ld him take a second look not only at the Tweedledum-Tweedledee 
ebarader or lhe American two·parlr system, which 1s obvious 
~nough, but •' the not so obvious-and when U comes to the field 
of Idees, far mnre lmportant-fenced·ln pragmatism aad ar.ogaace 
that Ia summed up In the Amerleaa lniellec&ual concept of "the end 
of Jdeolol)'." 
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Now compare. this ideological barrenness with the concepts of 
of the C:tech historian, Milan Hubcl, to whom a· demand Cor a 
plurality or parties signifies a demand for "a plurality which granLs 
freedom to a now o£ ldeu, competition of concepts, and an outline 
to get out or quagmire . • • .. . 

.We arc ht t"·o dltfereut worlds. 
Jt is :~.11 the more neccs~ary, therefore, to cmphnsilc that, In 

expressing our solidarity with the C7.cchoslovak people, we are 
not doing &omcthlng· "for" them; we h:~ove 11 lot to learn (rom them. 

In cn111ng (or all eyes ·to be on Czechoslovakia, and all bandR 
orr, Marxist-Humanists have In mind not ·only Russian state· 
'capitalism caUing itself r.ummunism. that had dominated Czechoslo· 
vakla for the past 20 years. We are also expressing oUr totnl distrust 
of and opposition to· American capltaJIJm which bas seen fit to 
nurture the- most notorious Ctech Stalinist general who Oed the 
country the moment or birth ot democratization. 

1t is not, hOwever, the csenpe or one· general with secrete; or 
the Warsaw Pact that throws fear into the heart oC the Russlim 
ruling· claS3.· On the whole. they know how to play those kinds or 
games better than "the West." as is evident from all the secretll 
they. pried loose from NATO. What .tJtey fear most of aU; nrc 
masses in motion. · 

MASSES IN !lOTION 
The Hessians, Cor cxnmplc, have learned well enough how 

to gd along wlth Rumania. Yet Rumania has officially questioned 
the whole· concept. of th'! War!aW Pact, which Czechoslovakia has 
not.. Rumania is nbo Cllrtlng with China, which again, is not the 
way of the Czechoslovak leaders. R~manla displayed Its dissidence 
before Czechoslovakia embarked on her democratization experl· 
ment Yet none or the threats against the IaUer have ever been 
pronounced against the Rumanians. Therein lies the true tale which 
Illuminates the capitalist class nature of preRnl·day ·Communism, 

The Rulnanlan "deviations" have all been handed down from 
above.· No freedom has been allowed the masses. The lid is kept 
firmly down on any free expression. Though the Rumanian nation· 
allsts, like the Russians themselves, no longer bow to the name 
oC Stalin, as China does, Rumania remains completely tntautarlan. 
Hence, the Russians and the Rumanians understand each other 
perrecUy. They can horse trade In capitalistic fashion, prActice 
claS! compromise and can turn the Cull statc·milltary fury agaln't 
Intellectuals who would demand freedom of cxprwlon and workers 
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who would dl.'mand control of production. 

Czcrhoslo\'akia, on the other h:md, lhou~h It is a long distance 
from allowing the (·~crcisc or worke1·s' control ol production, has 
released public opinion from censorship, The result bas been that 
not only arc intcllcctunls noising existential questions, ttnd return· 
ing to their odr;:in in the Humanism or ?!lnrxlsm, but masses also 
are In tr.oUon, The Russian and EJ~t European harci-llners' attacks 
on the Czechoslovak lcnrfership have only solidified the nation, 
includ_lng those l:lr to the Iert or the Dubcck Icadcrshlp, 

TWO DEC.i.DES: PlliLOSOPUY AND REVOLUTION 
East Gcrmanr is \'ying with Russia as to who can be most 

Stnlinlst in Us vitriolic attaclcs on Czcchoslo\·akln. With its Berlin 
Wall and unchanged Stalinist ICadcrs, lt has reason to tc&r the 

· fresh air or Czechoslovak democracy. By contrast, ·Yugoslavia, 
which wns the first to break !rom Stalln's empire In East Europ~. 
sce1ns the model ol "democracy" nncl that, indeed, is the mNt 
the present moderate Czechoslovak leadership plans to allow. 

It is all the more essential to remember ~he true facts. One 
is that Yugoslavia rcmnins a single party t.ystem that conllnues 
lo jail Lett opponents. 'fhe Other relevant !act is that Jt was uot 
the natlonnllst breakaway ol Yunoslnvia In 1948 which Inspired 
serious rebellions against Stalin's Rwsln. Rather Jt wa:~ the prole· 
tarlan re\·olt Jn t;ast Germany In 1053, shortly after Sta1in's dratli. 
The general strike on June 17, 1953, against S)Jf'o:dup and low 
wages, and lor "Bread and Freedom," put an end to the twin 
m)·ths or the lnvlnclblllty or Stalinist totalUarlaniJ;m and the &lleged 
fncapaclt)' or the working class to rise In revolution In a Conh 
munlst land, A& the same time Jt Inspired t11e revolt In lbe Vorkuta 
forced labor c6tmpi In Russia Itself, 

lt Is against simllar inspiration emanating. !rom Czechoslovakia 
today that UussJa nnd East Germany arc tryl11g to insulnte the 
masses. All in vain. Alr~Jady there i~ clandestinely clrculaUng In 
Russia a 10,000 word essay by the Nobel prize-winning Russba 
phrsiloist, Prol. AndreJ D. _Sakharov, which str.tc.s: "We must, with· 
out doubt, support their (Czechoslovak) bold initiative, which is 
very lmportnnt !or the fatC! or soclaiJam nnd the wJ1ole ol man. 
kind." Furthermore, Prof, Sakhnrov condemns tho imprisonment 
ul Russian writers .who O!I(JO.i~ ll!c regime, Andrei Slnyavsky Dnd 
YuJJ Daniels, aud others. The httc.;t group all'ebt>llious wrlter11 who 
wcrC! sC!ntenccd la lalwr camps Include Yuri Galanskov, Alexander 
GJnzburg, Alcksci Dobrovolsky and Vera Lashkova. 

No wonder the Russian rulln;: clique worrJc!: about the con. 
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sequences, fnr Russia, of Czechoslovak dcmocratiT.aUon. No doubt 
Brczhncv and Kosygln rcm(;mbcr that dcStalinlzaUon did not begin 
In Russia from above, but in East Germany, from below. More­
over, Dcrtol Brecht's wir1gc~ r.br:tse, "to think Is to ~hunr.c" 
notwithstanding, the Intellectuals did not lead, and at fir:~-t were 
in no hurry to-follow, the spontant.>OUs revolt of the- East German 
proletariat. For the most part, the intellcctual3 then stood on the 
sidelines. 

It took another three years plus Khruslu::hev'" open declara­
tion for deStaUniz:IUon before the intellectuals ·In Communist land& 
would rebel In such massh·e numbus as 1.o bring about not only 
a revolution In philosophy, but a philosophy or revolution. Hut once 
tb'e lntelleduats and workers did rlnally unite In a struggle ag:alnst , 
repressive Communism, they did indeed Initiate the beginning or 
the end or tbe Russian ~mylre In Ji:ast Europe, What the PoUsh 
intellectuals and youth pioneered In 1956 as they turned !rom 
purely economic· to existential questions-and with it the humanist 
character of genuine Marxism-the Hungarian Freedom Fighters 
.brought .onto the historic stage In open revolution. 

mE PARTY, THE PARTY 
Without engaging in revolution, the Czcchoslq,vak New Left 

did touch the raw nerve or Communism-In this case, Cu~choslo· 
vaklan as well as Rus:dan Communism. They did this by questioning 
the concept of the vanguard, not to mention omniscient, role of 
the Communist Pat·ty, Here Dubcelc rt'fused to budge, On t!te 
contrary. Ue was. not only ndamant about the "leudlng role" of 
the Party. He not only claimed total credit for the new •Jond of 
"democratization." And he not oniy opposed the creation of new 
opposition p3rties. He also staked out the claim that "the greatest 
.majority of the best creative minds In the country. is In the Party." 

This, then, d~lines the next battleground of ideas. Hence, the 
importance· of the fact that the philosopher, Ivan Svitak, and 
others, who raised the quesU:m of opposition parties, the role of 
the Communist Party, raised them ss inseparable from their 
philosophic foundation, on the one hand, ond the needed unity 
of worker and intellectual, on the other hand. 

In raising the fundamental question of philosophy and revolu­
tion, the party and spontaneity, the unity of worker and Intellectual, 
they have 1nder:d laid the foundation or a new relatlon5hip of theory 
to practice. Thereby th\!y have gone far beyond anything raised by 
the Nt:w Lert in 41 tbe West." 
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The reporter from Prague whom we print in this special 
issue or News k Letters rightly stre.;;ses that the events be describes 
are but the firsl ad or a live drama whose ending cannot possibly 
be known in advance. Show your solidarity with Czechoslovakia! 

AuBast 4, 1968 Raya Duuayevskaya 

CZECHOSLOYAKIA INY ADED I 
As we go to press It Is reported that, In the stealth 

of the night, when most of the C.echoslova.~ people 
were asleep, Russian trOops invaded· Czechoslovakia. 
In tew were the cJJent states of East Germany, Poland, 
Bulgaria and Hungary, whleh Itself. had been Invaded· 
by .Russia 12 years ago. These are not the actiOns 
of ·"socialists." Tl1ey are tbe actions of dehumanized 
brutes! They must be stopped! 

The struggle of Czecl1oslovakJa for independence, 
demceracy and freedom, described in cmr special sup· 
plement, brought about the Communist counter-revolu­
tion. . 

Freedom Fighters throughout lhe world must show 
their support for the C.eohoslovak Resistance! Dem­
onslrale your protest at all Russian Embassies and 
Consulates! Demand the release of all thOse arrested! 
Demand the withdrawal or all Invading lroopsl 
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"Dunayevskaya's boolc goes ,beyond the 
prcviou.~ h1te1 pretatiolls. It sliows not only 
that Mar.rian economics and politks are 
tllrougllout philosopl1y, brAt t11at the latter 
is from t11e beyinning econamics and 
po!itics.'' 

Special Offer 

-From Herbert ~\farcuse's preface to 
Marxism and Freedom 

Two Works ~y Raya Dunayevskaya 
MARXISM AND FREEDOM 

{preface by H!trbert Marcusel 
regularly $l.9B 

and 

LECTURE NOTES: LENIN ON HEGEL 
· regularly SOc 

BOTH FOR $2 
from 

Netts & l.eurn 
l8J2 E. Grand Bhd, Rm. Jl6 

Urlrolt, Ml 48211 !sn WJil~ble. 

SOPHY foND REVOLUTIOh 
ty RayJ Dunaye~ska)a 

P.:,,er S2.J5 Ha~J ~:-1.95 
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