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Arr':gng the numerous groups which are at work both inslde and outside
the PCI [Partito Comunista Italieno; Italian Communist Party/ supposedly
conducting a struggle against revisionlsm and for the defense of the
fundamental principles of our ideolory, there is one wiiich has been in
existence since the middle of 1963, producing, from time to time, in the
strictest enonymity, "Latters" directed "at the PCI comrades,”

In the state of prowing discomfort of many Communists in the face of
the revislonist and reformist pelley of the governing group of the Party,
and in the eagerness to seek out A new orientation, many comrades have read
these letters.

We too have done so, hoping that their generic anti-revisionist and
entl-reformist positions would be better delfined with time, ond could make
a contributlion of some validity to the critical and redefining effort which
the Marxist-leninists are undertaking in Italy today.

However, this expectation of ours has been disappointed. If a year
and a helf aso it could seem that the anonymous suthors of the letters were
fillinr an avant-gerde function, between that time and todey the movement
hes had much longer lezs than theirs and today we can say that even within
the Party they have come to stand at the end of the linsa.

Their function, from & clarifying end propelling function, is being
transformed into a confusing and slowing-down fumction in the development
of the Marxist-Leninist movement. Certaln important recent events were the
touchstona of the judsment and the political positions of this group. These
events were the calling of the Moscow meeting of 15 December, Togliatti's
testament, the removal of Khrushchev, and the elections in Italy,

Cn the Moscow meeting, organized by Khrushchev to break up the inter-
national Communist movement, to isolate the Chinese comrades and all the
other Marxist-Leninists, to obtain carte-blanche in his collaberation with



the ieperialists and towards the dismantling of the socialist state, our
spomymous vriters have not been able to glive any password to clarify the
position taken by the Central Committee of the PCI--formally asbiguous and
substantially ultra-revislonlst=-or to {rustrate participation of & PCL
dalegation at such a =eeting. Even today, after ita poatpopnement untll the
first of Marech, they continue to lgnore the guestion.

Much more serious is the position taken by the "lLetters” on Toglistti's
testoment, This was made to pass for on anti-revisionist document, while it
guffices to stody it in depth to understond that it constitutes oot of the
most foctious, although one of the most able, documents in an enti-Marxists
Leninist vein. The "letter” for 25 October says: "In that eemorial,

Comrade Togliatti expressed o judgment on the international political
situation diametrically opposed to one which would go elong with Mhrushchev's.
Togliatti's Jjudgment, rather, was very close to that repdered by the

Chinese comrades, on the imautable aggressive nature of imperialise and
further: "It is mot by chance that the Chinese cosrades, who in the past
have often bitterly attacked certain erronecus ideas of Togliatti, have
refrained from making any criticism of the comtent of the memorial, thus
leaving us to understand thelr sobstantizl esreement with it.©

This Judprent {8 absSolutely false. It is sulllielent to compare
Togliatti's memorisl with the two pamphlets, "On the Divergences between
Comrade Togliatti emd Us™ and “More on the diverpences between Comrade
Toglintti and Us™ published by the Jen-Min Jih- [Poople's Ihilﬂ ard the
more recent opinion im Feri i P:aEJ.II.I‘-: [Voice of tEﬂ Penplﬁ called "Toglistti's
Testament™ to become aware of this. These documents have also been
published in the Italinn lan-uoge by the Chinese and Albanian comrades and

by Bdizioni Orients and can be rendily obtaimed.

Although there wvere strong dissgreemsots between Toglintti and
¥hrushchev, the responsibilities of the former, as head of modern revisionism,
were no less than those of the latter. And the responsiblilities ol both
ware no less than those of Tito. To take up a pesition ageinat Tito as is
dene in the "Latters" for October and Nowerber, and at the same tise make
an elffort to rehabilitate Togliattl, 15 not only anm historic fallacy. The
Judgment of the authors of ihe "Letters” om Toglistti's positions colnclde
completely with that of the revisionlsts end have nothing in common with
that of the Marxists-Leninists. This does nothing but bring grist for the
mill of the [irst group a3 well A3 for that of the second group.

An analogous Judgment to the cre on Topglisttl 15 implieitly made about

Llongo: "We are nonetheless confident thet Comrade Lwigl Lomgo will be able
in time to take steps to liberste the PCI from the throes of revislonism,
opportunists, and careeriots.” [ow glving Longo eredit which he has now
ceased to deserve, as they seught to do previously with Togliatti, they
arrive at the result of exculpating the heods and the governing group of
revisionista of the PCT of their wvery zrave responsibilities, laying them

pn the shoulders, rather, of those corrades who in variouws segments of the
party have been bringing Forvard a coherent struggle with complete clarity



of prineiple for the vietory of Marxism-Leninism.

With regard to the removal of Fhrushchev, the same "Letter" gives
a false and dangerous interpretation. It states: "In less than 10 years,
with ever Inereasing audacity, Xhrushchev had succeeded in underhandedly
modifying, falsifying the peneral political line emerging from the XX, XXI,
and XAII Congresses.” Does this mean thet the line of those Congresses
was in conformity with Marxism-Leninism and not, rather, profoundly revision-
ist as in fact it was?

The "Letter" continues: "For & certain period the mansuverings of
¥hnrushchev were crowned with success and he; with the complicity of his
eligues of friends and relatives, succeeded in defrauding the people and
the party. Then, little by little, tihe revisionist, capitulating, and
schismatic essence of his poliey wus revealed in all ite dismaying vividness."

In this weoy the revisionism in the Soviet Union is reduced tpo a purely
individual or ecligque matier, and onee Khrushchev 1s eliminated, eccording to
the suthors of the "Letters", "The Soviet comrades, who, once certaln
hesitations have been overcome, moved to achieve that objective, have freed
themselves from the old trumpeting demagogue and have glven the party a new
future plan of serious work, constructive and revolutionary. The rev.:ionist
involution has been overcome. The PCUS /Partito Comunista dell'Unione
Sovietica; Communist Farty of the Soviet Uniug}' has taken up once more its
role as the most advanced point of the entire vorld Communist movement.”
However, the euphoria of the authors of the "Letters™ has very guiekly been
dizebused by the facts. Khrushchev has fallen but revisionism remains.
fhrushehev's suceessors continue faithfully the policy traced by the XX,
¥¥I and XXII Congresses of the PCUS. The password in the November "lLetter"
for the demolition of the Khrushchev myth appears to be & false gozl,
which objectively distracts us from the struggle, which must be conducted
todey in the USSR apainst the Brezhnevs and the other revisionist leaders
of today, for the total demolition not of the mythos of a man, but of
the ideology and the political line of revisionism wherever and by whomever
it is upheld,

It 18 mot enough to stop with the most contingent and obvious
manifestations of revislonism, believing that everything can be resolved
with the (Hhrushehevian) system of demolitions and rehabilitations on a
personal level. To have any sense, such mctions must always be framed
within a wider and more radieal platform end en ldeological and political

perspective.

Naturally, on the basis of these interpretations, the entire moral
which the "Letters" would like to abstract from the event of the fall of
¥hrushchev, ends by falling into the realm of the completely rddiculous.
They say: "Credit should be given the Soviet comrades for being able to
carry out briefly and effectively a political struggle within the party
azainst Khrushchev and his eligue, The success achleved by the Soviet



comroades comforts us becawse it conlirms that we hove been moving along the
right road.” “We are mccomplishing a drawing up of ranks which is very
similar to that effected by the Soviet comradea.”™ "“The scoptics who uphold
the uselessnoss of Intra-party struggles have been clearly shown to be wrong
by the facts.”

Given the way In which the factos actunlly turned ocut, it remains
proved that strugrle within the pasty alone haa led and can led only to
the replacement of a man or a group of men, but Aot to  change of &
political line, although on the other hand, it can, in certain cases, as
could happen in the case of a man like Fhrushchev, rather contribute to
reinforeing 1t.

The renovation of the PCI, that the authors are opposing to the
idea of the reconstruction of & new revolutionary Marxiste.leoinist Comminist
party, from the context of the positions taken by the "Letters™ can mean
nothing but a chanre of certaln men, leaving the ideology, the politisal
line, amd the structure of the present party substantinlly intact.

Now 1t i3 rather precisely this thaot the Ttalian working class
and the true Communists wish to change., The internnl issues soong the
present revisionist leaders do not interest them. They can make use of
these contreédictions Tor the vietory of karxics-Leninism, but could pever
put themselves at their service.

Basically it seems to us thet our rnomymous inslders who nre the
suthors of the "Letters", with their hoste %o Fix up=-on paper=-the present
diverrences in the Communist vorld, twisting and Cfalsifying to such an
end the positions of ell porties, have not understood one fundasental thing:
that between Marxism=Leninism and revisionism therc is nothing in common,
ne corpromise iz or ever will be poszible., The divergence hetween the two
lines will becoss inereasingly decp and the exertlon required to jump from
one to the other Llnerensingly diffieult.

The fact of giving pablielity, os the "Lotters”™ do, to the broadensts
of Rudio Peking and Radio Tirans ond to the publiestions of Fdizilond
Oriente i5 not enough to make anyone «no listens to those broadensts and resds
those documents believe that the Chingse and Albanfian positions and those
of the other Marxist=ILeninists correspond to those of the authors of the

“Letters".

The very anonymity in which the "Letters"™ are shrouded gencrates
susplelon. Why dees this group of anti-revislonlsts within the PCI not
sign what it writes? Wny do they not cerry on thelr battle openly? Why
do we never hear that they have token positions and proposed documents
in the anti-revisionist strugple in the commlittees of the party in which
they opporently take pert? Or that, in the same copmitteea, they have
voted against the most scandalous revisionist documenta?

A certain comrade among us, in jest, has made the hypothesia that
it is Amendole himself who had these letters written by one of his
assistant-executioners, in the intention of sowing confusion among the
Marxists-Leninists inside and outside the party, to sugar coat the
contradictions, to make discontent be reabscrbed, to maintain, behind the
altar of unity, the present positions of the governing revisionist group.
The hypothesis is rather hard to swallow, but it will be hard to declare
that it 1s entirely without foundation until the comrades who are the
authors of the "Letters” decide to uncover their faces and their positions
before the true Italian Communists.



