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In 1956 a representative of tae Chinssc nowmuisist
Party is reported to have warned {rusuchov - at that
time in power in the CPSU - not o iavade Poland when
toe former Soviet-ajproved Polish Party leadersuip was
replaced by the present leader Gomulia.

The following mo:nti tie Soviet amy reoccupied Duda-
gesth, anc this move was supported by all Marxist-Leninists
8 . inevitable, as had been the reoccupation ¢l Transtadt

in 1921,

Just as behind the Xronstadt revolt was the bureau—
cratism of Zinoviev in ciuarge of Petrogad, so behiad the
Hungarian revolt was not only reaction taiti.g advaantage
of revolutionary weainess and an open froatier, hut also
the Zinovievisu of the former Hungarian leadersiip sf
Rakosi and Gero - a dictatorship not of the prolcetariat
but over the proletariat in favour of a new mli»  -lnaag,
Just as in the Soviet Union.

In Jenuery 1968 the Zinoviev of Pregue, Novci.ay, was
displaced by a new leadershipn.

This new leacership was noi more socialist Lut siwply
more liberal. It was aimi.g not to strengthen the working
class in power by increasing working class democracy - as
in the great Culturai Revolution ia China - but +n soged
the restoration of capitalism by reducing the powe~ of the
self-satisfied revisionist party bureaucrats and their pol-
itical police, '

As to the claims of certain Marxist-Leninists., inclu-~
ding the Cuban aud Vietnauese Parities, th~. ine Soviet
invasion was justified by the tareat of U.S. imperialism
and that toe situaiion was couparable to that of Hungaxy
in 1956, the two situations, Hungary 1956 and Czechoslovaikiz
1968 were markedly different. In Szechoslovalkia there was
no arced rebellion, no Comasunists were bein;; killed nor the
red flag burned. On the coatrary, although Dubcek and the
new revisionist leadership were not socialists and were in
fact replicas of their Soviet-Yugoslav origlaals, their
Supporters certainly included thousands of good socialists
who wanted to see their country progressing not back to
"free" capitalism, but forward into an inereasingly demo~
cratic proletarian socialism., In 1956 sooislieta had 44
Support Soviet tanks evea though Bungarien workers nad
joined the revolt which unsuppressed could only have enfel
in a fescist-couinated U,S5. neo-colony, this at 2 time wonen
one could still hope that the IPSU would
retum to socialism,



In 1963 the unofiicial undeclared understanding between
tae U.S, and the Soviet Union has loag ~ at least since 1960
- replaced the risx of an Auerican attac: on Russia by its
opposite - the constani existeace of co-operation between
tae two for an actuzl though undeclared division of the
world into spheres of imperiasist i.fluence. Just as Russia
glves Vietnau just enough weapons io keep the U.$. aray busy
but not yet defeated, so Johnson maces a loud noise about
Prague the day after he has been informeq by Mo§coy - first
on the list - of what they are about to do. And tngn he
xeeps his side of the bargair just as they keep theirs.,

ot that gaagster Jounson does not regret losing
Szecaoslovaiia as anolilker clieas siate to Joian Jugo~
siavia, but Le certainly never nag any i:tenvioa of
actin, Ior Duocei in 1508 aiy more tian Truman acted
for Wagy in 1956, aud of course Moscow inew this rer-
fectly well,
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However, we must clearly disvinguisu beiween the
alus of the Jzechoslovalx aeo-revisionist leaders, and
tue respoase of the Jzechoslovax people to tae amed
lavasion of their country.

Pue former, wioctaer intentionally or not, were hezd-
ing for the embrace of U.S. liiperialism,

The latter were reacting in 2 eplendid burst of
national heroisu against iavasion by a foreign aruy
come o impose a foreign dictat. Dubcek aad Svobada
were seen simply as the appareat leacers of national re-
Sistaance, and the whole (Zech z.¢ Slovax peooles joiaed
tue resistaace,

If Dubcerx a.é Svobada had really iantended resist-
aace, they would have made this clear to the Russians
from the beginning, whereas in faect tney wade sure that
in case of attack the Qzeci Aruy would not resist, Tiey
would also have issued amic to the people's nilitia as
the Rumanian Governuent nas done ang as even tie liberal
Prime Minister of Spain did in Madrid in July 1936,

Now these "heroes" zre safely Lack in office if not
in power, as the quislings of the invaders.
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These “democrats® wanted more freedom for capithliam.
That is & very different matter from being prepared to
wage a people's war for freedom to build sociaiism Sog:al—
ism, if it is.to be real and not phoney, mgans sm 4nc
ingly classless soclety and not the pseudu-socialist neo=~
capitalism of the USSR ruled by a new ciass of bureaucrats,
who approximate more snd more to the actual power holders

0of the imperialist menopoly capitalism of the west.

But it does not follow that the Czech and Slovak S
peoples, who for those few days were ready to fight tanks
to achleve freedom, also meant freedom for capitalism, A
few certainly did, others equally certainly did not.

A majority of the "intellectuals® were, ag in Hungary
in 1956, acting the mouthpiete of the bourgeoisie, but
certainly not all were aluing to restore capitalism. It
is the duty of a revolutiounary Marxist-Leninist Party
leadership to win all who can be won for unity against
the main enewy - in this case the crypto~imperialist USSR
inaiecret alliance with the world main enemy - U,S. impe-
rialisn,

What then should h: the attitude of socialists to this
tragic but foresesable development?

Should we weep for Dubcek, as do the French and Italian

revisionist *Communist® Parties and our own reVisioniSt'cPGB;l

Yo say nothing of millicnaire Tito?
Not at all. But Dubcek is not the CGzech and Slovak
peoples, nor indeed has Dubcek spoken one word for contin-

ued resistance againat ihe seizure of his whole country by

armed foreigﬁ intervention. On the contrary, the Dubcek-
Svoboda line today is that of Benes to the Nazis in 1939 -
non~resistance, s

A NEW LEADERSHIP
E i M - ZoITT" wewaluiionary lesdership will

certainly arise with the immediate aiw . dellialso et 0
present quisling government by one of national liberation.
In doing this the revolutionary working class will offer
an alliance not only to the peasantry but alse to the petty
bourgeoisie who played a part in displacing Novotny by

Dubcek.
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A real dictatorship of the proletariat meens prole-
tarien democracy, not a Kafka dlctatorship of buresucrats.
It means comradeship of the pegfle, not fear of secret’
denunciation. It means especially a maximum of direct
demoeracy with guldance, not orders, from the most exper-
ienced. ‘ = :

In the organisation of the economy it means welfare
not profit in command. It means overall planning with
maximum decentralisation and meximum initiative from below.
1t means the direct and comstant appeal to working-class
solidarity instead of to individuag greed.

IT means above all the abolishing of class differen-
tials and the immediate organisation of all education to
be for aud by the working class, as is ha{pening today in
China, whereas fifty years after the revolution Soviet
schools and universities are more than ever aiming at a
competitive technocracy - precisely the educational systen
introduced in France by Napoleon and against which last
spring's student revolt was immediately directed.,  (No
wonder.those students were imuediately denounced in Mos cow).

TEE WAY FORWARD

We can be sure that as a real Marxist-Leninist Party
is reconstituted in Czechoslovakia, as has already happened
in Polaud, not only will a re+tional liberation struggle
develop, but tha+ 1% ...ii spread from (Czechoslovakia and
Poland to Puugary, the GDR and Bulgaria, and to the Soviet
Union itself. It was Marx who said that a nation oppress-
ing another cannot itself be free,

Such a liberation struggle will develop only under
Marxist~Leninist leadership. The working class will be
the vanguard because workers are the class for whom the
revolution will mean freedom to develop their class aim
of socialism,

The people will then be free themselves to orgaanise
their state and their whole economy aud will be free,
with arms in their hands, to do this in thelir own way of
working-class democracy.

Here in BEngland our task is to free our own country
from its oppressors - the U,S. imperiaiists and their
Quisling imperialist supporters, labour or tory.

most
This is how we can give/support to our oppressed broth-

ers in Centrn: TUTCLL, Y Momthar Aavaloping our omn movement
for national independence and sociaiism,



