The Expulsion of Yugoslavia

" 7o observers in 1947 and 1948 the Cominform appeared to be a platform from
which Stalin’s most loyal ally, Yugoslavia, could point the way to proletarian
internationalism for the other parties. The Yugoslavs were given the task of making
the most extreme speeches against coalition politics at Szklarska Poreba, and the
Cominform’s newspaper was published in Belgrade. In retrospect, however, it
seems likely that Stalin gave them the leading role in the Cominform only to set them
against the other parties for the purpose of eventually bringing them down. For
when the Cominform convened in June 1948 in Bucharest for its second meeting,
the world was astonished to hear that Yugoslavia had been excluded from the
fraternal brotherhood of socialist states—excommunicated.
The controversy that led to this totally unexpected result reached its climax in an
exchange of letters between Stalin and the Yugoslav party in the spring of 1948. The
Yugoslavs, under the leadership of Josip Broz Tito, had conducted their own suc-
cessful communist revolution as an outgrowth of their resistance to Nazi occupation
in World War 11, and they were justifiably proud of that accomplishment. Loyal
Stalinists, they were nonetheless frustrated by heavy-handed Soviet attempts to
exploit them economically and to spy on them militarily, and what is more, they said
so in a series of letters to Stalin beginning early in 1948. “No matter how much
each of us loves the land of Socialism, the U.S.S.R.,” the Yugoslavs said, “he can,
in no case, love his own country less.” This is precisely the position that Stalin
refused to accept.
The following excerpts begin with the Soviet reaction to the first Yugoslav letter
and continue with the Yugoslav answer, the Soviet response, and the final Yugoslav
statement. In the last extract the Cominform calls on the “healthy elements” in
Yugoslavia to overthrow Tito and his colleagues.
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SOVIET PARTY TO TITO (MARCH 27, 1948)
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The Expulsion of Yugosiavia 59
the right to criticize the (‘PSU., even as the CPSU has the right to criticize any other
Communist party. But Marxism dcmal.lds that criticism be aboveboard and not
underhanded a.n.dlslandcmus. thus ‘d'cpnving those criticized of the opportunity to
reply to the crticism. However, criticism by the Yugoslav officials is neither open
nor honest: it is both underhanded and dishonest and of a hypocritical nature,
because, while discrediting the CPSU behind its back, publicly they phatisaically
praise it to the skies. Thus criticism is transformed into slander, into an attempt to
discredit the CPSU and to blacken the Soviet system.

We do not doubt that the Yugoslav party masses would disown this anti-Soviet
criticism as alien and hostile if they knew about it. We think this is the reason why
the Yugoslav officials make these criticisms in secret, behind the backs of the
masses.

Again. one might recall that when he decided to declare war on the CPSU,
Trotsky also started with accusations that the CPSU was degenerate, was suffering
from the limitations inherent in the narrow nationalism of great powers. Naturally he
camouflaged all this with left slogans about world revolution. It is well known,
however, that Trotsky himself became degenerate and, when he was exposed,
crossed over into the camp of the sworn enemies of the CPSU and the Soviet Union.
We think that the political career of Trotsky is quite instructive.

(b) We are disturbed by the present condition of the CPY. We are amazed by the
fact that the CPY, which is the leading party, is still not completely legalized and
still has a semilegal status. Decisions of the party organs are never published in the
press, neither are the reports of party assemblies. ' -

Democracy is not evident within the CPY itself. The Ce.n‘tr.al Coqmpttee, in its
majority, was not elected but coopted. Criticism and self-criticism within the party
does not exist or only barely exists. It is characteristic that the personnel secretary of
the party is also the minister of state security. In otl'ler words, .the party cadres are
under the supervision of the minister of state security. According to Fhe the-:ory of
Marxism, the party should control all the state organs in the country, including the
ministry of state security, while in Yugoslavia we have just the opposite: the minis-
try of state security actually controlling the party. This probably explains th;‘f fait
that initiative among the party masses in Yugoslavia is not on z.m adequate eye :

It is understandable that we cannot consider such a Communist party organiza-
tion to be Marxist—Leninist, Bolshevik. _ . .

The spirit of the policy of class struggle is not felt in the CPY. }}n l(:lcressegr; tthh:
capitalist elements in villages and cities is in full swing, and the leadership Ol {

: - italist elements. The CPY is being
party is taking no measures to check these capl ful absorption of
hoodwinked by the degenerate and opportunist theory OprcaCfein ‘Vollmar o
capitalist elements by a socialist system, borrowed from Bernstein, ,

Bukharin.?

. E in (1850-1932), a
3Stalin considered these men counterrevolutionary renegades. Eduard Bernstein (

{  his Social Democratic
German radical who was a close friend of Friedrich Engels, ’""?kcd :he[ w:;miltlgﬁg:r:mwa(;c;l s pait of
colleagues at the turn of the century when he abandoned the idea that cap

i . As a young man, Georg
imminent collapse and the view that the proletariat should seize powerﬂl:: f::czlz ) 0; th); e wiar, Sodldl
von Vollmar (1850-1922) was a radical. After 1890, however, 25
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According to the theory of Marxism-Leninism, the party is the laac
the country, has its specific program and cannot merge with the m)npa:t g forg, 1
Yugoslavia, on the contrary, the People’s Front is considered the chicf Jog ';‘lassegl I
and there was an attempt to get the party submerged within the front,4 ln( hmg Orce,
at the Second Congress of the People’s Front, Comrade Tito gajq: « Does 'S Spesyy,
have any other program but that of the People’s Front? No, the Cpy ha;; the Cpy
program. The program of the People’s Front is its program.” * 110 othey

It thus appears that in Yugoslavia this amazing theory of party organizyy.
considered a new theory. Actually, it is far from new. In Russia forty years 0 aon i3
of the Mensheviks proposed that the Marxist party be dissolved into 4 i p;’:tn
workers’ mass organization and that the second should supplant the first; the other
part of the Mensheviks proposed that the Marxist party be dissolved into 4 nonparty
mass organization of workers and peasants, with the latter again Supplanting the
former. As is known, Lenin described these Mensheviks as malicious Opportunists
and liquidators of the party.

II
YUGOSLAV RESPONSE (APRIL 13, 1948)

In answering your letter of March 27, 1948, we must first of all emphasize that we
were terribly surprised by its tone and contents. We feel that the reason for its
contents, that is, for the accusations and attitudes on individual questions, is insuffi-
cient knowledge of the situation here. We cannot explain your conclusions other-
wise than by the fact that the government of the U.S.S.R. is obtaining inaccurate
and tendentious information from its representatives, who, because of lack of
knowledge, must obtain such information from various people, either from known
antiparty elements or from various dissatisfied persons. . . . We cannot understand
why the representatives of the U.S.S.R. have not insisted on confirming such
information with responsible people in our country, that is, on verifying such infor-
mation with the CC of the CPY or the government. We regard the issuing of such
information as antiparty work and antistate because it spoils the relations between
our two countries.

No matter how much each of us loves the land of socialism, the U.S.S.R., he
can, in no case, love his own country less, which also is developing socialism—_—iﬂ
this concrete case the FPRY—for which so many thousands of its most progressive
people fell.5 We know very well that this is similarly understood in the Soviet
Union.

Democrats, he pursued a policy of cooperation with other parties seeking reform and l?ccume one of
Bavaria’s most popular political figures. Nikolai Bukharin (1888-1938) was at the same time one of the
most important intellectual forces of Bolshevism and the most famous victim of Stalin’s purges of 1936-
38.
4The People’s Front was a mass organization of some seven million peop!e ir_: I94§. In contras‘t with
the practice in other communist states, all of whom had similar mass orgaq:zatlons, in YUgOSIIBVIagthe
party’s policies were advanced in the name of the People’s Front rather th'an directly by the party. In 1953
the front became the Socialist Alliance of Working People of YUBOS“_‘V“"
SThe initials stand for the Federal People’s Republic of Yugoslavia.
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)

'Y.our lett"gr of March 27 states lhaf we are making anti-Soviet criticisms and
criticisms of the CPSU. It states that this criticism is being made among the leaders
of the CPY .‘ll further states that this cmu'-ism is being carried on behind the backs of
the mass of the party members; tha't‘ this criticism is dishonorable, underhanded,
h‘\;p@nucal. etc. Thc names of Djilas, Vukmanovic, Kidric, and Rankovic are
mentioned. and it is said that there are some others. Thus, the letter mentions the
names of some of the l‘cst-k@wn and most popular leaders of New Yugoslavia,
who h.ave prm*qi Alhcmsclve.s in many difficult situations faced by our party.

It 18 vel}' difficult fgr l'lS to u!ldcrstand how such serious accusations can be
advanced without mentmm.ng their source. It is even more amazing to compare
ctatements by our leaders with the one-time statements of Trotsky. The letter quotes
parts of alleged statements, for example, “the CPSU is degenerate,” “the U.S5.S.R.
is trying to dominate Yugoslavia economically,” “great-power chauvinism is ram-
pant in the U.S.S.R..” “the Cominform is a means for control of the other parties
by the CPSU.” Further “these anti-Soviet allegations are usually camouflaged by
jeft phrases, such as ‘socialism in the U.S.S.R. has ceased to be revolutionary,” that
only Yugoslavia is the true exponent of ‘revolutionary socialism.” ”

On the basis of this and similar information, gathered over a long period from
various suspicious sources, tendentiously attributed to the leading men of the new
Yugoslavia as if it were theirs, and thus presented to the leaders of the U.S.S.R., it
is without doubt possible to draw wrong conclusions and describe them as anti-
Soviet statements. However, we feel that on the basis of unidentified persons and
suspicious information, it s incorrect to draw conclusions and make accusations
like those brought in the letter against men who have performed invaluable services
in popularizing the U.S.S.R. in Yugoslavia and won priceless renown in the war of
liberation. Is it possible to believe that people who spent six, eight, ten, and more
years in prison—among other things because of their work in popularizing the
U.S.S.R.—can be such as shown in your letter of March 27? No. But these are the
majority of the present high-ranking leaders of the new Yugoslavia, who on March
27, 1941, led the masses through the streets against the antipopular regime of

 Cvetkovic-Macek, which signed the anti-Comintern pact and desired to harness
Yugoslavia to the Fascist AXxis wagon.é They are the same people thO in 1941
organized the uprising against the Fascist invader, deeply believing in the Soviet
Union. They are the same people who, at the head of the insurgent Y_ugoslav peopl.e,
with gun in hand, fought under the most difficult conditions on the side of the Soviet
Union as the only true ally, believing in the victory of th'e U.S.S.R.. in the darke_st
days, just because they believed and believe today In the Soviet system, 1n
Socialism.

6In August 1939, after tortuous negotiations, Dragisa Cvet'kovic, a rightist S‘elrb \:’iho wz‘ls pn:::
minister of Yugoslavia, and Vladko Matek, leader of the Croatian Peasant pu.rty. mg:uf ‘an a%'“::“me
granting many of Croatia’s long-term demands for autonomy wilhlln \fttg(ﬁslttVIalhi}t tr:ttcsa'\;::t tt:“u.n .
two men formed a joint government. On March 25, 1941, Cvetkovi¢ signed the le::\ "l‘ ol l‘_'n.d lgetng
Yugoslavia with Germany. Almost immediately a military coup overthrew t‘he go ler mubu.m o
jubilantly celebrated in Belgrade’s streets. Communists participated in this Polintt a : ;mui“uc e
sense organized or inspired it. Even though the new govcrmm.:nt assured Htlfn.r_ it \\lf;;u)sc(l Wi(hintwt;
adherence to the Tripartite Pact, the angry Fithrer attacked on April 6, and Yugoslavia colia]
weeks.
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SOVIET ANSWER (MAY 4, 1948)

We feel that behind the attempts of the Yugoslav ‘leadqs to clear thems'e]vCS of
E -mﬁhilitv for straining Soviet—Yugoslav relations lies 4 lack of de'sma by these
:;n[::-aéec to admit their mistakes and their intention to continue an unfnendly Policy

toward the U.S.S.R.
Lenin says:

The attitude of a political party toward its mistakes is one of the most important
and most significant criteria of the seriousness of the party and the fulfillment of jts
obligations toward its class and toward the working masses. To admit errors frank-
Iy, to discover their cause, to analyze the situation which has been created by these
errors, to discuss measures for correcting them—that is the sign of a serious party,

that is the fulfillment of its obligations, that is the education of the class and the
masses.

_Tito and Kardelj, in their letter, spe
Saymng that the CC of the CPSU earlier acknowled
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wunately the Soviet army did not and could not render such assistance to the French
and Italian CPS. If Comrade Tito and Comrade Kardelj bore this fact in mind they
would be less boastful about their merits and successes and would behave with
greater propriety and modesty.

" The conceit of the Yugoslav leaders goes so far that they even attribute to
themselves suc.h mcri-ts as can in no way be justified. Take, for example, the
question of military science. The Yugoslav leaders claim that they have improved on
the Marxist science of war with a new theory according to which war is regarded as
a combined operation by regular troops, partisan units, and popular insurrections.
However, this so-called theory is as old as the world and is not new to Marxism. As
is known, the Bolsheviks applied combined action of regular troops, partisan units,
and popular insurrections for the entire period of the civil war in Russia (1918-21),
and applied it on a much wider scale than was done in Yugoslavia. However, the
Bolsheviks did not say that by applying this method of military activity, they
produced anything new in the science of war, because the same method was suc-
cessfully applied long before the Bolsheviks. by Field Marshal Kutuzov in the war
against Napoleon’s troops in Russia in 1812.

However, even Field Marshal Kutuzov did not claim to be the innovator in
applying this method because the Spaniards in 1808 applied it in the war against
Napoleon’s troops. It thus appears that this science of war is actually 140 years old,
and what they claim as their own contribution is actually the contribution of the
Spaniards.

Besides this, we should bear in mind that the services of any leader in the past
do not exclude the possibility of his committing serious errors later.® We must not
close our eyes to present errors because of past services. In his time Trotsky also
rendered revolutionary services, but this does not mean that the CPSU could close
its eyes to his crude opportunist mistakes which followed later, making him an

enemy of the Soviet Union.

IV
FINAL YUGOSLAV POSITION (MAY 17, 1948)

We received your letter of May 4, 1948. It would be superﬂupus to write of the
discouraging impression created on us by this letter. It hgs convinced us of the .fact
that all our explanations, though supported by facts showing that all the accusations

against us were the result of wrong information, are 1 Vafl.

. - i slavia. The
Yugoslav leaders fought and suffered with their resistance movement in the mountains of Yugo

Red Army did cut across the northeast corner of the country, and tens of thousands ofl;n’ugos.1:1\:}5;1 d1z:je|r|r1] (t)he
last months of the war under Red Army command. But the Yugoslav leaders couldgallonas rwag o othg
of sacrifice and sense of purpose born of implacable and successful resistance to Nazism in a way

East Euro
pean leaders could. . rving of
98talin believed that “no enemy is so evil and dangerous, s(:\ "“llz’obrza::téo ;ﬁgﬁ: :I:lftl::: diff?he WgOl'd
- » o . ’
harsh treatment, as one who has wom the mask of a friend.” AS tionary, p. 453). Compare Rudolf

‘Mask’ . . came readily to his lips” (Tucker, Stalin as Revolu e
Slénsky’s comments of D)::cember 1949 in Document 11, as well as the blameless careers 0 ky

and Rajk prior to their being purged.
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We do not flee from criticism about questions of principle, but ip this my
feel at such a disadvantage that it is impossible for us to agree to haye ¢y,
decided now by the Cominform. Even before we were informed, the Nine
received your first letter and took their stand in resolutions. The contents of g,
letter did not remain an internal matter for individual parties but were Cartieg
outside the permissible circle, and the results are that today, in some Countries gy;cj,
as Czechoslovakia and Hungary, not only our party but our country as a whole is
being insulted, as was the case with our parliamentary delegation in Prague,
The results of all this have been very serious for our country.
We desire that the matter be liquidated in such manner that we prove, by deeds,
that the accusations against us are unjust. That is, we will resolutely constryct
socialism and remain loyal to the Soviet Union; remain loyal to the doctrine of

Marx, Engels, Lenin, and Stalin. The future will show, as did the past, that we wi]]
realize all that we promise you.

tter We
Mma ter
Partiey

V
EXPULSION FROM THE COMINFORM (JUNE 28, 1948)

The Information Bureau considers that the basis of these mistakes made by the
leadership of the Communist party of Yugoslavia lies in the undoubted fact that

o M goslavia’s independence and.
gradually, get the people of Yugoslavia oriented toward these states, that js toward

capitalism. In tl?is !hey proceed tacitly from the well-known bourgeois—nationalist
thesis that “capitalist states are a lesser danger to the independence of Yugoslavia
than the Soviet Union.”

The Yugoslav leaders evidently do not understand or, probably, pretend they do
not understand, that such a nationalist line can only lead to Yugoslavia’s degenera-
tion into an ordinary bourgeois republic, to the loss of its independence and to its
transformation into a colony of the imperialist countries.

The Information Bureau does not doubt that inside the Communist party of
Yugoslavia there are enough healthy elements, loyal to Marxism-Leninism, and to
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the international traditions of the Yugoslav Communist
socialist front. 10

Their task is to compel their present leaders to recognize their mistakes openl
and honestly and to rectify them; to break with nationalism, return to intf:rna)j
tionalism; and in every way to consolidate the united front against imperialism.

Should the present leaders of the Yugoslav Communist party prm}e incapable of
doing this, their job is to replace them and to advance a new internationalist
leadership of the party.

The Information Bureau does not doubt that the Communist party of Yugoslavia
will be able to fulfill this honorable task.

party and to the united

10There were in fact a significant number of supporters of the Cominform resolution in Yugoslavia,
but Tito suppressed them. The most important of them passed through a concentration camp as horrible
as anything Stalin constructed, Goli otok (Naked island). One of the reasons that the controversy
escalated in the spring of 1948 was that after the initial exchange of letters Tito had arrested two former
members of the Central Committee who supported Stalin. Sreten Zujovi¢ was suspected of passing

information to the Russians, and Andrija Hebrang opposed the strongly worded answers to Stalin’s
letters.




Self-Management

The first communist regime to seek out a non-Stalinist path to socialism
4

» and f,
many years the most successful, was the Yugosla‘v. Stung by Stalir.l’s expulsionf,-n
1948, Tito and his colleagues, who had matured in the 1930s adoring Sta{
at ﬁ;st to show themselves even more orthodox.than the m.aster ?y begmning .
ruthless (and unsuccessful) collectivization of agncultur.e. Fairly qukly' howtev ot
they realized they had an opportunity to create a nefv kind of socialism, and in 5,
early 1950s they began to experiment with workers’ self-management. In the first

reading, Milovan Djilas describes, perhaps in a self-serving way, how he and his
colleagues first introduced the idea.

In: Iried

In 1958 the League of Communists of Yugoslavia formally adopted self-manage-
ment as the underlying principle of its program. In the decades that followed, rhle
party introduced the principle into the constitution and into evqy’aspect of pu;(glg
life, decentralizing economic functions to the extent that after Tito’s death_ m'l .
the central government lost control of the levers of economic policy. Begtnntf!g in
the 1960s, the Yugoslavs opened their borders and made a serious effort to m.tfo-
duce market elements into their system, making it for about twenty years a positive
and hopeful model for reform Marxists throughout the world.

The flaw in the Yugoslay System was that the party, havin g made self-manage me nt
its underlying philosophy, did not intend thereby to relinquish its leading political
role. Previewing the problems that Mikhail Gorbachev faced in the late ] 9805,.1'h6’
Yugoslav communists hoped to maintain political control while encouraging initia-
tive and democracy. The following ex
give party members torturous advice

cerpts from the party program of 1958, which
on how to be both authoritative and democrat-
ic, hint at the paradoxical (and ulti

mately unsuccessful) narure of this policy.
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The Origins of Self-Management in Yugoslavia

Milovan Djilas
Events of Spring 1950

Just what is Yugoslavia’s program of “self-management”? What are the prospects
of its finding a solution to the social and nationality troubles now besetting
Yugoslavia?

The idea of self-management was conceived by Kardelj and me, with some help
from our comrade Kidri¢. Soon after the outbreak of the quarrel with Stalin, in
1949, as far as I remember, I began to reread Marx’s Capital, this time with much
d find the answer to the riddle of why, to put it in
s bad and Yugoslavia was good. I discovered many

new ideas and, most interesting of all, ideas about a future society in which the
immediate producers, through free association, would themselves make the deci-
sions regarding production and distribution—would, in effect, run their own lives

and their own future.

The country was in the stranglehold of the bureaucracy, and the party leaders
were in the grip of rage and horror over the incorrigibly arbitrary nature of the party
machine they had set up and that kept them in power. One day—lt.must have bee:n
in the spring of 1950—it occurred to me that we Yugoslav communists were now in

of producers. The factones would

a position to start creating Marx’s free association i
be left in their hands, with the sole proviso that they should pay a tax for rpllitary
and other state needs “still remaining essential.” With all this, I felt a twinge of

reservation: Is not this a way for us communists, I asked myself, to shift the
responsibility for failures and difficulties in the economy onto the shou]der§bc')llf t-he
working class, or to compel the working class to tak.e a share of such responsibi 1lt(1e§
from us? I soon explained my idea to Kardelj and Kidri¢ Whllf': we sat in a car ;;)z;r ; ;
in front of the villa where I lived. They felt no such reservation, and I wgz able y
too easily to convince them of the indisputable harmony between my ideas an

i i little more than half
' i i ne the car, We thrashed it out for .
i iy d idea, but one that should not be put into effect

an hour. Kardelj thought it was a 00 S
however, Kidri¢& telephoned me to 52y that we were reacy d on the whole

the first steps. In his impulsive way he began to elaborate and expoun

greater care, to see if I coul
simplistic terms, Stalinism wa

23, by Milovan Djilas,

¢ pp. 220-
w Class, pP of the publisher.

ciety: Beyond the Ne tod by permission

Excerpt from The Unperfect S0 :
P Brace & Company, reprin

copyright © 1969 by Harcourt
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conception. A little later, a meeting was held in Kardelj’s cabinet off;
trade union leaders, and they proposed the abolition of the workers’ coy
up to that time had functioned only as consultative bodies for the

Kardelj suggested that my proposals for management should be associateq With the
workers’ councils, first of all in a way that would give them more rights ang greater
responsibilities. Shortly there began the debates on the issues of principle and on the
statutory aspects, preparations that went on for some four or five months. Tito, byg

with other duties and absent from Bel grade, took no part in this and knew nothing of
the proposal soon to introduce a workers’ council bill in the parliament until he yqg
informed by Kardelj and me in the government lobby room during a session of the
National Assembly. His first reaction was: Qur workers are not ready for that yet!
But Kardelj and I, convinced that this was an important step, pressed him hard, ang
he began to unbend as he paid more attention to our explanations. The most impor-
tant part of our case was that this would be the beginning of democracy, something
that socialism had not yet achieved; further, it could be plainly seen by the world
and the international workers’ movement as a radical departure from Stalinism. Tito
paced up and down, as though completely wrapped in his own thoughts. Suddenly
he stopped and exclaimed: “Factories belonging to the workers—something that
has never yet been achieved!” With these words, the theories worked out by Kardelj

and myself seemed to shed their complications and seemed, too, to find better

prospects of being workable. A few months later, Tito explained the Workers’ Self-
Management Bill to the National Assembly.
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The Challenge of Self-Management
1958

Assigning an indispensable and important role to the state in the first stages of
socialist construction, and also aware of state-ist deformation which this role may
cause in the development of socialist relations, the Yugoslav communists believe
that the state, that is, its administrative apparatus and measures, is not at all the main
instrument of socialist construction and solution of the inner contradictions of
socialist development. The state apparatus cannot be the decisive, permanent and
all-embracing factor in the development of new social relations. The Yugoslav
communists must not, nor do they wish to, become a power through the use of the
state apparatus instead of through the working class and working people. Only the
social and economic interest of the working class, of the working people who
produce with the social means of production, and socialist consciousness based on
that interest can be the basic, permanent motive power of social progress.

The communists do not renounce their leading social role. Social consciousness
plays the decisive part in the solution of the contradictions of socialist development.
But the leading socialist forces can be victorious only if they act in accordance with
the objective laws of development and with the needs of society in general; and in
particular, if they act in accordance with the social and economic interests of the
working class, that is, the working people who produce with the social means of
production.

In the struggle for further strengthening of socialism, the communists must
constantly verify their political line through their increasing responsibility to the
broad masses of the working people. Taught by practice and by contradictions
which appear in socialist development, they must educate the working masses so
that these may be able increasingly, more and more directly and independently, to
manage society, think like socialists and act in practice like socialists, until each
individual citizen learns how to manage the affairs of the social community.

The relationship between the communists and the working masses, accordingly,
cannot be either that prevailing between a governing party and the governed or that
between the teacher and the pupil. This relationship must appear more and more as a
relationship between equals. Therefore the individual best qualified and most capa-
ble in the realization of common interests earns the highest confidence. In the
Struggle for the progress of socialism in all fields of social life, the communists and

Reprinted from Stoyan Prebichevich, trans., Yugoslavia's Way: The Program of the League of
the Communists of Yugoslavia (New York: All Nation’s Press, 1958), pp. 120-22, 173-74.
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Stmultaneously, the communists will continue the
positions of state authority in firm revolutionary hands—

further development of socialist society and defense of that society against the
various internal and foreign antisocialist forces.

The great socialist, democratic,
humane, and peaceful goals that the Yugoslav socialist society h.as set itself cag :(e)
achieved most quickly and least painfully if the enemies of socialism a}re a-lgowe
Opportunity to bring obstacles angd disturbances into our internal social life.
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al acquisition by the worker. Social relations in
?Onadually in all basic spheres of society,

' :gciairst substance. ) . ; .
ing the social means of production from which he was separated in the
Mangglngthe producer now takes his active place in society. He becomes more
class society: are that the realization of his individual economic and social interest
and more awnds on a higher productivity of his own work, on an increase of
el dep(; the working collective, and on a further development of the produc-
production 0 the commune and in the whole country. Therefore workers’ councils
ﬁ.v e lll; continue to give ever-new incentives to the production and economy,
give and'nfl ake possible accelerated development of the forces of production. In
which Wi mtancss the producer himself, and the working man gfenefally, grad.u_
gllf; Z::;;f?:es the t’”urther process of liberation of man and humanization of social

relations.

production and distribution,
receive an increasingly developed



The New Class

Milovan Djilas’s early life was a heroic co‘mmunist sulccess Story. Born ¢, poven
Mnnr('rrt";'f;ﬂ- he participated in the sectarian struggles of the.]93()s and »

tom the National Liberation Struggle, as the Yugoslavs called it, g4 one of the y,,,
or four mast powerful men in Yugoslavia, perha.ps even second in Jine dfter Ty,
himself. But elevation to high political oﬁ‘ice did not blunt Djilag' sense of i
iusn'cc". In 1954, when he began to criticize the extravagant life-styles of the ne,
'1€ad0r5hip and even to call for the introduction of opposition politics, Titg expellad
him from the party and sent him into disgrace. Unbowed, Djilas responded wit, ,
studv entitled The New Class, which argued that Stalinism had not destroyed class
domination but simply substituted the state and its party bureaucracy for the boy.
geoisie. Tito sent him to jail for the book, but from that point, in and out of jail,

Dyilas continued to write as his quixotic conscience dictated, until eventually he
repudiated communism entirely,
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The New Class

Milovan Djilas
1955-56

Everything happened differently in the U.S.S.R. and other communist countries
from what the leaders—even s i

physical labor,
would slowly disappear; instead these differences have increased. Communist antic-

ipations in other areas—including their expectations for developments in the non-
communist world—have also failed to materialize.

The greatest illusion was that industrialization and collectivization in the
U.S.S.R., and destruction of capitalist ownership, would result in a classless soci-
ety. In 1936, when the new [Soviet] constitution was promulgated, Stalin an-
nounced that the “exploiting class” had ceased to exist. The capitalist and.other
Classes of ancient origin had in fact been destroyed, but a new class, previously
unknown to history, had been formed. _ _

It is understandable that this class, like those before it, should believe that the
establishment of its power would result in happiness and ‘freedom for all men. The
only difference between this and other classes was that it trea.ted the delay in the
realization of its illusions more crudely. It thus aﬁinn‘ed that its power was more
complete than the power of any other class before in history, and its class illusions

iudi ionally greater.
et e e o ot sl e ol s
has all the characteristics of earlier ones as well as some new cha'nractcnsncs‘ t.:)W;tz
own. Its origin had its special characteristics also, even though in essence it wa
similar to innings of other classes. _

Other (?ll:s;:esg too, %)btaincd their strength and power by,thfhzro‘::loﬁ;igtz’
destroying the political, social, and other orders they met in Y. ;

5, 68-69, by Milovan Djilas,

'S . 37-39, 44-47, 59, 65, : 13

E;‘;;nrptzil ggolr;;h; N:[:rccoifr&tsbl{;ie & Company and renewed 1985 by Milovan Djilas,
g y :

reprinted by permission of the publisher.
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The reverse was true in the U.S.‘S.R. There the new class wag definitcly rmem
after it attained power. Its consciousness had to deve.IOp before its ecﬂn()m‘i)cfm
physical powers, because the.class had not taken root in the }lfe of the natjop T?d
class viewed its role in relation to tbe world frlom an idealistic point of yje,, I
practical possibilities were not dimin1§hed by. tl}ls. .In spite of its illusions, it re'l’r?
sented an objective tendency toward industrialization. Its practical bent Cmanate&
from this tendency. The promise of an ideal world increased the faith in the rans o
the new class and sowed illusions among the masses. At the same time it inpireg
gigantic physical undertakings.

Because this new class had not been formed as a part of the economic and socig|
life before it came to power, it could only be created in an organization of a specia
type. distinguished by a special discipline based on identical philosophic and ideo-
logical views of its members. A unity of belief and iron discipline was necessary to
overcome its weaknesses.

The roots of the new class were implanted in a special party, of the Bolshevik
type. Lenin was right in his view that his party was an exception in the history of
human society, although he did not suspect that it would be the beginning of a new
class.

To be more precise, the initiators of the new class are not found in the party of
the Bolshevik type as a whole but in that stratum of professional revolutionaries #ho
made up its core even before it attained power. It was not by accident that Leni®
asserted after the failure of the 1905 revolution that only profcssiona] rf:volutml;
aries—men whose sole profession was revolutionary work—could build 2 I{‘;ﬁ
party of the Bolshevik type. It was still less accidental that even Stalin, the f%lon
creator of a new class, was the most outstanding example of such 2 PrOfe.SSlvery
revolutionary. The new ruling class has been gradually developing from (M for
narrow stratum of revolutionaries. These revolutionaries composed it§ cor% o
ong period. Trotsky noted that in prerevolutionary professional revolutiona® .
Ezgo I(:? l: :1}5 the future Stalinist bureaucrat. What he did not detect W&
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however, is the cosay that the new party and the new class are llt haps i sSls
ble. 10 Ao re of that class, and its base. It is very difficult, P° The ne¥ clas

’ ine the limits of the new class and to identify its members- conom
may be said to be made up of those who have special privileges 2" ¢
preference because of the administrati i ] pthc hold.

As in other owning ¢ B st ci
ownership and ftg & glc asses, the proof that it is 2 spe
which a member be}';eCla I:elalltlo-ns to other classes..In the Sag:er g
ownership brings to ;’l_ngs iulioated by thes el 2 L

im. d disP

As d .
s defined by Roman law, property constitutes the use, enjoyme™”

1€ pay
t

.es l[l
al class i class (0

e way the
riVIICge



: 103
tors 4. DoRcial geods. The communist politicy] bure
disposes of nationalized property.
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The new class maintains that ownership derives from a designated social rela-
tionship. This is the relationship between the monopolists

constitute a narrow and closed stratum, and the mass of producers (farmers, work-

ers, and intelligentsia) who have no rights. But that is not all, since the communist
bureaucracy also has complete monopolistic control over material assets.

Every substantive change in the social relationship between those who monopo-
lize administration and those who work is inevitably reflected in the ownership
relationship. Social and political relations and ownen_ship—-the totalitarianisn} of
government and the monopoly of ownership—are being more fully brought into
accord in communism than in any other political system. _

To divest communists of their ownership rights would be to abolish them as a
class. To compel them to relinquish their other soc.ial powers, so that workers may
participate in sharing the profits of their work—which capitalists have had t.o permit

i i ion—would mean that communists were
as a result of strikes and parliamentary action—wou r st Tk
being deprived of their monopoly over property, ideology, an g?VﬁmEe ot b
would be the beginning of democracy and freedom in commumt;m,e S
communist monopolism and totalitarianism. Until th1§ haPlPGUS; ;rnmunist iy
indication that important, fundamental changeg are ta!(mg place in con y

) ho think seriously about social progress.
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conscious of the fact that he belongs to a new

. ownership class, for he does not
consider himself an owner and does not take intc

. ) account the special privileges he
enjoys. He thinks that he belongs to a group with prescribed ideas, aims, attitudes
and roles. That 1s all he sees. He cannot see that at the same time

| . he belongs to a
special social category: the ownership class.

The new class instinctively feels that national goods are, in fact, its

oy ‘ property,
and that even the terms socialist, social, and

| State property denote a general legal
fiction. The new class also thinks that any breach of its totalitarian authority might

imperil its ownership. Consequently, the new class opposes any type of freedom,
ostensibly for the purpose of preserving “socialist” ownership. Criticism of the new
class's monopolistic administration of property generates the fear of a possible loss
of power. The new class is sensitive to these criticisms and demands depending on
the extent to which they expose the manner in which it rules and holds power.

This is an important contradiction. Property is legally considered social and
national property. But, in actuality, a single group manages it in its own interest.
The discrepancy between legal and actual conditions continuously results in obscure
and abnormal social and economic relationships. It also means that the words of the
leading group do not correspond to its actions and that all actions result in strength-
ening its property holdings and its political position.

This contradiction cannot be resolved without jeopardizing the class’s position.
Other ruling, property-owning classes could not resolve this contradiction either,
unless forcefully deprived of monopoly of power and ownership. Wherever there
has been a higher degree of freedom for society as a whole, the ruling classes have
been forced, in one way or another, to renounce monopoly of ownership. The
reverse is true also: Wherever monopoly of ownership has been impossible, free-
dom, to some degree, has become inevitable.

In defending its authority, the ruling class must execute reforms every time it
becomes obvious to the people that the class is treating national property as its own.
Such reforms are not proclaimed as being what they really are but, rather, as part of
the “further development of socialism” and “socialist democracy.” The grougd-
work for reforms is laid when the discrepancy mentioned above becomes public.
From the historical point of view the new class is forced to fortify its authority and
ownership constantly, even though it is running away from the truth. It must con-
stantly demonstrate how it is successfully creating a society of happy People, all of
whom enjoy equal rights and have been freed of every pre of explontat.lor}. The‘ new
class cannot avoid falling continuously into profound 1nterne}l contradacuo[}s; for in
spite of its historical origin it is not able to make its ownership lgw.ful, and it cannot
Tenounce ownership without undermining itself. Consequently, it is forced to try to
Justify its increasing authority, invoking abstract and unreal purposes. )

This is a class whose power over men is the most complcte known to hlth}'y. For
this reason it is a class with very limited views, views which are shaky because they
are based on falsehoods. Closely knit, isolated, and in complete authority, the new
class must unrealistically evaluate its own role and that of the people around it.

Having achieved industrialization, the new class can now do nothing more Fhar;
Strengthen its brute force and pillage the p60plc. It ceases to create. Its spiritua

heritage is ov
ertaken by darkness. _
While the revolution can be considered an epochal accomplishment of the new



ARXIST CRITI
106 THE MARXIST QUE

class. its methods of rule fill some of the most shameful pages in history, 3
marvel at the grandiose ventures it accomplished and will be ashamed " N wj|
it used.

When the new class leaves the historical scene—and this must happen—
will be less sorrow over its passing than there was for any other class befyr ir[c
Smothering everything except what suited its ego, it has condemned itself to fajlu“;
and shameful ruin.

Of the means




