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COXMMUNIST THEORY ON THE USE OF VIOLENCE AND
GUERRILLA WARFARE

1, General zttitude. In Communist doctrine, the use of violence

for pblitlcal objectives is entirely legitimate, practically unavoidable,
and indeed, although Communists usualiy seek to put another face upon
it, desirable. l.enin was fond of quoting the popular version of the
Clausewitz dictum that war is politics continued by other means and said
of it that "rightly, the Marxists have always considered this axiom as the
theoretical foundation for their understanding of the meaning of avery
war."'*

2. Legitimacy of violence, The same poeition is taken about violence

in ware of 'national liberation” and in situstions that are not definable as
war between nations: in strugglos short of insurrection, in fhe revolutionary
- seizure of power, and in the consolidation of the ievolution by destruction
of the countér-revolutionaries. Every form of struggls is .Iogitimate.
The Communist movement, Lenin said, ""does not tie its hands, ... it
recognizes all methods of political struggle, as long as they correspond
to the forces ut the disposal of the party and facilitate the achievement
‘of the greatest repults possible under the given conditions, "#%* Explicitly,
terrorism is coensidered perfectly lepitimates
"We have never rejected terror on priaciple, nor can we do so,
Teorror is a form of military operation that may be uselully applied,
or may even be essental in certain moments of tho battle, under
. certain conditions, and wken the troops ars in 2 certaia condition.,.®

{Lenin)kas

3. Necessity for violence, Lenin repeatedly stresscd the use of

violence in the seizure of power. This was both a practical pelitical

¥  ‘tSocialiem and war," 1913,
#%  V{rgent tasks of the movement, " 1900,

¥&& "Where to begin, " 1901,
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consideration, based upon his conviction that the "class enemy” will
not surrender without a fight but rather "'will, at the decisive moment,
resort to force in defense of its privileges,''* and it was » psychological
matter, dictated by Lenin's desire to intensify class hostility. The
‘hourgenis state,' he said,

“cannot ba superseded by the proletarian state theough the
process of ‘withering away, * but, as a general rule, only through
& violent revolution... The necessity of systamatically imbuing

the masses with this and precisely this view of viclent revolution
lies at the root of all the teachings of Marx and Engels,''**

4. Exploitation of legitimacy of violence by Communist movement.
In this way, Lenin posed the illegitimacy of violeace in resistance to
the legitimate use of viclence by Communists. Since his day, the
Communist movement has continued to base its judgments on the criterion
of which "'class' benefits and which ona loses by any given political action,
whether violent or non-violent. Thus, the movement both rationalizes
and covers its preparations for violence and aggressive sction by imputing
aggressive intentions to their chosen enemy, purposefully blurring in its
own interest the distinction between legitimate defense and aggression.
It also uses this device to deprive its victims and enamies of any right
to claim legitimacy for defensive measures they may take. Until at
least 1954, the CPSU used the thesis of “capitalist encirclement” to this
end throughout the world, placing upon free world Communists the
obligation to be prepared to use violence in defense of the USSR and the
socialist camp. This obligation, although no longer emphasized or even
stated, still exists. The 6§ December 1960 Statement of el -one

Communist parties declared that the imperialists are preparing Hr war,

* VA retrograde direction in Russian Social Democracy”, 1899.

*# ""The state and revolution’, 1917,

Approved For Release 3 78-00915R001300230001-1



gyl o

AN ~y
Approwed For Release : Ci OHN8-00961:5R001300230001-1

" and particularly for war against the Communist bloc. This provides

a different but equally characteristic doctrinal premise with which

free world CP's can justify to their own members the build-up of their

_ caynbﬂtttoi for violence and guerrilla warfars, even if their trus motive

is to prepare for local aggressive struggle,

5., Expediency of viclence. Lenin viewed the question of the use of

vig!cncc as one of expediency., 'There are conditions in which violence
is both necessary and useful, and there are conditions in which violence
cannot produce any results."®* Whether vhienco should be used is thus
not a mattul of principle but a problem of tactical leadership, taking into

account forces, objectives, and timing. ILenin axplicitely said that the

. Bolsheviks had "rejected individual terror only osut of considerations of

_ sxpediency''**-.in other words, "individual terror" was poor politics.

 6. Revolution as an art. This attitude derives from Lenin's conviction--

and teaching-~that uprising is an art, that is, & mattor of technique, which

the Communist party had to matcr‘(h making this point, he described

ths neceasary conditions for an uprhlng. He stated that it had to have

"a broad class base, that tlu peopls had to be convinced of the need for

revolutionary measures (including violence), and that the uprising had

~ to take place at a crucial point in the development of the revolutionary

. \\.
situation, *** This statoment is of great theoretical importance because it _

establishes that the function of the party and of conspiratorial work by the

Communist movement before an uprising is to bring thess conditions about

*  Successes and diiﬂeuitiu of the Soviet power'', 1919,

¥ M eft-wing' Communism, an infantile disozrder", 1926.

Sak Udiprxism and wprising", Collected Worko. Yol. XXI, Bk ln Pg.
224-229, .
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~ whon they do not develop spontaneously. Dependencs upon spontaneity

has, of course, been systomatically denounced by Lenin and the Communist

movemsent as opportunism and treason to the revolution.® Decisions on

~ the utiuty and necessity of violence in the build-up and seizure of power

in specific situations obviously are to be made in these terms. Up to

the momcnf when power is seized, violence, like other forms of struggle,

is useful 4 it can help build the mass base, promote the revolutionary
unsurge, and assist the Cornmuanist movement in prodicting and, if possible,
controlling the development of the required r::rmca.l situation,

7. Condemnation of undiscriminating use of violence. Since the

preparation and conduct of a revolution is an art, it follows thai the

- _indiscriminate, unintelligent, or mchcd reccurse to violence by
Communist parties has since Lenin's time logically been condemnod as
""léft adventuriom." This concept still nmu.nl valid, The Communist
‘Pu-ty of Iraq, for ’lxlmple. was obliged in late 1959 to criticize its own

A left adventurist tendencies dter the Klrkuk massacre of July 1959, which

~  occurred as a result of the puty'l rocoux*n to violence to exert pressure

on the Qasim regime. As of the end of 1960. both the CPSU and the Chinese
party condemned left adventurism, although the targets of their criticisms
were different. |

8, Violence in Communist seizure of power. Lenin smphasized violence

in the socialist revolution, He held that the possibility of "peaceful
development of the revolution” was “extremely rare in history!#* "By way
of exception, in some small country, for instance, after the social revolution
bad been accomplished in a neighboring big country, peaceful surrender

of powsr by the bourgeoisie is poasible, ifitis sonvinced that resistance is
hopeless and it it prefers to save its skin, "sse |

» Selectad Workl.’Volo Il. Bk. l. Pp m'z9.

*% "QOn compromises", 1917,

4% “A caricature of Marxism and 'Imperialist Economiem' ", 1916,

‘ 4
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9. Refinement of doctrine on the role of violence: the "'force in being."

Slnce the middle of World War II the CPSU has tried 10 refine the doctrine
on the role of violence in selzures of power by developing new concnpil.
which the Soviets embody in treatmont of the “peaceful” road to

soclalism. They have maintalnod since 1948 that the military and political

- power of the USSR (and tow of the whole bloc) constitutes what we would

call a "force in being," committed as a matter of principle to the defense
of any Communist regime once uubllshed.. This, ia theory, makes it
possible for some Communist parties to seize power without actual
recourse to armed struggle, provided the party itaelf succeeds in
organizing sufficient armed force under its own control to inhibit local
counterrevolutionary recourse to violence.--Thls "force in being, "

effoctive without even being committed to conflict, was reprssented by

- workers militias in Czechclovakia and by Communist-controlled rcguﬁ’z

e

forces built up in Poland, Hungary, and the Balkans prior to 1948,

Events of 1949-1951 (Korea, Berlin) and of 1953-1954 (in Southeast Asla)

J

j-

notwithstanding, this doctrine is agaln amb;:dhd in the Decemﬁef 1960
Statement of eighty-one Communist parties. (Characteristically, such
situations during the 1950's are now used to "prove" that imperialist
aggressions and efforts to precipitate a general war have been and can

be defeated!) Since at least 1955, there Iul'bun strong pressure upon

the fres world Communist ;;Artlu--parucularly in Asia, Africa, and Latin
America--to master these doctrines and to work out new ways of building
reliable armed ntrcngth; particolarly by creating a para-military
capability. This does not entail iny abandonment of thelr long-standing
efforts at the subversion of the existing aArmcd‘forcu.

10. Current doctrinal specifications for "peaceful revolution”, A

doctrinal reformulation of the specific prerequisites for achieving power

by “peaceful” means, based upon the principle of the force in being, has
' 5
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boel; hammeread 'out in recentycars. The CPSU adopted a thesis at its
L 20th Congress in 1956 tjhar; in "pre;ént day condiiic;:l the workingv clase
 in rﬁ;ny: capitalist co;mtrie:" may be able to carry out revolutions - -
withbut;viovlance. The premise--that the enemy must be convinced
thu‘it-h ho:;:ele;n tc.v resist--is the same as Loﬁin‘n; But the CPSU'Q L
clabérailon';f ti;_o theeis and derivative 56viet policies 5ocamn' of an
‘ 'lao;o in th‘a‘:d_l’l‘pu:t'etbc'l\vvé.e‘;x the CP..SUV and the Chinese Commdnigta’.
‘Thcbthelh:' .W“l.:. i:‘xcbréa-z'lt}afi fnto_thé ;tQten;aht kt__lﬁpted by cighty-;’ane
- éoﬁ:mupi.lbt éa.;liiet in Mon;ow and published on 6 Decembar 1960. The
fo?muliiién in tﬁo statomgpt. ‘w.ith lt-l qnal'iﬁeﬁ and px'-o;rhon. ne?ds quoting
mta, | |

“Today in a number of capitalist countries the working class,
‘headed by its vanguard, has the opportunity, given a united working-
"~ .qlass and popular front or other workable forms of agreement and

~“political co-operation between the different parties and public
organisations, to unite a majority of the people, win state power
without civil war and ensure the transfer of the basic means of
. production to the hands of the pcople. Relying on the majority of
... the peopls and resolutely rebuffing the opportunist elemients incapable

of relinquishing the policy of compromise with the capitalists and
landlords, the working class can defeat the reactionary, aanti-popular
forces, secure a firm majority in parliament, transform parliament
from an instrument serving tho class interests of the bourgeolsie
" into an instrument serving the working people, launch an extra-
. parliamentary mass struggle, smash the resistance of the reactionary
forces and create the nccessary conditions for peaceful realisation
_ of the soclalist revolution. Aill this will be possible only by broad
-and ceagcless development of the class struggle of the workers,
~. peasant masscs and the urban middle strata against big mnonopoly
' capital, against reaction, for profound social roformes, for peice

and soclalismi, o S ' o

"In the evont of the exploiting classes resorting to violence againet
the people, the possibility of non-peaceful transition to socialism
: should be borane in mind, Leniniem teaches, and experience confirmas,
_that the ruling classes neves relinquish power voluntarily. In this case
" the degree of bitterncss and the forms of the class struggle will depead
not 80 much on the proletariat as on the resistance put up by the ‘

© reactionary circles to the will of the overwhelming mmajority of the
for socialism,

'"The actual possibility of the one or the other way of transition
. to soclalism in each individual country depends on the concrete
*  historical conditions.™ . T el s
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u. 8 gn mcanca of thlu reformulatton. Thn first par-graph validates

the leloctive use of vlolancc. wherc it is eceuury to bring about the
condltionl and nctionn prescribed for "paacofut“ revoluticn. The la.lt

‘. 'two paragnphs raafﬂrm the legitimacy both of armed struggle and oi T

g no doctrinal changc -lnca Lmln on the use of violeuce in non-revolutionni'\j; |

T " -ituations er An "natlonal liberation." The 6 Dccember Siatement takes " e

. uo -xpuclt dactrinal pmmon oa the use of violenco in non-revolutxonary

i (or pre-rovolutionary) Mtuatlom. but it citel. among other promising

Al"lnwiuble. thay ara Erugreulve and revolutionary.“ Lcnin taid. » and . v

movcmentq. '

*"Dhcuuian on ulf—detarminauoa nummed up. " l9lv67.

‘ devclopments. tbc ucont cccurunc- of "hig working clau ltrikes" and
: -f‘tha "powariul movument of tho people Txn Japanl agalnst tha Japanese-u S. Do

o mulury amance "

of "utional \urn ot thc colonicl againnt imperia!hm." &auch wars are

they lhould bc -upportcd on condmon that such a rabeluan g not a

:' rebellion of 'S ructionary chu.“” The 6 Dncembor utﬁﬁcmef\t o£ elghty-?:ne
- Communln partiu axpncmy endorlol "nntlonal uberation wan.“ as well ‘
a8 ltrugglo "by non—mlluary methods. deﬂending npon tbe lpecinc conditions
" in the country concarued." ,"National llberation wan" are viewed by the ,
'Communllts as vah.\abh :‘or undcrmining "impcrmliam" and for creatlng

coudltion- tavorabh tor tho cventua.l uizuro oi powor by lm:al Com:nunisz v

: *The pampblat by Jnnius." 19!6 KR I i BT
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’ . 13. The Eroblem of armed forces. As 1n thc Communin ueiw.ure of

S, . A powor. so in the preparation and conduct of wars of "natxcnal uberation.

jtbe quastion of armed forces is a crucial one. Tha central thcoratxcal

= queltion bal heen whether the ‘ouxldup of Communist armed force £or a |
.takeover of powar in an underdeveloped country should be undertakan ln

- :oppouition to dominant nationaus: forcae or thhin the framework of an
Hanhuco with them. _ The growing number of sucb independent statel. .
.“many of which are dominated by anti-Communiat nationaliats. and the
L ) obvioul So»viet interut in cxglolting to the fuu diplomauc. economic. T

. .:and milltary telatlonshlpa with nationans: rugimeu are new Iactl
"v;;‘uhtlng to tha problem. The fanuns o{ Communiat partieu during the
19454951 pariod to acbievo politically -ignm:ant results either thx'ough |
a rmcd nprlling' agalnut ‘national gavetnmcnn (India.. 1948-19503 “

' !ndonolia 1948, Malaya. thppinen. -tc.). at through subvenion

- of tho armed forcul of the regime (Iraq. lrzn. Indin. Iudonesia. Pakia:an.

‘ :4:Brazﬂ etc. ). made it appureat tba.t new apprnaches were requirad.

14? Thc 1955 thclh. The theael on tbo 50:h annlvernry of the 1905

e, o iRuuian rnvolutiou. propounded by tho CP&U'n Marx»l:ngeh-l.eniu-s:alin

B - Instituto during 1955. madc it clear that &hc Soviet leaders beneved the

: -»'Vbes: oppormnitiu lay in full exploiution o£ auiancen for violant and rndical
«1,‘:'. :f" i national revclutionary ltruggle. Using t‘ne abcrtive 1905 Runian revolutiou

ag tho precednnt. the ln-dtutc pointed out that. even when such nntional ravolu-

' tlon: hucd thay naverthelun pavad tbo way for Commnnitt scizure of
. L N
.. - power. | .

15, Advxce on the appllcation of the !955 thesis. Although aamoritativo

&

ap j'z"r‘and cxpliclf. theoratlcal materhl on thia quutlon- h virtuauy unavanable.
o the CPSU advlco zivan aecretly to’ tha CP of Bra:il at thia time embadie: v

' one cﬂticnl com:opt. Po!nting out tha failuro of tb.c Braauiau party'n ’

’ uvolutlouary ttlempt in the 19“0'-. it tated that the creation of lub-tanthl
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and reliable party-controlled armed force would be infinitely easier if the
party would help a radical nationalist, anti-imperialist gévernment gain
power.. Then, the CPSU pointed out, a campaign to "democratize® the
nuté-nupportad forces for deiense agalnst domestic counter-revolution
and external intervention, together with the subversion of the nationalist
‘roguiaar forces and the grass-roots infiltration of local peoples® militia
units, could, over a period of time, give the party the violeat action
" capability it needed for taking power. Implicit in this strategy is the need
for ereating and maintaining avn atmosphere of national crisis which would
" be sufficlently intease to overrlda‘ the momentary hesitations and fears of
“vacillating' nationalist allles until the final moment of crisis. At‘
this moment, with t.hc-n Communist seizure of power, the vacillatoxs '
could be dispensed with, The approach also gaces a premin.m on the
: ability of the Communist party tooperats secretly ﬁs well a8 openly withian
the national revolutionary forces, and both the Soviet and tﬁe Chinese
parties have directly helped free world CP( in récent y;earn to davelcp -
their capacity for secret work.

16. The 1955 thesis as a guideline. The general approach embodied in

the 1955 {heaiu obviously represents 3 maximum program, whose main value
was that it set down terms and limits within which & Communist party could
develop its loug-rapg_e work.l no matter howunfavorable its initial position
might be. Many such parties have long carr}ed ou covert programs to

: inﬁlfrnte naticnal armed forces; notably ia Braxil, Eg;'pt. Syria, India,
Iran and Indonesia.. The emergencc of popular resistance organizations in

B Syrla Iraq, and Lebanon dnring rnl or conco:ted crises (1956- 1959) did in
fact show that the Comrmunist parties had the wm and cﬁppnbimy to apply

the 1955 Qon. but ih no case except that of Cuba has the party been able to
ﬁaintain the idvanugi it {nitially won. The promotion of alliance with

radical nationalist forces can be, 2nd since 1955 has been, undertaken with

Approved For Rele DP78-00915R001300230001-1
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varylag success both where these forces were in opposition to the existing
goverament (Cubi; fraq. Algeria, Black Africa) and where these forces
already dominated a nationalist goveranmont {Syria, Indonesia, UAR}). .

17. Theory and ﬁractlce in Communist commitment to violence.

Ia theory, Communist parties should support any violent anti-imperialist
revolutionary ::réggle in underdeveloped countries, but in fact many
parties have been cantious in committing themselves. When the 26 July
Movement launched ‘itu guerrilla wazr in Cuba, the Cuban CP remained
in the background and did not commit itself to armed struggle tcfr some time.
The Algerian CP, too, refrained from offering its support to the ALN for
several months after violence began, The Communist Party of China,
\howev}er. has consistently maintained that such struggles deserve prompt
and lnu‘ support by Communists, The Chinese have also been more willing
_than the other bloc parties over the past six years--and particularly since :
. 1958--to con;mit China to the support of guerrilla struggles on the part
of national liberation movements. They maintain that such unqualified support

is a responsibility that the Comamunist parties cannot refuse.if Communist

takeovers of power are eventually to be achieved. The meager available

. . T S
evidence suggests that the more cautious CPSU has favored a conspiratorial’

cifort during the hazardous initial period of nationalist avmed uprising, a
program of cévert fufiltration and manipulation of ‘the top leadership of .
nationalist forces.. 'i‘h'- CPS5U appears to believe that this is primarily &
task for individual local anclir foreign Communista--freqhently secret party

members 0r persons not in contact with the local party- - rather than for
the Communist party itself, This Appears to !uwQ been the cuse in Iraq
and Cuba. The techaique is not new; it was appareuntly employed in

- Indonesia between 1945 and the Madiaa uprising in 1948,

" 18. Iafiltration of natlonaliet forces, The initial couspratorial effort

,mt)} be very small, but it assumes additional imporiance at the moment
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when the local Communi;t party commits itself to the support of armed
struggle. Its importancé zgain increases when the national revolutionary
;aitort succeods in overthrowing the exisiing regime, whether through a
coup d'etat or through successiul guerrilla warfare. In the stage prior
ga the ovexthrou; of the e:;iuing regime, Communists who have pencetrated
" the leadership of nationalist forces can inject Comﬁuniu organiz#tional
doctrine into the operations of these forces and assist members of the
) Communist party to acquire positions in them, %0 th.-;t the Commuanists may be
able to exert influsnce aud to protect and assist the CP in its own activities.
After the oirerthrow.‘ these individuals can use their influence to commit
the new nationalist regime to radical programs of violence of direct value
to the Communist drive for power, such as the operation of military tribunals,
. the expulsion, discrediting, replacement, and liquidation of the mals
- Coﬁmunlat enemlcs, and the adoption of radical courses in- foreign policy.
There is also reason to believe that in some instances they play an important
role by p;ovidlng the leaders of the new goverament with information--true
or false~-lntended to provoke or jultifyv the adoption of specific violeat
" meapurcs which favor the extension of 6ommunist inflaence ané block any
possibilities of recioncﬂhtion ot' the nationalist leaders with srstwhile

opponents or the major Western powers.

Approved For Release : 78-0691 5R001300230001-1
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19. Problem of Communist participation in the nationalist power, As

thp events in Syria, Egypt, Iraq, and Cuba since 1957 chow, a crucial

point occurs in the build-up of Communist capability for armed struggle
within a national revolutionary regime when the Communist party demands,
. a8 a "democratic” right, recognition, legality, and a share in state power,
This first poiut of crisis has posed theorstical problems for the inter
national Communist movement as far back as 1926-1927, when, in China,
the break between the CPC and the Kuomintang developed. Belore 1954,

it was generally nccepted on.the basis of post World Var 11 experience
 that these dammds could be made successiully either in the course of a

| national liberation war, in the final stages of a succesaful ¢ivil war, or
with the protection and support of Soviet troops. Actunl armed struggle

by Communist forces or the open employmant of military power was

B inevitably a koy factor in these theories, In the past zix years, however,
considerable attention ha; been devoted to thoorics on poaceful ways to the
seizure of power. Theories eschoewing recourse to violeat struzgle have
been advanced, but in the Moscow declaration of 1957 and the 1960 Statement |
th;y have been generally repudiated as uné.cceptable revisionism,

20. Solution to the protlome-«'democratization”, Other theorieg have

given priority to more flexibio and subtle forms of anti-iraperialist struggle,

* and insisted that anti-imperialist forces deserved supportieven when the
‘m?tion‘nlis: leaders were and-Communiﬁt in local matters. This line has

: pi&ccd a gront premium on secret infiltrations and on the activity of front
groups as a means of evading and eventually eliminating local anti-Commﬁniam.
But since 1957 another doctrine has been advanced, with which the CPSU
has now openly identified itseclf in the 1960 Staterment. Communist debates
from 195§ through 1960 over ths r?lt ot bburgeois nationalists have callsd
attention to a new and'ﬁnde sirable development which threatens the validity

of the whole Communist approach to winning power through the radical

nationalist aillsnce, Ae expressed in the 1960 Statement, it is the tendency

12

Approved For Release : 8-00915R001300230001-1 -



LN ) "\‘
Appréwéd For Release : C| DR78-00915R001300230001-1

of "ce‘:;tain na.tianal'ists"{ to use &emogogy, radical policiaa.' and regular
rallitery forces to streagthen tizeix- own domestic power positions to the
detriment of the Communist pérty. Peakistan, Indis, Indonesia, the
UAR, and the Sudan are all obviously referred to. In 1961 the Indonesian

and Syrian partios have made explicit criticisme along theso lines of

. certain radical policies adopted in the past by their governments, and the

Hdemocratization' of the armod forces has been demanded by several

T parties, Such a development is obviously undesirable from the Communist

point of view and, in consequenco, Communist parties are now committed
in the 1960 Statement to demand that nationalism be not only radical and
anti-imperialist, but also "democratic®, That is, nationalist regimas

must give Communists and Communist parties the freedom and authority

. which-eshort of a seizure of power~-~they seek, The right to bear arma

and command units, whether in the regular or para-military forces, is

obviously one of thase "democratic! rights the Communists demand,

21, Progressive radicalization. The Communist program for the

increasing radicalization of the internal and forelgn policies of a nationalist

regimae has a definite logic, As & Cuban Communist leader zald at the

- Moascow Conference in December, 1960, progressive radicalization of

nationalist policies "accelerates' and "deepens' the revolution, In
international quostions radicalism is cgsentia.l if nationalism is to lead to
increased hostility to Viestern powers and the eveatual "merger of anti-
imperialism with socialist revolutions.” In many cases national Communist -
parties have sought to "radica.lize_" nationalist government foreign policies
by agitation and the use of violence {India*s 1955 “peaceful™ invasion of
Goa), by support and pressure for the tmi:iemént;.:iua of particular radical
policies {e.g., UAR nationalization of the Suez Canal and of Britieh bases,
support of violm;t colo:;ial liberation struggles in Africa by tﬁa UAR, Iraq,

Mozrocco), and by exploiting irredentism (India--Kashmir and Goa;

13
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Indonesia~~West Irian). The promotion and exploitation of radical

natidnalist support in Latin America for Puerto Rican independence and

" for the nationalization of the Panam'a Canal are currently both major

Communist themes, as the March 1961 Conference on National Independence

in Mexico City reveals. The radical international policies of the Cuban
regime have full Communist backing; so do those of Guinea. |

- 22, Bloc support. The Communist parties of the Soviet bloc, further-
more, ars committed to supplementing the efforts of local Communist
parties a,nd supporting violent anti-impéi;ialist revolutionary struggle, as
the 6 January 1961 speech of N, S, Khrushchev shows. But like the free _

world Communist parties at the national level, most bloc partieg--

. particularly the CPSU-~seek to do this without sacrifice of their own
_ independence of action, without adopting a course of action which entails

@ sei{oﬁa risk of becoming directly embroiled in a war. This hazard

pruented:itself in 1956 at the time of the Suex crisis.

23. C‘onsolida.tion and defense of Communist power., After the

Cornraunists have seized power, Lenin taught. violence is still more

A neceesary to destroy all resistance, A ruthless dictatorship is required.

"Firstly, capitalism cannot be defeated and eradicated without
the ruthless suppression of the resistance of the exploiters, who
cannot at once be deprived of their wealth, of their advantage of
organization and knowledge, and consequently for a fairly long
period will inevitably try to overthrow the hated rule of the poor;
secondly, every great rcvolution, and a socialist revolution in
particular, even if there were no external war, it inconceivable with-
out internal war, i.e., civil war, which is even more devastating than
external war, and involves thousands and millions of cases of wavering
and desertion from one side to ancother, implies a l:ate of extreme
lndeﬁnitneu. lack of equilibrium and chaos.’*

- % "lhe immediate tasks of the Soviet government', 1919,
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24. Current doctrine on consolidation. Current doctrine alsgo holds

that power acquired must never be surrendered. Thus, the suppression
of the"_uprising ©0£ 1956 in Hungary was called by the CPSU "the only correct
course toltake”. the fulfillment of "our interhational duty".* The
dictatorship of the proletariat, once est#blished. is committed to the use
of necessary violence, unrestricted by law, in order to destroy tl_:e

domestic enerny, to make counterrevolntion'impnnlble. and to defeat

’ inva'siou from abroad. In the USSR, the CPSU maintains a plan and a

aucleus around which Communist partisan forces can be organized in
the event of general war. In early 1957 Soviet doctrine held that modern
military technology made the use of guerrilla forces more, rather than

less, important in the event of war and that success depended upon the

" adequacy of preparations made before the outbreak of hostilies., This view

was éonveyed to gome free world Communists receiving training at the
CPsSU's Higher Party School in Moscow.

a5, D'izcrimination in the use of violence in consolidation, In

consolidating power, the use vo£ violence i# highly nelgctive. it is cﬂrected
'mainly at the discrediting of opposition political forces, at disrupting those
mﬂitary forces that the CP cannot control, and at the liquidation of the
few groups and persons who can provide centers for organizing resistance
and counterrovolution. The term "salami tactics' haz been applied to
describe the successive use of violence against the various sources of
potentlal opposition, beginning with those groups which are both the most
serious threats and most easily disposed of. Theoretical arguments have
arisen in the Bloc parties on this question, particularly after the events in

Hungary and Poland. Conservative Communist theoreticians have in the

B past criticized certain Communist parties (tliat of Poland, for example)

- for their failure to be consistent and thorough in llquidating potential -

opponents of the regime. Examples of the effective use of revolutionary

tribunals and security forces to eliminate and completely de str,éy Ppotential

%  Pravda, 23 Nevember 1956,
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. nuclei of resistance have been much quoted, and events in Cuba and

Irﬁ show that thé advice has been accepted. Difierences still exist

-

ﬁmh the movement, however, over the question of how far the use of
such ;electivo violence should be carried. The present Polish and
f{ﬁngarian party leadership, for example, have been most insistent that

such violence should bs used sparingly, and that unnecassary continuatio;i
- of ita use can only result in failure in the long run,.

wee = 26, Violence in an unconquered part of a national state. In certain

countriesj-such' as Viet Nam--the Communist regime which has consolidated

ite control over a portion of national territory maintains and uses an

°

elaborate organization to conduct partisan warfare in the territory that

remains unconquered. The role of violence in such situations can vary

—
3

" ) ‘appreciably with changes in Communist general strategy and the fortunes
. o ef war. Para-military mobile forces may be mair;tained. and cornmitted
=f§h\i:ariods of agéreuive pressure or crisis. In other circumstances, the
- “use of violence may be réduced to. local terrorist threats and attacks;

.clashes withﬁefanding free world forces in order to provoke the latter to

: cuﬁ out punitive o\pera.tions against the local population; and the use of
CaelL e . .i‘suuﬁ\ation and sa:éi,otage to sow defeatism and panic. Even the USSR
and ot?mr Eu‘ropean}iloc governments, ‘in. spite of their proclaimed belief
that the domestic b;lll for effective counterrevolution no longer ex}sta.
continue under present conditions to use violence against leaders of

refugee organizations of their nationals abroad.

- o 27. The problem of liquidating a Communist military capability. The

exparic;nca of the Greek and Malayan civil wars shows that, even in the
event of a general defealt of an attemptedv selizure of power, a Communist
revolutionary governmpnt, basing itself on bloc soil, will try to continue
partisan-guerrilla struggle. Justifying the abandonment of such a nt‘ruggh;

poses serious theoretical problems. In its 1960 campaign aga.inot "right
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opportunisni" and Khrushchev, the Chinese CP gave considerable publicity
to its conviction that a Communist party ‘must never voluntarily liquidate

a capebility for armed struggle once it is organized, The Chinese quoted

their own gxporience of 1946-1949 to prove the validity of the doctrine,

But Communist parties never accept responsibility for such military
" disasters. In most such situations specific party leaders are eventually
made scapegoats, accused of strategic and tactical errors, and in some
casas even accused of collzborating with the enemy. Where the Communist
party cannot {or will not) dispense with its exfsting leaders and fails to

win from its eﬁemy the minimum political concessions and general amnesty
those leaders demand as a condition for the cessation of irregular warfare,
the Communist forces fesl obliged to contlinue violent struggle, if only in

a symbolic form. There may be divergcxf;t views within the Communist
movement of what the necessary minimnm conditions for abandoning armed
struggle nhonld: be in any specific case. This is, for example, a problem
in Burma and Malaya. In Laos, the minimum demands advanced in 1954
were raised when the Pathet Lao rgverted in 1960 to armed struggle, and
that organization now appears éeter ed to persist in armed struggle unless
it receives guarantees of the integrity of its forces and recognition of its

political role in a "neutral' Laos. ~.
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