Tito’s “Essential Works”: Lies, Demagogy,
and Hypocrisy
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On “The Essential Tito”

To the hundreds of thousands of Yugoslav Communists arrested, tortured, and
killed by the Titoites. Special recognition to Arso Jovanovié¢, Andrija Hebrang,
Branko Petricevié¢, Savo Stanojevié, Vlado Dapcevié, Pero Popivoda, and Miladin
Popovié, great heroes of the people who’s fight against the fascist occupier and
then Titoite social-fascism is immortal.

SLAVA VELIKOM STA
a PRIATELJU JUGOSLOVENSKIH

When acquainted with the history of so-called Socialist Yugoslavia and principally
the many works of Enver Hoxha on Yugoslavia, which represent the greatest
analysis of the Titoite revisionists yet, the reader of “The Essential Tito” will quickly
see straight through all the misrepresentations of reality. The book, if I may so say,
is essentially propaganda with little truth, and even the truthful statements are
thoroughly anti-Marxist and revisionist.

On the national question, Tito almost entirely ignores Kosova and the Albanian
population, proclaims great equality between all nationalities without going into
depth as to what that means, and much less speaking about the Albanian
nationality.



On the Yugoslav Economy, Tito’s absurd and outlandish claims is a head-scratcher
to even anyone with an inkling of Marxist theory, even jumping to conclusions like
communism is being introduced in Yugoslavia and the state is withering away. All
while capitalist laws thrive, as is convincingly proven by what is, for consistent
Marxists, a reliable weapon against revisionism everywhere, J.V. Stalin’s “Economic
Problems of Socialism in the U.S.S.R.”

Tito’s foreign policy, perhaps the most extensively touched upon topic in this
review, is entirely sinister and anti-Marxist in nature, seeking to subjugate the
people under friendly slogans and smiles while serving all the imperialist interests.
This can be understood and proven using mostly his own published works, so it can
only be imagined the kind of opportunism occurring behind closed doors.

It can be surmised from all this that the statements from “Marshall Tito” in these
essential works are premised on lies, demagogy, and hypocrisy. For Marxist-
Leninists everywhere, it is important to understand the incorrectness of vile
revisionists of the Tito type, and the correctness of great Marxists like Comrade
Enver Hoxha who analysed and theoretically destroyed these illusions.

The National Question and Kosova

Throughout Tito’s book, one will find such statements as:

“The People’s Liberation Partisan Detachment in all areas of Yugoslavia
(in Serbia, Croatia, Slovenia, Montenegro, Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Macedonia, the Vojvodina, the Sandzak and Dalmatia) have as their
main aim: the liberation of the peoples of Yugoslavia from the invader,
and the fight against the invader’s local agents who are assisting in the
work of oppression and terrorization of our peoples.” (J.B. Tito: “The
Tasks Before the People’s Liberation Partisan Detachments”in: “The
Essential Tito”, p. 3, New York 1970.)

“Finally, the immense sacrifices and sufferings of our peoples during the
war found their reward in the greatest achievements which our peoples
have ever gained: the smashing of the diabolical plan of the occupier and
traitors at home to sow hatred between our peoples and prevent the
creation of a strong Yugoslavia; the creation of indestructible
brotherhood and unity among the various nationalities of Yugoslavia;
the setting up of people’s government, which is the guarantee of a just
social order and democracy; and the creation of a strong state
community composed of the various nationalities of Yugoslavia, all of
whom have equal rights.” (J.B. Tito: “Address at the Third Session,
Anti-Fascist Council of People’s Liberation (AVNOJ)” in: “The Essential
Tito”, p. 49, New York 1970.)

“The party succeeded because it had, from the very first day of the
insurrection, considered one of the most important and fateful
questions to be the task of forging brotherhood and unity among the
peoples of Yugoslavia, as well as unity among the masses of each
individual people and nationality. The National Liberation struggle
brought with it freedom, brotherhood and equality for all the peoples
and nationalities of Yugoslavia, and that is truly one of the greatest
achievements of our revolution.” (J.B. Tito: “Address to the Jubilee



Session of the Anti-Fascist Council of the National Liberation of
Yugoslavia — the Twenty-Fifth Anniversary of The New Yugoslavia”
in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 175, New York 1970.)

“Our conception of the role and position of the working man, as a free
and independent creator in a self-managing society, also assumes the
full freedom and independence of each people and nationality. For the
equality of the working man in a self-managing Socialist society is
inseparable from equality among peoples in a multi-national
community. Under the conditions in this country, national freedom,
sovereignty and equality of peoples are being achieved in direct
dependence upon the degree of development of self-managing
relationships within each nation and in Yugoslavia as a whole. It is only
on the grounds of the full emancipation of each people and each
nationality that it is possible to create the kind of a community in which
everyone will feel equal. And the independence of each one individually,
and the equality of all, are the condition upon which our unity hinges
and the guarantee of our federal Socialist community’s strength.” (J.B.
Tito: “Address to the Jubilee Session of the Anti-Fascist Council of the
National Liberation of Yugoslavia — the Twenty-Fifth Anniversary of
The New Yugoslavia” in: “The Essential Tito”, pp. 186—187, New York

1970.)

“It is in the light of the foregoing that we must conceive of the
significance of the most recent proposals relevant to the position and
role of the republics and autonomous provinces within the framework of
the federation. The transformation of the present Chamber of
Nationalities into the fundamental political chamber of the Federal
Assembly will make it the basic vehicle of political decision-making and
the foundation of mutual negotiation and solidarity, and therefore also
of full equality between all peoples and nationalities. Through this kind
of decision-making, the federation will affirm itself as a democratic
socio-political community of the working people of Yugoslavia. Within
its structure there are developing further forms of direct integration of
social self-management, which also means integration of all socio-
political communities. Such mutual relationships among the socio-
political communities, grounded in the common interest, equality and
mutual trust also provide the basis for the unity of the Socialist socio-
political system, the foundations of which are brotherhood and unity
and the determination of all peoples and nationalities to live in the
Yugoslav federal Socialist community.” (J.B. Tito: “Address to the
Jubilee Session of the Anti-Fascist Council of the National Liberation of
Yugoslavia — the Twenty-Fifth Anniversary of The New Yugoslavia”
in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 188, New York 1970.)

As the facts bear out, all these statements are nothing but products of the churning
out of the Titoite state propaganda machine. Taking cues from Hitler and Goebbels,
the solution for the national question in Yugoslavia was to take a big lie and repeat
it ad nauseam. Was the formation of Yugoslavia and the reality of the situation on
the national question really as they presented it? In connection with this question,
the Second Session of the Anti-Fascist Council of People’s Liberation, held at Jajce
in 1943 is of particular importance. Tito, in his latter speeches, had the audacity to
claim that equality among all nationalities was created by that time:



“It was therefore not by accident that, even before the constituting of the
AFCNLY as the supreme legislative body, national political bodies had
been established, that is, the councils of National Liberation, for the
areas of the present republics and provinces, which also exercised the
prerogatives of government organs. This means that the foundations of
a federal system, of an equal community of peoples, associated on a
voluntary basis, had been laid even then.” (J.B. Tito: “Address to the
Jubilee Session of the Anti-Fascist Council of the National Liberation of
Yugoslavia — the Twenty-Fifth Anniversary of The New Yugoslavia”
in: “The Essential Tito”, pp. 176—177, New York 1970.)

And indeed, further that:

“The Declaration of the Second Session confirmed the Leninist principle
of the right of peoples to self-determination, including the right to
secession.” (J.B. Tito: “Address to the Jubilee Session of the Anti-Fascist
Council of the National Liberation of Yugoslavia — the Twenty-Fifth
Anniversary of The New Yugoslavia”in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 177,
New York 1970.)

This is partially correct, but only in words. At the Second Session at Jajce, he indeed
declared that:

“With the setting up of the Provincial Anti-Fascist Council of People’s
Liberation of Croatia, and before that the Slovene Liberation Front and
its executive body, the principles of equality for all the nationalities of
Yugoslavia began to be put into practice, and the age-old aspirations of
the individual nationalities of Yugoslavia to govern themselves began to
be realized.” (J.B. Tito: “Address at the Second Session, Anti-Fascist
Council of People’s Liberation (AVNOJ)” in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 19,
New York 1970.)

But there is a gaping problem with this claim. At this session, the foundations of the
“new” Yugoslav state were put into place, the borders of Yugoslavia were decided.
The Albanian lands of Yugoslavia were included in the borders even though zero
Albanian representatives were present. With Pan-Slavic hegemonist aims, they
included the areas of Kosova and the Dukajin Plateau into new Yugoslavia, without
exercising the very practice of “nationalities governing themselves”, of asking
whether their nationality wanted to be included. If the Albanians of Yugoslavia did
not make matters clear, did not decide whether or not they wanted to be part of
Yugoslavia or Albania, this perhaps would be less of a violation of Marxist
principles (although still a violation). But, in fact, the Albanians of Yugoslavia
would not accept this gesture, this Titoite act of deciding their own future for them.
Only one month later, the resolution of the 1st Conference of the National
Liberation Council for Kosova and the Dukagjin Plateau, held at Bujan from
December 31, 1943 to January 2, 1944, stated quite clearly:

“Kosova and the Dukagjin Plateau is a province inhabited for the most
part by an Albanian population, which today, as always, wishes to be
united with Albania. Hence, it is our duty to show the correct course the
Albanian people must follow to realize their aspirations. Therefore, the
only way for the Albanian people of Kosova and the Dukagjin Plateau to
be united with Albania is to fight together with the other peoples of
Yugoslavia in the war against the blood-thirsty nazi occupiers and those



in their pay, because this is the only way to win the freedom through
which all the peoples, hence, the Albanian people, too, will have the
possibility to decide their own future through the right of self-
determination up to secession.” (“People’s Council of the Autonomous
Region of Kosova-Metohia 1943-1953”, p. 10, Prishtina 1955.)

The entire Council unanimously approved the resolution, with 42 Albanian
members out of 52. Of note is the fact that the 9 non-Albanians approved the
resolution as well, showing the true internationalist character of the Yugoslav
peoples in contrast to the leadership of the Yugoslav party. [1] Well then, dear
Titoites, it seems that the people of Kosova, when asked, wanted to be united with
Albania. They did not agree to become an “autonomous province” within the
Serbian Republic (a status they would later be granted), nor was this just, for only a
very small percentage of the population of Kosova was Serbian and even the
Serbian Council members agreed that Kosova was Albanian. The Titoite response to
these reasonable demands by the people of Kosova was, quite plainly, to shut up
and accept Great-Serb dictate, accept the decisions at Jajce and not complain that
they had no representation:

“You should not have set up the Regional Committee, because your
region is not a separate compact district... The character of your
Regional National Liberation Council is not clear from the Resolution.
This Council can be only an initiator, an organ of the political unity of
the masses, but we cannot give it a state character, although it must lead
the low-ranking councils where they exist. This is because you do not
have liberated territories.

“Here are our instructions of how the national question should be
treated. First of all, you should understand and popularize more widely
the decisions of the 2nd meeting of the AVNOJ (The Anti-fascist Council
of National Liberation of Yugoslavia — Ed.), and the essence and
purpose of these decisions. These decisions guarantee equal rights for all
the peoples, make possible the right to self-determination.

“Today there must be no talk of 'unification’ with Albania, because at
this moment there is no question of defining the borders between
Yugoslavia and Albania, both of them are occupied by Germany, but
these two countries should be liberated from the fascist occupier
through armed struggle.” (Collection of Documents and Information on
the National Liberation War of the Yugoslav Peoples. Volume I, Book
19. Struggle in Kosova 1941-1944. Doc. 104, pp. 462—464. Belgrade
1969.)

The double-talk of the Titoites is astounding. They claimed that there can be no
question of borders, yet at the Jajce session they did, in fact, decide the borders
between Yugoslavia and Albania. At every point, they changed the goalposts with
the Albanian population in Yugoslavia. First, they said they must put aside national
differences for the moment and combine to fight the occupier, that this question
would be decided later. Then again, even after forming the foundations of the new
Yugoslav state, they told the Albanian population that they could decide the borders
in the future, after the country was fully liberated. After that, they told Albania that
the Albanian lands in Yugoslavia will be united with Albania in the “Balkan
Federation”, properly named “Greater Yugoslavia.” This occurred in a conversion



Enver Hoxha had with the “ambassador” to Albania, Svetozar Vukmanovi¢ -Tempo,
who said:

“The partisan forces of Kosova and the Dukagjin Plateau should be
under the command of your General Staff. This is the only way in which
they can be raised to fight. In any case, this is just an idea, a proposal
which can be settled only within the framework of the ‘Balkan Staff.”” (E.
Hoxha: “The Titoites”, p. 93, Tirana 1982.)

After the “Balkan Federation” and “Balkan Staff” ideas fell by the wayside, the
Titoites finally admitted that Kosova belonged to Albania, but again, that this would
be a matter of the future. Tito himself said this to Enver Hoxha, and his reasoning
was precisely that it would not please the Great-Serb chauvinists. From the
transcript of the conversation:

E. Hoxha: “The Albanians fought in order to have a free and sovereign
Albania with which the Albanian regions in Yugoslavia should now be
united. The time has come for this national problem to be solved justly
by our parties.”

J.B. Tito: “I am in agreement with your view, but for the time being we
cannot do this, because the Serbs would not understand us.” (E. Hoxha:
“The Titoites”, p. 286, Tirana 1982.)

And finally, after the split with Stalin and the Soviet Union, the Titoites gave up
their facade, did nothing to change the status of the Albanians in Yugoslavia, left
them in the lurch to be throttled by Rankovi¢, the UDB, and various other Serbian
chauvinists like Vaso Cubrilovié. This resulted in ethnic cleansing, genocide, the
deportation of hundreds of thousands of Albanians from their centuries-old land to
Turkey.

But, unlike the claims of the Titoites, this was the plan from the beginning. Kosova
was going to be included within Yugoslavia whether the Albanians living there
wanted to or not. This is easily known because as early as 1943, Tito cunningly
declared that Kosova and the other Albanian lands within Yugoslavia would, in fact,
be part of new Yugoslavia, whether they wanted to or not:

“The new Yugoslavia which is being created will be a country of free
peoples, and thus there will be no room for national oppression of the
Albanian minority, either.” (From the letter of the CC of the CPY to the
CC of the CPA on October 25, 1943)

Even with all these pompous phrases about equality, in practice the Albanians had
no self-determination under the Titoite bourgeois dictatorship. Anyone who
defends the Titoite “brotherhood and unity”, its immensely chauvinistic “solution”
to the national question, must either be ignorant or have cynical aims to believe
they treated the Albanians correctly, in a brotherly and unified way. They ignored
Kosova’s every demand to be treated the same way as Slavic lands within the
Federation, even going so far as to ignore their later demand of becoming a
Republic of Yugoslavia. The absurdity of phrases such as “the creation of
indestructible brotherhood and unity among the various nationalities of
Yugoslavia”, the “determination of all peoples and nationalities to live in the
Yugoslav federal Socialist community”, “the creation of a strong state community
composed of the various nationalities of Yugoslavia, all of whom have equal rights”



may be seen now in all its true light. Perhaps this was the reason why Tito refused
to say that Kosova, that Albanians were fighting the occupier, why an area even
smaller than them (Sandzak) was mentioned but not them. They were always held
in contempt, as fascists, as Ballists, as “Great-Albanians”, no matter how
internationalist they were.

Capitalist Economy

The So-Called “System of Self-Administration”

Well known to any serious studier on the Yugoslav economic system, that of “self-
administration”, of “self-management”, and many other phrases is the overbearing
resemblance of that economic system to ordinary capitalist society. There can be no
talk of the objective economic laws of socialist society, those that existed in the
Leninist-Stalinist Soviet Union and Socialist Albania. In self-administered
Yugoslavia, the law of value operated as a regulator of production, and as every
student of socialist political economy knows, the operation of that law necessarily
constitutes anarchy in production, and thus capitalist society. Describing the
system in his tremendous polemic against Edvard Kardelj’s Directions of the
Development of the Political System of Socialist Self-administration, Enver Hoxha
so eloquently stated:

“The so-called planning which is done in the Yugoslav ‘self-
administration’ enterprises cannot be called socialist. On the contrary,
being carried out according to the example of all capitalist enterprises, it
leads to the same consequences which exist in every capitalist economy,
such as anarchy of production, spontaneity, and a series of other
contradictions, which manifest themselves in the most overt and savage
manner in the Yugoslav economy and market.” (E. Hoxha: “Yugoslav
Self-Administration — A Capitalist Theory and Practice”, p. 35, Tirana
1978.) (emphasis added)

In a specific work included in “The Essential Tito”, On Workers’ Management in
Economic Enterprises stands out as particularly interesting for its disregard for all
of socialist political economy. The work starts off in quite an astounding way,
claiming that Yugoslavia is not at the point of building socialism, but communism!

“As I said earlier the law which we are to adopt here is of great
importance for the future correct development of our Socialist country,
but it still does not settle this question completely; it is merely another
step forward towards Communism. The functions of the state in the
administration of the economy have not yet completely ceased, but they
are no longer exclusive.” (J.B. Tito: “On Workers’ Management in
Economic Enterprises” in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 79, New York 1970.)

In case there is any confusion, later Tito clearly states that the question of building
full Communism was at the fore in Yugoslavia:

“From all this it will be seen that there are tremendous difficulties in the
way of building Communism in a backward country, such as ours for
example.” (J.B. Tito: “On Workers’ Management in Economic
Enterprises” in: “The Essential Tito”, pp. 82—83, New York 1970.)



Even quoting Lenin in this respect:

“Lenin says: ‘Communism begins where ordinary workers are showing
an unselfish determination, overriding the hardships of their labor, to
achieve an increase in the productivity of labor, and to insure that every
pood of grain, coal, iron, and other products, is conserved, not for their
own benefit, not for the benefit of those close to them, but for the benefit
of people more remote — that is, society as a whole.”” (J.B. Tito: “On
Workers’ Management in Economic Enterprises” in: “The Essential
Tito”, p. 80, New York 1970.)

This is apparently the case because:

“They (the workers — Ed.) are no longer managed by the capitalists or
their well paid faithful officials, the bureaucracy, which only looked after
the interests of the capitalists with a view to insuring that as much profit
as possible was squeezed out of the workers for the capitalist pocket, at
the same time receiving a few crumbs for itself.” (J.B. Tito: “On
Workers’ Management in Economic Enterprises” in: “The Essential
Tito”, p. 82, New York 1970.)

According to Tito, communism is simply when the state gives up its role in
centralised planned economy and nothing else! Communism is apparently when the
“capitalists” and the “bureaucracy” no longer manage production. There is no
mention of the all-powerful role of economic managers in Yugoslavia, which were
certainly bureaucrats themselves and occupied the place of a new bourgeoisie. Such
a distortion of Marxist theory is so obvious that not even the out of context Lenin
quote justifies his stance. Lenin is quite obviously not talking about the
establishment of full communism, as Tito is. In fact, the full quotation makes this
quite clear:

“In the last analysis, productivity of labour is the most important, the
principal thing for the victory of the new social system. Capitalism
created a productivity of labour unknown under serfdom. Capitalism
can be utterly vanquished, and will be utterly vanquished by socialism
creating a new and much higher productivity of labour. This is a very
difficult matter and must take a long time, but it has been started, and
that is the main thing. If in starving Moscow, in the summer of 1919, the
starving workers who had gone through four trying years of imperialist
war and another year and a half of still more trying civil war could start
this great work, how will things develop later when we triumph in the
civil war and win peace?

“Communism is the higher productivity of labour — compared with that
existing under capitalism — of voluntary, class-conscious and united
workers employing advanced techniques. Communist subbotniks are
extraordinarily valuable as the actual beginning of communism; and this
is a very rare thing, because we are in a stage when ‘only the first
steps in the transition from capitalism to communism are
being taken’ (as our Party Programme quite rightly says).

“Communism begins when the rank-and-file workers display an
enthusiastic concern that is undaunted by arduous toil to increase the
productivity of labour, husband every pood of grain, coal, iron and other



products, which do not accrue to the workers personally or to their
‘close’ kith and kin, but to their ‘distant’ kith and kin, i.e., to society as a
whole, to tens and hundreds of millions of people united first in one
socialist state, and then in a union of Soviet republics.” (V.I. Lenin: “A
Great Beginning” in: Works, Vol. 29, Eng. Ed., p. 427, Moscow 1974)
(emphasis added)

So! Lenin makes clear that he is speaking of the transition from capitalism to
communism, i.e. lower stage communism, and not from the lower stage of
communism to the higher stage. Amazing things happen when you read and
quote Lenin honestly, and not conducting a quote-mining operation. But, like all
revisionists, Tito showed himself to be a vacillant eclectic, swaying from side to
side. In the same work, he claims that the form of “socialist” property in Yugoslavia
is superior to Leninist-Stalinist USSR and the “Cominformists”:

“Now, however, state ownership of the means of production, the
factories, mines, and railways, is gradually changing into a higher form
of Socialist ownership. State ownership is the lowest of social
ownership, not the highest, as the leaders of the USSR imagine.

“Well, therein lies our path towards Socialism, and it is the only right
way since it is a matter of the withering away of the functions of the
state in the economy. Let the Cominformists bear in mind that their
slanderous uproar cannot darken our well-lit path of building
Socialism.” (J.B. Tito: “On Workers’ Management in Economic
Enterprises”in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 89, New York 1970.)

Here, he speaks to be leftist, to be the only true communist as opposed to those
state-socialist Stalinists. But in words, in reality, his actions were rightist, promote
rightism everywhere in Yugoslav society. In just the next paragraph, he shows his
illiteracy of socialist political economy:

“On the other hand, this law on the participation of the work collectives,
that is the workers themselves, in the management of the economy of
the country, is the most effective answer to the question of where true
democracy is to be found.” (J.B. Tito: “On Workers’ Management in
Economic Enterprises” in: “The Essential Tito”, pp. 89—90, New York

1970.)

If Tito was a socialist, he would know that collective ownership is, as long as the
means of production are in the hands of the state (as they were not in Yugoslavia), a
form of socialist property but the lowest form at that. Speaking of the role of
collectives in the Soviet Union, Stalin said:

“In the collective farm, although the means of production (land,
machines) do belong to the state, the product of production is the
property of the different collective farms, since the labour, as well as the
seed, is their own, while the land, which has been turned over to the
collective farms in perpetual tenure, is used by them virtually as their
own property, in spite of the fact that they cannot sell, buy, lease or
mortgage it.

“The effect of this is that the state disposes only of the product of the
state enterprises, while the product of the collective farms, being their



property, is disposed of only by them. But the collective farms are
unwilling to alienate their products except in the form of commodities,
in exchange for which they desire to receive the commodities they need.
At present the collective farms will not recognize any other
economic relation with the town except the commodity
relation — exchange through purchase and sale.” (J.V. Stalin:
“Economic Problems of Socialism in the U.S.S.R.”, p. 15, Peking 1972.)
(emphasis added)

To any consistent Marxist, it is obvious that enterprises that conduct exchange
through purchase and sale, which dispose of their own product, cannot be the
highest form of socialist property. This is the excellent “communism” which Tito
boastfully speaks of, a society entirely made out of collectives and co-operatives!
Perhaps the anarcho-syndicalists have found their dream society in Titoite
Yugoslavia! Tito’s co-operatives are too much to even be considered socialist, for
their means of production were still market commodities to be bought and sold,
were not owned by the state and still subject to the law of value:

“Yugoslavia first abolished the MTS in 1952, and then Hungary and
Poland following the revolts of 1956.” (Thor Stebelsky, “Agriculture of
the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe”, in: Journal of Geography, p.
266)

The Machine Tractor Stations were abolished and the collectives owned the means
of production, they were reintroduced into the sphere of commodity production.
When speaking of the ownership of the means of production, Stalin so correctly
stated:

“A commodity is a product which may be sold to any purchaser, and
when its owner sells it, he loses ownership of it and the purchaser
becomes the owner of the commodity, which he may resell, pledge or
allow to rot. Do means of production come within this category? They
obviously do not. In the first place, means of production are not
‘sold’ to any purchaser, they are not ‘sold’ even to collective
farms; they are only allocated by the state to its enterprises. In the
second place, when transferring means of production to any
enterprise, their owner — the state — does not at all lose the
ownership of them; on the contrary, it retains it fully. In the
third place, directors of enterprises who receive means of
production from the Soviet state, far from becoming their
owners, are deemed to be the agents of the state in the
utilization of the means of production in accordance with the
plans established by the state. It will be seen, then, that under our
system means of production can certainly not be classed in the
category of commodities.” (J.V. Stalin: “Economic Problems of
Socialism in the U.S.S.R.”, p. 53, Peking 1972.) (emphasis added)

In this regard, Stalin also predicted the effects of the selling off the ownership of the
means of production to the collectives:

“The outcome would be, first, that the collective farms would become
the owners of the basic instruments of production; that is, their status
would be an exceptional one, such as is not shared by any other
enterprise in our country, for, as we know, even the nationalized



enterprises do not own their instruments of production. How, by what
considerations of progress and advancement, could this exceptional
status of the collective farms be justified? Can it be said that such a
status would facilitate the elevation of collective-farm property to the
level of public property, that it would expedite the transition of our
society from socialism to communism? Would it not be truer to say that
such a status could only dig a deeper gulf between collective-farm
property and public property, and would not bring us any nearer to
communism, but, on the contrary, remove us farther from it?

“The outcome would be, secondly, an extension of the sphere of
operation of commodity circulation, because a gigantic quantity of
instruments of agricultural production would come within its orbit.
What do Comrades Sanina and Venzher think — is the extension of
the sphere of commodity circulation calculated to promote
our advance towards communism? Would it not be truer to
say that our advance towards communism would only be
retarded by it?” (J.V. Stalin: “Economic Problems of Socialism in the
U.S.S.R.”, pp. 95—96, Peking 1972.) (emphasis added)

The Titoites did not care about this in the slightest, and why would they when their
goal was anarchy in production, when their goal was not to limit capitalist
production but to expand it? Article 27 of the Yugoslav Constitution of the time,
quoted by Tito, outlines the basic tasks for the board of management for each
enterprise:

“The board of management of an enterprise: elaborates proposals for
the basic plans of the enterprise; introduces the monthly operational
plans; is responsible for the proper running of the enterprise; makes
recommendations for the internal organization of the enterprise and
recommendations for the classification of jobs; makes recommendations
for regulations governing work routines and introduces measures for
tightening work discipline; appoints employees to executive posts in the
enterprise; makes decisions after hearing workers’ and employees’
complaints about dismissals and internal work schedules; takes
measures for promoting production in the enterprise, particularly for
rationalizing production, increasing labor productivity, reducing
production costs, improving the quality of products, making economies,
and reducing wastage and rejects; settles questions relating to norms in
the enterprise; approves the nomination of shock-workers and
recommendations for rationalization methods and innovations; takes
measures for raising the level of skill among workers and employees in
the enterprise, and also for insuring a proper system of assigning
workers to jobs; is responsible for the correct interpretation of the
regulations governing labor relations in the enterprise, for wages,
salaries, for the promotion of workers and employees, for safety
measures at work and social insurance, and also for improving the living
conditions of workers and employees in the enterprise; approves the
rota for workers’ and employees’ annual holidays; takes measures for
the protection and proper utilization of the public property managed by
the enterprise and measures to ascertain, prevent, and eliminate
harmful practices, wastefulness, and other manifestations of an
unconscientious attitude towards public property.” (J.B. Tito: “On



Workers’ Management in Economic Enterprises” in: “The Essential
Tito”, p. 89, New York 1970.)

My questions for the Titoites upon reading this are: What isn’t managed in a
decentralised way? What operation is decided at a national level in the Yugoslav
economy? If every enterprise operates on its own, if they are regulated by
profitability, if the law of value remains a regular of production, how is this any
different from ordinary capitalist society? This seems to be a classic example of
what Engels spoke of, claiming to have changed something without altering its
basis. On the role of these laws, Stalin said:

“These comrades forget that the law of value can be a regulator of
production only under capitalism, with private ownership of the
means of production, and competition, anarchy of production, and
crises of overproduction. They forget that in our country the sphere of
operation of the law of value is limited by the social ownership of the
means of production, and by the law of balanced development of the
national economy, and is consequently also limited by our yearly and
five-yearly plans, which are an approximate reflection of the
requirements of this law.” (J.V. Stalin: “Economic Problems of
Socialism in the U.S.S.R.”, p. 23, Peking 1972.) (emphasis added)

The Titoites would certainly grasp and say that “private ownership of the means of
production does not exist” and “neither do the crises of overproduction”, and even
if that were true (clearly, the economic managers owned of the means of production
in practice and Yugoslavia was certainly not exempt from its own share of economic
crises), it does not and cannot change the basis of the regulation of the law of value,
the operation of the profitability of individual enterprises. Tito himself makes quite
clear that individual enterprises did operate on the basis of profitability:

“They (the workers — Ed.) must get to know what level of accumulation
their enterprise must achieve as its share of the general planned
accumulation, and how much they can increase their standard of living
with the remaining output surplus.” (J.B. Tito: “On Workers’
Management in Economic Enterprises” in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 83,
New York 1970.)

“The workers’ council of an enterprise: approves the basic plans
and the final account of the enterprise; passes resolutions for
administering the enterprise and for fulfilling the economic plan; elects,
dissolves, and replaces the board of management or its individual
members; passes the regulations of the enterprise with the assent of the
board of management or the higher economic association or the
competent state body; debates the work reports of the board of
management and passes resolutions approving its work; debates the
individual measures of the board of management and passes resolutions
concerning them; effects the allocation of that part of the
accumulation which is at the disposal of the enterprise, that is
to say, of the working collective.” (J.B. Tito: “On Workers’
Management in Economic Enterprises” in: “The Essential Tito”, pp.
87-88, New York 1970.) (emphasis added)

And in fact, the state relinquished any role in production, even though Tito dressed
this in leftist phrases:



“Well, therein lies our path towards Socialism, and it is the only right
way since it is a matter of the withering away of the functions of the
state in the economy.” (J.B. Tito: “On Workers’ Management in
Economic Enterprises” in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 89, New York 1970.)

On the Peasant Question

The question of the peasantry, so thoroughly debated in the Tito-Stalin split at the
time, shows another anti-Marxist facet of Tito’s. Quoting Article 19 of the Yugoslav
Constitution of the time, Tito says at the 5th Congress:

“The land belongs to those who cultivate it. The law determines
whether, and how much, land may be held by an institution or a person
who is not an agricultural worker. Large land holdings may not be in
private hands on any grounds. The maximum size of a private holding is
determined by law. The state specifically protects and assists the poor
and medium peasant with its general economic policy, by cheap credits
and the taxation system.” (J.B. Tito: “From the Report to the Fifth
Congress of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia” in: “The Essential
Tito”, pp. 57—58, New York 1970.)

Indeed, he claims that the law on Land Reform covers all concerns about kulak
collaboration:

“That action was taken as laid down in the Constitution is proved by the
laws that were passed in connection with this. The Law on Land Reform
settled this question thoroughly. Not only has all land been taken from
the owners of large estates and given to the peasants, or used for the
establishment of large state farms, but land of thirty hectares and more
has been taken from all the rich peasants and distributed among the
poor peasants. Land has also been taken from the church, a maximum
of ten hectares being left but the peasants have reduced everywhere the
amount of land remaining in the hands of the church.

“In this way the first really heavy blow was directed against capitalist
elements in the countryside, the rich men of the villages, and help given
to the poor peasants. Accordingly, this is a strong proof that in the
villages as well as elsewhere capitalism is being prevented from
developing, that it is being continually pushed back by various state
measures in favor of the poor and medium peasantry.” (J.B. Tito: “From
the Report to the Fifth Congress of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia”
in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 57, New York 1970.)

Tito attempts to “debunk” the Soviet criticism of Titoite collaboration with the
kulaks, but fails in this regard. What does the Resolution of the Cominform state in
regards to the kulaks?

“Kulaks in the villages and capitalist elements in the towns form the
social basis of this regime. Power in Yugoslavia is actually in the hands
of anti-popular, reactionary elements. The central and local bodies are
staffed by active leaders of the old bourgeois parties, by kulak and other
elements hostile to the people’s democracy. The fascist upper strata are
upheld by an excessively inflated military police apparatus, with the aid



of which they oppress the people of Yugoslavia, have converted the
country into a military camp, destroyed the democratic rights of the
working people and are stamping out all free expression of thought.”
(“Communist Information Bureau Resolutions”, p. 25, London 1949.)

“The pseudo co-operatives, forcibly planted in the villages, are in the
hands of the kulaks and their agents, and are a weapon for exploitation
of the broad masses of the peasantry.” (“Communist Information
Bureau Resolutions”, p. 26, London 1949.)

This does not deny in the slightest that the kulaks were de facto expropriated, in
fact quite the opposite. The resolution claims that the expropriation itself is a sham,
that co-operatives set up were not formed on the socialist basis, but rather the
capitalist basis. And this was undoubtedly true. As the right-wing American press
has described the situation:

“In Yugoslavia collectivisation is more rapid than elsewhere, but
persecution of kulaks is less severe. Kulaks are not, as in the other
‘popular democracies’, excluded in principle from the
collective farms... Communist doctrinaires regard attempts at the
collectivisation of agriculture without first liquidating the kulaks much
as a dentist would regard the filling of a tooth without drilling away the
decay. Tito’s reason for this policy is, however, simple. His policy has
already won him enough hatred; if he is to maintain his regime... he
must at least abstain from antagonising the whole upper layer of the
peasantry.” (The Economist, February 18, 1950) (emphasis added)

The co-operatives were formed with the kulak still in control, and therefore it did
not expropriate him in actuality. Blagoje NesSkovi¢, leader of the Serbian republic at
the time, was quite open in admitting this fact to the entire world:

“There is no need to add to the fiction about a class struggle in our
countryside. Our kulaks are not the same as those in the USSR.
They helped us in the war. They should therefore be regarded as
part of the working peasantry. We must draw the kulaks into the
committees of the people’s power, into the People’s Front, into the
cooperatives and so on.” (“Speech at the Belgrade conference”,
February 8, 1949) (emphasis added)

As was Ales Bebler, Assistant Foreign Minister:

“We have no kulaks such as there were in the USSR. Our rich peasants
took part en masse in the people’s liberation war. What is more, our
kulaks, taking into account the existence of the USSR, learned a great
deal about the fate of the kulaks in the USSR. Bearing this in mind they
showed themselves to be more sensible and capitulated... Do we have
to destroy the kulaks in order to satisfy fossilised dogmatic
survivals? Would it be a mistake if we succeeded in getting the
kulaks to pass over to Socialism without a class struggle?”
(“Speech of A. Bebler”, April 29, 1949) (emphasis added)

According to the Titoites, it is dogmatic to pursue class struggle against the kulaks,
the leeching class oppressing the poor peasants. Dear renegade Tito, is that “in
favor of the poor and medium peasantry” as you claim? Quite obviously not. Even



Tito himself joined into the pro-kulak chorus!

“We cannot say where the border between the middle peasant and the
kulak begins or ends... One cannot judge an individual to be a kulak
according to the number of hectares of land in his economy.” (“Speech in
Skopje”, August 1949)

There is evidently no difference between the exploited and the exploiters, according
to the Titoites. See what comes out of this anti-Marxist logic; conclusions that
convince you that left is right and right is left, that up is down and down is up. This
is what happens to all pragmatic revisionists when they attempt to justify their
crooked stands, they jump through hoops and convince you that you're the crazy
one, the dogmatic one for following the classics of Marxism-Leninism: Marx,
Engels, Lenin, and Stalin.

Titoism and the World Imperialist Market

Even the American media could not help but foam at the mouth at the capitalist
laws operating in Yugoslavia, with the New York Herald Tribune stating;:

“Economic liberals will find comfort in a description of the Yugoslav
Reds’ new move in a series of articles by Boris Kidri¢. Too much
planning is bad, Mr Kidri¢ said. He put it as follows: “The economic
organisations have not paid much attention to the laws of supply and
demand... No matter how much we tried to strangle these laws they
always revenged themselves upon us by the appearance of illegal
speculation, the disappearance of goods and other economic
derangements...” Accordingly the Tito regime will allow ‘a certain, or
even a considerably large liberty to the operation of these laws.” (New
York Herald Tribune correspondent from Belgrade, 4 September 1951)

If the law of value operated as a regulator of production, it should be immediately
questioned whether or not other statements and claims of the Titoites towards their
“socialist” economy were false. One such claim is industrialisation. Incredibly, Tito
says that:

“Why is there a need for these half-peasants half-workers to become
enlightened industrial workers? It is necessary first of all because we are
building numerous factories and enterprises, we are opening up an
increasing number of new mines, in a word, we are industrializing
our Socialist country in order to make it richer, in order that its
unexploited wealth shall be available to all citizens of our country, in
order that people can avail themselves of this wealth, and so on.” (J.B.
Tito: “On Workers’ Management in Economic Enterprises” in: “The
Essential Tito”, p. 82, New York 1970.)

But while reliant on American credits and aid, the facts from the time bear out
something much different:

“Ambitious plans for Yugoslav industrialisation will have to be shelved.
Also Tito probably will have to make political or military concessions.
Important fact now is that Tito must have dollars and must play ball.”
(US News and World Report, October 21 1949.)



In fact, bourgeois economists from the time admitted that the goals of the U.S. and
Western Europe were not to help industrialise Yugoslavia and the rest of Eastern
Europe, were looking to put back into place the old governments that led to fascism,
were looking to keep them in a semi-colonial status:

“What Eastern Europe primarily needed was the industrial revolution,
and without the shift in the European balance of power resulting from
Soviet victory it would never have come. Western Europe, so far as it
was interested in Eastern Europe at all, was interested in keeping it
backward as a source of cheap food and cheap labour... Had the Western
powers been able to influence the course of events [after the Second
World War], they would have put back into power the same kind of
governments which existed before, and whose failure led to fascism.”
(Dr. Doreen Warriner: Revolution in Eastern Europe, 1950.)

And a semi-colonial economy is exactly what existed in “socialist” Yugoslavia. Their
loans were largely obtained from the International Bank of Reconstruction and
Development (which, at the time, was funded 87 percent by the U.S.) and came at a
great cost of economic independence, as described by the Chief Economist of the
Bank, Antonin Basch:

“The bank is obviously directly interested in the general economy of the
borrower... It therefore requires that the borrower, when requested, give
full information with respect to significant economic and financial
developments. This creates much closer and more permanent
relations between the bank and its borrowers than has been
usual between the creditor and the debtor in the international field.”
(International Conciliation, November 1949.) (emphasis added)

Further elaborated, the ties of these loans between the loaner and the borrower
were astoundingly restrictive:

“1) That the borrower keep the bank informed on the goods bought with
loan funds, on the progress of its project, on its general operations and
financial conditions and recognises the bank’s right, if need be, to
inspect, audit and make copies of its books and records.

“2) That the bank have the right to inspect goods bought with its loan
funds, and also inspect the use of the goods in its loan project.

“g) That the borrower agree, with certain specified exceptions, to give
the bank liens or security from its assets of equal priority and on a
proportional scale to any maker of subsequent loans.

“4) That the bank has the right to sell bonds given to it under the loan
agreement as a security for its loan.” (New York Herald Tribune,
January 3 1950.)

Ironically, even the British imperialists found these conditions too restrictive for
their liking. On January 2, 1950 the British Colonial Development Corporation
withdrew their application for a five million dollar loan because the conditions were
too restrictive. But not too restrictive for the “socialist” Tito! He knew in detail the
restrictive terms of the loans and credits, and in fact, had no shame in admitting
that he agreed to these enslaving terms!



“Then we inquired in the West whether someone would grant us credit.
In the West they said: All right, we will give you credit but on very
difficult terms. They asked for interest of even up to 10 per cent. They
also required us first to pay off the debts of old Yugoslavia. They told us:
Pay for those tiny factories that we built in Yugoslavia. The mines and
factories had been in the hands of foreign capitalists. What could we do
then? We told them: All right, we accept, we will pay the debts
of old Yugoslavia; we will pay you compensation for the
nationalized factories and mines and we will take the credit
on the terms you dictate.” (J.B. Tito: “Address on Current
International and Domestic Issues”, p. 158, New York 1970.) (emphasis
added)

He was willing to allow the American imperialists to control Yugoslav production,
for Yugoslavia to serve as a semi-colony, to accept imperialist dictate. And indeed it
did, as the Italian neo-fascists proudly bragged about the so-called Italo-Yugoslav
trade agreement of 1949:

“It would again open up to Italy one of her traditional European markets
and enable her to sell manufactured goods in return for raw
materials of which she stands in need.” (New York Times, August
1949) (emphasis added)

So this was the reason for Yugoslav integration into the West! They indeed served
purely as a market for imperialism to trample over, to destroy all industrialisation
goals and tie the Yugoslav economy to the capitalist world. Soon enough, Tito was
quite open about the opening of Yugoslavia to the world imperialist market, even to
establish a free market with no restrictions whatsoever:

“We are now endeavoring to arrive at an arrangement with Western
markets, that is, with the European Common Market, which would
enable us to sell our agricultural products on those markets, without the
so-called prélevement and other restrictions.” (J.B. Tito: “Address on
Current International and Domestic Issues”, p. 157, New York 1970.)

As Tito integrated Yugoslavia into the world market, he acted like a drug dealer, as
a means for the imperialists to spread their tentacles everywhere under friendly
slogans. These tentacles did not come merely in the form of open enslavement, but
servile, slow methods. That of tying the economies of specifically backwards
countries to the world imperialist market. Tito went to the oppressed countries and
the peoples who had been fighting for their independence for so long and sold them
on the most dangerous drug, that of linking up their economies to the imperialists
through the guise of “closer economic co-operation”:

“The economy of each country, regardless of its social and
economic system, feels the need of ever closer general
economic cooperation. One of the greatest obstacles to closer
economic relations and cooperation is the establishment of the Common
Market in Western Europe and the recent setting up of the Organization
for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD), which is
beginning to be referred to as the Atlantic Economic Community, then
the establishment of the Council of Mutual Economic Assistance (SEV),
the organization of East European countries, etc. For this reason, the
countries outside these organizations, in the first place the nonaligned



countries, find themselves subjected to discrimination. In the future,
this situation could be even further aggravated, and could affect even
more adversely the economic development of nonaligned as well as all
other countries. For this reason, as well as many others, I feel that
economic cooperation among the less developed countries should be
established on the broadest possible basis and should include all the
nonaligned countries as well as all the other less developed countries
which are ready for such cooperation.

“In my opinion such cooperation is necessary not with a view
to establishing a view to establishing a new closed market, but
precisely for the purpose of facilitating the elimination of
obstacles and divisions in the world economy and helping all
countries to participate in economic cooperation. This
cooperation would not have a merely regional economic
character, but also a broader, in a certain sense, universal
one; at the same time, it would be, in addition to its economic
importance, of a considerable general political significance.

“I consider that the economic problems of the present-day world and, in
the first place, the problems relating to cooperation with the less
developed countries, deserve great attention on the part of the
conference.” (J.B. Tito: “Address to the Belgrade Conference of
Nonaligned Countries” in: “The Essential Tito”, pp. 139-140, New York
1970.) (emphasis added)

What a satanic, anti-people, imperialist individual! How correct Comrade Enver
Hoxha was when he characterised Tito in exactly this way:

“Therefore Tito is going to Korea to carry out negotiations on behalf of
American imperialism with Kim Il Sung and not to get credits, because
there are no strong-rooms in Korea from which Tito can get them.” (E.
Hoxha: “Why is Tito going to China?” in: “Reflections on China”, Vol. 2,
p. 520, Tirana 1979.)

Tito was the trojan horse of American imperialism, the friendly face who sold the
oppressed countries fighting for their liberation on something so enslaving that
they became neo-colonial pawns of world capitalism. How hypocritical is it for the
man who sold out his country to imperialism, who was actively trying to link up
“non-aligned” and “third world” countries with the world market to then turn
around and act as a principled anti-colonialist? Among other things, he has said:

“It is simply unbelievable how some colonial powers cannot, or do not
want, to understand the spirit of our times and the processes which are
now taking place. They cannot resign themselves to the ineluctable
historical process which is now taking place in Africa and Asia; they
cannot resign themselves to the fact that the last hour of colonialism has
struck. In this they do not hesitate to resort to the most savage
bloodshed and terror against unarmed peoples, nor do they hesitate to
apply economic pressure and other methods in order to prolong,
somehow or other, their colonial, imperialist rule, under any form and
at any price, even at the cost of provoking armed conflicts fraught with
unforeseeable consequences.” (J.B. Tito: “Address to the Belgrade
Conference of Nonaligned Countries” in: “The Essential Tito”, pp.



132-133, New York 1970.)

“The question of cooperation of the developed countries with the less
developed ones is particularly urgent in Africa and Asia, where
economic weakness and underdevelopment not only retard the
emancipation of the colonial countries and the attainment of their
independence, but also hamstring, in one way or another, the
independent development of those countries which have already
formally acceded to independence, but whose political independence is
often reduced to the lowest level by economic dependence. This is the
actual substance of neo-colonialism, namely to retain its economic, and
thereby also political positions, by maintaining a formally liberated
country in a state of economic dependence on the metropolitan country.
The same applies to the countries of Latin America; they are justly
striving towards a more rapid economic development which they cannot
easily achieve without appropriate international support and
assistance.” (J.B. Tito: “Address to the Belgrade Conference of
Nonaligned Countries” in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 139, New York 1970.)

It is absolutely absurd for Tito, the ambassador of American imperialism, to lecture
“the superpowers” in words for their role in the world colonial process when he
himself helped plunge his country many other countries around the world into the
very same process. He even had the audacity to criticise other countries for placing
their economies at the behest of the world market and imperialism:

“It is also quite obvious that the question of the final liquidation of
colonial relationships is closely connected with the existence of the gap
between the underdeveloped countries and the highly developed regions
of the world, such as Europe and North America, and that it represents,
moreover, one of the main causes of the continued existence and of the
extension of this gap. It is from this and from backwardness in its most
varied forms, it is from the economic weakness and dependence of
certain countries and areas that conditions for interference from
outside, for attempts to establish and redistribute ‘spheres of
interest, necessarily arise. All this leads, as we are well aware, to
political conflicts and hinders stabilization both in the political and in
the economic fields.” (J.B. Tito: “Address to the United Nations General
Assembly” in: “The Essential Tito”, pp. 104—105, New York 1970.)
(emphasis added)

“The concentration of our efforts towards the solution of the problems of
Africa should not, however, mean that we intend to neglect the problems
of Latin America and Asia, with which we have been confronted for a
decade now, and are even today confronted. A solution to the problems
of Latin America is to be sought, in our view, primarily through an
accelerated industrialization. The new economic conditions prevailing in
the world call for a diversification of national economies. The awareness
of the inevitability of this process should impel us to support and not
seek to slow it down or impede it as this would be bound to provoke
resistance and lead to political tension and conflicts, as shown
particularly by the example of Cuba. In any case, we cannot consider
as normal a situation where the markets of many Latin
American products are placed at the mercy of the so-called



free play of world ‘supply and demand.’ There is an obvious need
for international action in this sphere.” (J.B. Tito: “Address to the
United Nations General Assembly”in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 107, New
York 1970.) (emphasis added)

“Pregnant with numerous antagonisms from the very beginning, rent
asunder by the incitement of national hatred, by brutal exploitation and
the corruption that burgeoned at the top, pre-war Yugoslavia quickly fell
prey to foreign capitalist monopolies. National betrayal by the
bourgeoisie and the top ruling circles generally, before the war and
during the first days of the Fascist onslaught against this country, was
the logical conclusion of the traitorous role the Yugoslav bourgeoisie and
the ruling cliques had played during the entire existence of the former
Yugoslavia, selling out the interests of our peoples to the
foreign imperialists.” (J.B. Tito: “Address to the Jubilee Session of
the Anti-Fascist Council of the National Liberation of Yugoslavia — the
Twenty-Fifth Anniversary of The New Yugoslavia” in: “The Essential
Tito”, pp. 173—174, New York 1970.) (emphasis added)

The man who let Italy sell manufactured goods to Yugoslavia in exchange for raw
materials, the man who allowed the American imperialists to de facto control the
Yugoslav economy, fundamentally cannot tell others not to dictate their production
to the world market, not to sell out the interests of their people to the imperialists,
not to participate in spheres of influence.

Even from the beginning, Tito’s economic aims were always that of enslaving and
subjugating the smaller peoples, no matter what friendly mannerisms Titoism
conveyed. The events with Albania only confirm this. By means of economic
imperialism, the Titoites attempted to link Albania to their economy, to subjugate
them and make them the th Republic of Yugoslavia. Here it is not necessary to
divulge into the particulars[2], but in the main: Albania sent good products to
Yugoslavia and received useless scraps creating an unequal trading relationship, the
Yugoslavs told the Albanian party not to conduct land reform and instead
collaborate with the landlords, they opposed Albania’s socialist industrialisation,
flooded Albania with unusable old dinars, gave them “credits” in the form of
unusable factories at absurd prices, and sent economic specialists who did nothing
but damage to the Albanian economy. Such economic imperialism is despicable,
and even more so to claim that the USSR was doing the exact same thing to them
while they were attempting to throttle Albania.

The Yugoslav economy, once on the capitalist road, bowed down to the kulaks,
quickly deteriorated into the mire of world capital, became a semi-colony, and their
leader, who all along had hegemonist aims, became the world spokesperson for the
world market and enslaving imperialist credits and loans. Can this be considered
socialist economy? No. The capitalist nature of the former Yugoslav economy is
clear as day, and anyone who denies this is a demagogue or downright ignorant of
the facts.

Opportunist Foreign Policy
Albania



Albania, a small country on the Adriatic, had and still have the peoples’ of
Yugoslavia as their natural ally, given their geographical location beside them in the
Balkans. In the Anti-Fascist National Liberation War, there was a time when these
two peoples were linked together in a strong bond fighting the Hitlerite hoards. The
Albanians were even accustomed to some of the most internationalist communists,
Miladin Popovi¢ among them, a man who so fiercely fought for the Albanian people
and opposed so strongly the anti-Marxist Titoite policy towards the people of
Kosova. [3] While only touching upon the topic of Albania briefly, “The Essential
Tito” still manages to foment a number of lies about the relations between
Yugoslavia and them. The first instance is at the Third Session of AVNOJ, where
Tito states:

“The joint struggle for freedom and the suffering shared by the Albanian
people and our people have closely linked our two countries. The
relations between Yugoslavia and Albania are extremely
cordial and all attempts to disturb those relations are a waste
of time. We were the first to recognize the democratic Albanian
government and establish normal diplomatic relations with it. Our two
countries cooperate in the economic and cultural fields. Albania was
devastated by the occupier, and the impoverished Albanian people have
earned, with their sacrifices and their contribution to the struggle, the
maximum of goodwill and every assistance that our people can afford,
all the more so since some Albanian units, after the liberation of
Albania, joined up with our forces and fought side by side with them to
drive the enemy from Montenegro and the Sandzak. This joint struggle
has forged indestructible bonds between democratic Albania and
Democratic Federal Yugoslavia.” (J.B. Tito: “Address at the Third
Session, Anti-Fascist Council of People’s Liberation (AVNOJ)” in: “The
Essential Tito”, pp. 45—46, New York 1970.) (emphasis added)

It is true that Yugoslavia was the first country to recognise new Albania, and it is
true that Albanian partisans fought so heroically to liberate, together with Yugoslav
partisans, areas of Montenegro and Bosnia and Herzegovina. But Tito’s claim that
in 1945, relations between the two were without problems is beyond incorrect. By
that time, Yugoslavia had already handled the national question with regards to the
Albanian people in Yugoslavia in an anti-Marxist way, they had begun the
previously mentioned economic subjugation process and attempted to force
Albania into Yugoslavia (by means of the so-called “Balkan Federation”) as a 7th
Republic. More vulgar was their attempt at infiltrating the Albanian party, through
their agent Koci Xoxe. Nako Spiru (who, by the way, the Titoites blackmailed into
suicide) revealed all this quite clearly before his death. [4]

Even after attempting to occupy Albania with Yugoslav troops on the guise of
protecting it from the Greek monarcho-fascists and after the split with the Soviet
Union already began, Tito continued to spew the most incredible lies about the
relationship with Albania. In his report to the 5th Congress, he said:

“As for Albania, we concluded a pact on mutual assistance, friendship
and comprehensive cooperation with her, precisely in order to help her
preserve her independence. We concluded economic agreements with
Albania, which were, in the main, to the disadvantage of Yugoslavia; but
we concluded them because we did not wish Albania to become ever
again a tool for any kind of attempt to exploit and threaten her



independence. So, we have been giving Albania every possible assistance
at a time when it has been most needed, in other words, right from the
end of the war up to the present time.” (J.B. Tito: “From the Report to
the Fifth Congress of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia” in: “The
Essential Tito”, p. 65, New York 1970.)

Of disadvantage to Yugoslavia? The Albanian records indicate something much
different. The Yugoslav credits were used to build hardly working factories,
operating entirely on the basis of dinars. These “factories” were not allowed to use
Albanian leks to operate, but only dinars. And at this time, there was nothing to buy
with dinars on the Yugoslav market! In effect, they were extensions of the Yugoslav
market in Albania. The Yugoslav experts who came to Albania to use these credits
determined the costs of building the “factories” at absurd prices, weighing down the
Albanian economy and delaying industrialisation. How can such a relationship be
sided towards Albania, how could one say that Yugoslavia was at a disadvantage
when the economic agreements created expensive, useless, extensions of the
Yugoslav market in Albania? If they were low-cost and useful factories to be used in
the Albanian economy for industrialisation, would that not be to the disadvantage
of Yugoslavia instead? Tito’s demagogy knew no end, he knew the true nature of the
economic relations with Albania. Reflecting on these records, Comrade Enver
Hoxha said in his book “The Titoites”:

“Thus, the whole first period of 1947 turned into an intensive period of
work for putting into practice those tasks which emerged from our
economic agreements with Yugoslavia, along with other tasks. In the
course of this work all the problems and difficulties which were implicit
in the signed agreements were to emerge clearly. Among those which
became immediately obvious was the open distortion from the Yugoslav
side of the character of the customs union. We accepted this union and
made every effort to ensure that this measure would serve to facilitate
the exchanges between our two countries. As a preliminary condition to
avoid confusion in the market and in all the exchanges, we proceeded
from the principle that, while the trade between us must truly be carried
on without customs duties, it must always be guided and controlled by
the state; that the lek in Yugoslavia and the dinar in Albania should
circulate and be exchanged not in a spontaneous way, but on the basis of
official accords; that the enterprises or private persons of one country
should not be allowed to buy whatever they wanted and as much as they
wanted in the other country outside the official accords, etc.

“The Yugoslavs violated and rejected these basic premises. They
described our just objections as ‘capitalist stands’ (!), claimed that ‘we
wanted to look after our narrow interests’, that ‘we were violating the
spirit of friendship’, etc. Consequently, after pressure from the side
of the Yugoslavs, the borders were opened and private and
state Yugoslav enterprises, as well as smugglers from
Montenegro, Macedonia, Serbia, etc., poured in and seized
everything they found in our market at very cheap prices.
Consequently, our market was being completely emptied of
goods and the bank filled with useless dinars. Later, we were
to strongly oppose this real robbery (we sold goods and
bought dinars!), but the fact is that the market was ruined.
The dinars accumulated were no good to us, because there



was nothing to buy in the Yugoslav free market. Tito and
company had taken measures, had rationed everything, and
so the only things we could buy in the Yugoslav free market
were children’s toys, dolls and whistles!

“We were seeing similar distortions in the other agreements, too. The
creation of joint companies’ was decided, the first concrete steps were
taken, but our partners wanted only to grab their part of the profit
without putting a single dinar into the investment fund. They accorded
us a credit of 2 billion dinars. But what did they realize from this credit
they advertised so loudly? Almost nothing. On the basis of this credit,
apart from some consumer goods, they were to supply us, and did
supply us, with 3—4 “factories’, one for soap, one to make ropes, a sugar
factory and, I believe, also a flour mill.

“What were these in reality and how much did they cost?

“The Yugoslav ‘experts’ set the prices. They cost us the earth!
The famous ‘factories’ were only scrap iron, not even properly painted.
The sugar factory, which we built in Korga, cost us a large sum in leks
for its construction, we gave it the honoured name of Ali Kelmendi, but
it did not work for one minute and did not produce a single
gram of sugar in the real sense of the word.

“The rope factory consisted of a few handicraft tools from the time of
Prince Nikola. A few wheels, a few wooden axels and a drum to strip the
hemp which it damaged so that it could never be made into string, let
alone rope. The whole ‘factory’ was installed in a shed in Rrogozhina,
and so it was with all of them.

“As I said, all these and others like them cost us extremely
dear, because everything had to be paid for with oil, bitumen,
minerals, etc. However, we ought to be ‘satisfied’ with this robbery we
were suffering, because the Yugoslavs ‘were making sacrifices’ for us by
giving us the ‘credit’ (which was never realized), as well as endless
‘advice’ and other ‘orientations’ in all fields.” (E. Hoxha: “The Titoites”,
pp. 323—-325, Tirana 1982.) (emphasis added)

The Yugoslav republics flooded the Albanian economy and bought everything
cheap, the Albanian economy was filled with dinars they could do nothing with, the
factories built were useless at earthly prices, and the Albanians had to pay for all
this with the export of raw materials. How is this not the very economic imperialism
that V.I. Lenin described in Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Capitalism?

Even more absurd is Tito claim that Yugoslavia “did not wish Albania to become
ever again a tool for any kind of attempt to exploit and threaten her independence.”
Certainly, Tito did not wish for any other country to threaten Albania’s
independence. The Titoites with their expansionist and nationalist aims wanted to
annex Albania themselves, as a 7th Republic of Yugoslavia. If not directly, by means
of “Balkan Federation”, with the centre in Belgrade. When the cabinets of the
Republics of Yugoslavia were being set up, Mosa Pijade, one of the main Titoite
ideologists, had the audacity to insisted that they create a 7th cabinet for Albania
whose entry into the Yugoslav Federation was “a matter of time”, without at all
asking the Albanian people or Party.[5] And As previously mentioned, their attempt



at occupying Albania is well known. General Milan Kupresanin was sent to Albania,
having the task of explaining the placement of Yugoslav troops in Albania.
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It is envisaged that the attack will begin in this territory,” said
Kupresanin, pointing to the border in the Korca-Erseka zone. ‘We have
information also that simultaneous attacks may begin from the sea. The
Greek aggressive forces, supported by the Anglo-American forces and
means, will try to smash your defence with a rapid general assault and
then penetrate in depth... In these conditions, our leadership, extremely
worried and loyal to its obligations under the Treaty of Friendship and
Mutual Aid, considers that a series of urgent measures should be taken.
In regard to the main one, I shall cite textually what Comrade Tito
writes to you in the letter I handed to you,’ said Kupresanin. He opened
his briefcase, took out a sheet of paper and began to read: ‘Because of
such an unclear situation, I beg you to give us the base in Korca for one
division and for the auxiliary technical units. In this way the possibility
will be created for you to secure the sector in the direction of the sea
better and, in case of a provocation, our units will be able to intervene
more quickly.’

““This is the main and urgent proposal of the Yugoslav leadership,’
continued Kupresanin. ‘At the meeting they had with Comrade Tito,
Comrades Balluku and Themelko agreed and, convinced that you would
have no opposition either, I and the group which accompanies me came
to begin work immediately. We will leave urgently for Korca to examine
the terrain and see where our first division will be deployed...”” (E.
Hoxha: “The Titoites”, pp. 441—442, Tirana 1982.)

Without discussing matters with the General Secretary, with the main leaders of the
Party and country, the Titoites put their men into Albania on the pretext of fighting
Greek monarcho-fascism. In fact, there was no danger and the Greeks never did
attack as the Titoites claimed. When Albania told the USSR about the incident, they
saw no danger either. Stalin himself sent a telegram to Albania that showed that
this danger was a falsification. A few weeks later, he sent the first historic letter to
the Yugoslav Party and criticised them for nationalist and expansionist deviations.
The Titoites were subsequently exposed before the entire world Communist
movement.

Such a power dynamic between Yugoslavia and Albania cannot be considered equal,
or even less in the favour of Yugoslavia. The claim Tito made at the 5th Congress of
“giving Albania every possible assistance at a time when it has been most needed” is
a lie. They did everything to subjugate them to put them under their wing and
annex them as a Republic, and judging by their treatment of the people of Kosova,
the “Albanian Republic” would have been treated equally as miserably. They would
have been enslaved as it was in the fascist occupation.

The USSR and the Peoples’ Democracies

Before and during the Anti-Fascist National Liberation War, Tito attempted to
portray himself as the most ardent Stalinist, the most in favour of the socialist
Soviet Union, against Trotskyism, etc. This is displayed throughout the first few of
Tito’s “Essential Works”, where he has nothing but praise to say about the Soviet
Union. The sheer amount of pro-Soviet is enormous so only a few will be presented



here:

“Finally, I should like to emphasize that all that we have achieved so far
in our struggle is in some measure due to our great Slav brothers the
Russians and all the peoples of the Soviet Union. A deep faith in the
strength and might of the Soviet Union, in the strength and might of the
Red Army, was the sustenance that supported us while we were
surmounting all the difficulties that we have had to face in the past
eighteen months.” (J.B. Tito: “Address at the First Session, Anti-Fascist
Council of People’s Liberation (AVNOJ)” in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 13,
New York 1970.)

“Thanks to the victories of the Red Army, Hitler’s war machine is on the
brink of catastrophe; a victory over this, the greatest enemy of mankind
is not far off. In the course of this year the Fascist bloc has disintegrated.
Italy has been eliminated from the conflict. Even greater confusion and
disintegration reign among Hitler’s satellites. The relations between the
Allies, the Soviet Union, Britain, and America, are becoming
increasingly close; and this was very much in evidence at the Moscow
conference of representatives of the three great Allied powers. All these
factors also have an enormous significance for our People’s Liberation
struggle.” (J.B. Tito: “Address at the Second Session, Anti-Fascist
Council of People’s Liberation (AVNOJ)” in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 23,
New York 1970.)

“The most significant foreign policy event in the history of the new
Yugoslavia took place on April 11, 1945, in Moscow, with the signing of
the Treaty of Mutual Assistance, Friendship, and Economic and Cultural
Cooperation with the Soviet Union. This great historical act has been
greeted by all our peoples with enthusiasm. It is something they have
long and earnestly desired. But it was not until now, twenty-six years
after the creation of the old Yugoslavia, after the great catastrophe
which struck our country in 1941, after the Yugoslav peoples had taken
their fate into their own hands in the People’s Liberation struggle and
eliminated all those who had hampered a rapprochement with the
fraternal Soviet people — it was not until all these things had happened
that the age- old aspirations of our people were realized and
indestructible links with the Soviet Union were established, which will
be the guarantee of our security and of great value for the development
of our country.” (J.B. Tito: “Address at the Third Session, Anti-Fascist
Council of People’s Liberation (AVNOJ)” in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 46,
New York 1970.)

Of particular note is the following quote:

“The Supreme Command has succeeded in establishing contact with the
Allies, that is, with Great Britain and America, whose military
representatives are in the country with us; and now plans are being
made for representatives of the Soviet Union to come here. It is the
desire of all our people, as it is of our army, that contact be established
as soon as possible with this great fraternal state, in which the
peoples of Yugoslavia have the greatest confidence, regarding it as their
greatest protector.” (J.B. Tito: “Address at the Second Session, Anti-



Fascist Council of People’s Liberation (AVNOJ)” in: “The Essential
Tito”, p. 32, New York 1970.) (emphasis added)

According to Tito, the victories of Yugoslavia were the victories of the Soviet Union
and vice versa. The USSR was a great fraternal state, a great protector, a state in
which the Yugoslav peoples had the greatest confidence in, in his own words. This is
all true, but very ironic coming from an arrogant anti-Marxist like Tito. This was so
true that when the Titoites themselves attempted to occupy Albania under false
pretexts, the USSR stood in as the great protector, as a supreme force that halted
any aggression against the fraternal Albanian people. This aggression was also
displayed towards Bulgaria. Comrade Georgi Dimitrov, in a phone call with Stalin,
noticed the Titoite hegemonist aims as early as 1945.

“Yesterday I received a Yugoslav delegation. The Yugoslavs told me
that they have proposed to the Bulgarians Bulgaria to enter
Yugoslavia with the same rights as Serbia and Croatia. The
Bulgarians did not agree to that and insisted that a Bulgarian-Yugoslav
confederation with equal rights is established. I told them that the
Bulgarians are right, not the Yugoslavs. It is possible to create a dual
state, similar to former Austria-Hungary.

“Otherwise if Bulgaria joins Yugoslavia, Bulgaria will
disappear... The Yugoslavs have no experience while the Bulgarians
are much more experienced.”

“The Yugoslavs want to take over Greek Macedonia. They want
also Albania and even parts of Hungary. This is unreasonable.
I don’t like their attitude.” (G. Dimitrov: “Notes of G. Dimitrov on a
Phone Call from Stalin” in: History and Public Policy Program Digital
Archive, CDA, f. 146 B, op. 2, ae. 15.) (emphasis added)

So! The Titoites didn’t want a Balkan Federation after all! They simply wanted a
“Greater Yugoslavia” with the centre in Belgrade, managing every Republic and
using Albania and Bulgaria as a means to expand their market. Obviously, such a
sick action was refused by Dimitrov, as it was by Enver Hoxha, and as it was by
Stalin and the USSR, the great protectors.

Knowing this, we can review the absurd statements by Tito in regards to the USSR
and countries of People’s Democracy at the 5th Congress:

“First, in our foreign policy since the war we have gone hand in hand all
the way with the foreign policy of the Soviet Union, for the simple
reason that it is a policy which has been, and still is, in keeping with the
interests of our country and the interests of peace in the world. Our
standpoint is known to the whole world, because everything has been
written down or delivered in numerous speeches, both at international
conferences and in this country as well. And our standpoint, that is,
loyalty and solidarity with the Soviet Union and the other countries of
people’s democracy on foreign policy questions, has not been confined
to words but has been expressed in deeds, as is well known, not only to
every citizen of this country but to our friends and enemies throughout
the world.” (J.B. Tito: “From the Report to the Fifth Congress of the
Communist Party of Yugoslavia” in: “The Essential Tito”, pp. 64—65,
New York 1970.)



“The first foreign policy measure taken by the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of Yugoslavia and our government after the war was
to insure that Yugoslavia’s ties, economic, political, and cultural, with
the Soviet Union and the countries of people’s democracy, should be as
close as possible. The contracting of pacts of friendship and mutual
assistance, comprehensive cooperation, and the conclusion of various
economic and other agreements, was done on our initiative, and no one
drove us to it. We considered that this was in fact the most appropriate
thing to do for the peaceful development of our country, for the
cementing and preservation of peace in the world, and also for the
strengthening of democracy in other countries — such as Poland,
Czechoslovakia, Bulgaria, Hungary, and Rumania.” (J.B. Tito: “From
the Report to the Fifth Congress of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia”
in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 65, New York 1970.)

“We have, right up to the present, remained faithful to all our
obligations towards the countries of people’s democracy. But, on the
other hand, we have emphasized the need for cooperation with other
countries too, for we considered this to be conducive to cementing peace
in the world, and we considered it to be in the interests of Yugoslavia,
which had suffered so terribly in the great Liberation War. But this
never exceeded the boundaries of strict preservation of our principles of
loyalty to Marxism and loyalty to our friends — the USSR and the
countries of people’s democracy. In this connection I must emphasize
that we were the ones, that is Yugoslavia was the country, most fiercely
slandered and attacked by the whole group of international
reactionaries because of its unswerving stand in foreign policy matters,
which was in every respect in line with the foreign policy of the countries
of people’s democracy and the USSR. Our stand is known, not only to
every citizen of this country but to the whole world. Consequently, a
terrible injustice is being done to us, that is to our country, when we are
accused of isolating ourselves from the front of democracy.” (J.B. Tito:
“From the Report to the Fifth Congress of the Communist Party of
Yugoslavia”in: “The Essential Tito”, pp. 65—66, New York 1970.)

To any real Marxist, the absurdity of these claims is well known. The claim that they
were the most generous in economic deals with the countries of People’s Democracy
has already been dealt with in terms of Albania, but the deals with the other
countries were not equal either. In Czechoslovakia, there were significant contract
breaches with the Titoites:

“The most important problem in the commerecial relations between the
two countries is the fact that, owing to Yugoslavia’s intransigence, it has
been impossible up to the present to arrange for Yugoslavia’s counter-
deliveries for the next three years in return for investment plant, etc,
supplied to Yugoslavia. According to the existing agreements these
counter-deliveries for the next three years ought to have been fixed by
the end of June 1949. This breach of agreement on the part of
Yugoslavia is all the more detrimental to Czechoslovakia as all the
contracts for the supply of this investment material have already been
given to the Czechoslovak industries where work is proceeding upon
them on an intensive scale.” (Declaration on Czechoslovak-Yugoslav
Relations, June 11, 1949)



In fact, Czechoslovakia was not in need but Yugoslavia was and they were more
than satisfied to give them what they needed to develop their own national
industry:

“From Czechoslovakia, $150,000,000-worth of capital equipment is
expected over the five years of the agreement [Czechoslovak-Yugoslav
economic agreement]; this would make a substantial contribution to the
[Yugoslav] Five-Year Plan targets.” (UN Report on Economic
Development in Selected Countries”, 1947)

In Poland, a similar case occurred:

“In its note of 6 July 1949, the Polish government had to report that of
the copper deliveries to Poland to which Yugoslavia was pledged, none
had been delivered; only 35 per cent of the agreed quantity of lead
concentrates was delivered by Yugoslavia; an order for timber, actually
loaded for delivery to Poland, had been halted. Instead, in exchange for
Polish coal and other essential goods, Yugoslavia had tried to palm off
large quantities of wine, grapes, dried figs and tobacco.” (J. Klugmann:
“From Trotsky to Tito”, p. 165, London 1951.)

Indeed, it occurred with all the countries of People’s Democracy:

“Tito Yugoslavia failed to deliver the goods agreed upon with her East
European neighbours. In 1947, whilst trade agreements between
Yugoslavia and the People’s Democracies provided for an equal
exchange of goods, Yugoslav deliveries fell short by 18 per cent.
Yugoslav deliveries to Czechoslovakia, the most important trading
partner to Yugoslavia in Eastern Europe, fell short by 28 per cent. Even
Tito and Kardelj had to admit this in their letter of 13 April 1948 to the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union: ‘We do not deny, in connection
with this, that on our part there were oversights in commercial affairs.””
(J. Klugmann: “From Trotsky to Tito”, p. 163, London 1951.)

In the case of the USSR, they signed generous agreements with Yugoslavia and
never got paid back for what they sacrificed to help Yugoslavia:

“Of special importance for the implementation of the Five-Year Plan is
the conclusion of a trade agreement with the Soviet Union, officially
reported on 30 July 1947. According to the terms of this agreement,
Yugoslavia will receive metallurgical plants and equipment, both ferrous
and non-ferrous, and plants for oil and chemical industries and for coal
mining. Yugoslavia’s deliveries of goods will not take place until 1950...”
(UN Report on Economic Development in Selected Countries”, 1947)

Why Tito himself admitted what great help the Soviet Union provided at the
conclusion of the war and afterwards. This quotation will be especially long as to
not miss out on any important details.

“In September, 1944, I went to Moscow in order to seek help to bring
about a hastening of the process of driving the occupier from our
country. Since the Red Army had nearly reached the frontier of our
country, it was necessary for us to reach agreement on the co-ordination
of operations, and in addition I requested the Soviet Government to



send Red Army troops across the frontier into Eastern Serbia to help our
forces liberate Serbia and Belgrade.

“The Germans at that time had very strong forces (their own and
quisling forces) in Yugoslavia, with which we had been constantly
engaged in bitter battles. In addition, the Germans still had strong
forces in Greece and on the islands, which were due to withdraw
through Yugoslavia. All this meant that the ground had to be thoroughly
prepared from the military point of view, in order that our country
should be liberated as soon as possible and the enemy prevented from
completely destroying not only our communications but also factories
and cities in the course of his withdrawal.

“It was most important that we liberate Belgrade as soon as possible,
thus creating conditions for the work of the National Committee and all
the other military and civil authorities. This was necessary for the more
effective conduct of the war and for the speedier liberation of our
country. We came to an agreement that strong forces of the Red
Army should cross the Danube into Eastern Serbia and
together with our troops should liberate Belgrade. In
addition, the Soviet Union provided a large quantity of
military equipment of all kinds, from rifles to tanks and
aircraft, for our army; and with this we were able to arm
several of our divisions. With the help of the glorious Red
Army, Belgrade and Serbia were quickly liberated; and with
the help of the Bulgarian Army, Macedonia was liberated.

“With the liberation of Belgrade we were in a position to carry out
preparations for operations on a larger scale, for now our army,
thanks to the help of the Soviet Union, was tremendously
strengthened technically, and at the same time we were able to carry
out conscription of new manpower.

“In addition to the help just mentioned, the Soviet Union,
through its river fleet, made it possible for us to supply
Belgrade with fuel and provisions, so that in Belgrade
lighting, water, and food were guaranteed. Finally, the Soviet
Union gave us fifty thousand tons of wheat as supplies not
only for Belgrade but some other areas as well.” (J.B. Tito:
“Address at the Third Session, Anti-Fascist Council of People’s
Liberation (AVNOJ)” in: “The Essential Tito”, pp. 38—39, New York
1970.) (emphasis added)

What tremendous internationalist aid did the USSR give to Yugoslavia. They sent
their troops to help liberate the capital, provided them with large amounts of
military equipment, supplied them with fuel, lighting, water, food, and fifty
thousand tons of wheat. In reality, the Soviet Union helped Yugoslavia so much in
their industrialisation that they exported more goods to them than any of the other
countries of People’s Democracy at $6.20 per capita in 1948, as opposed to
amounts of $6, $4.10, and $2, in Hungary, Poland and Bulgaria, and Romania
respectively. [6] As a fact, no other nation was helped more in its industrialisation
by the USSR than Yugoslavia. And for all this, the USSR nor the other countries of
People’s Democracy got what they agreed upon with Yugoslavia. Who here is the



exploiter, the imperialist? Is it the Soviet Union and the other socialist countries,
who so selflessly sacrificed parts of their own economies for the good of Yugoslavia
or what is Yugoslavia who honoured none of the trade agreements and in the case of
Albania, moved to direct economic subjugation? Only a demagogue, an anti-
Marxist like Tito (as he did at the 5th Congress) can so shamefully lie about the
character of these economic agreements which were supposedly so selfless on the
part of Yugoslavia.

Politically, Titoite Yugoslavia attempted to infiltrate into the countries of People’s
Democracy at the highest levels. Anyone familiar with the works of Comrade Enver
Hoxha will know in detail the experience of the Albanian Party with the renegades
Koci Xoxe, Sejfulla Maléshova, Nako Spiru, Kristo Themelko, etc. In Hungary,
perhaps less known is the experience of Laszlo Rajk. During his trial, he revealed
the true nature of the Yugoslav Party:

“In the French internment camps, in Saint Cyprien, Gurs and Vernet, I
was together with the Yugoslavs. There were very strong Trotskyist
political activities in the French internment camps. The chief organisers
of the political activities, and at the same time their executors, were
those inside the Yugoslav group. As far as I remember there might have
been about 150 who were involved in such activities inside the Yugoslav
group. The decisive majority of these were intellectuals, petty bourgeois
and university students...” (Rajk, Evidence at Trial, Verbatim Report, p.

39)

These Trotskyites, these subversive anti-Marxists cared nothing about
Communism, and their own betrayal proves this. Lazar Brankov, another Titoite at
trial spoke in detail about the connections of the Titoite leaders with British and
American intelligence:

“Well they [Anglo-American Intelligence] thought that first of all there
was a well-constructed plan which the British and Americans had
worked out with Churchill still during the war. According to this plan, as
is usually the case, they did not want to place the Balkans under their
influence at the cost of the blood of Anglo-American soldiers, but
wanted to achieve this through these experienced intelligence officers
and they wanted in this way to place under their influence the
Yugoslav leaders of these days...

While the war was still on they were trying to subjugate Yugoslavia, and
then the neighbouring states, Bulgaria, Rumania and Hungary, to
Anglo-American influence and their primary aim was to restrict the
influence of the Soviet Union, to decrease their influence, because they
knew very well that the overwhelming part of the great majority of the
Yugoslav people stood by the side of the Soviet Union and loved the
Soviet people. At that time they planned first to win over Tito,
Kardelj, Rankovi¢ and Djilas and through them Yugoslavia...”
(Evidence of Lazar Brankov, Verbatim Report of Rajk Trial, p. 117)
(emphasis added)

The goal of these Titoites in the Hungarian leadership was to, on behalf of Britain,
America, and Yugoslavia to overthrow the Marxist-Leninist leadership of Rakosi
and Gero, to turn Hungary to capitalism just as Imre Nagy attempted to do with the
help of the Khrushchevites.



In Bulgaria, Traicho Kostov’s trial revealed even more about the aims of the
Titoites. He stated in his contact with the Yugoslavia leadership that:

“...Kardelj informed me, in strict confidence, that during the war the
British and Americans had supplied the Yugoslav Partisans with arms
and munitions, on condition that at the end of the war Tito would
keep Yugoslavia away from the USSR and would not allow the
USSR to establish its influence, not only in Yugoslavia, but in
the Balkans as well. The Americans and British had taken a firm
decision in no case to allow the breakaway of the countries, that might
be liberated by the Soviet Army, from the Western bloc.

On this basis, between Tito on the one hand and the British and
Americans on the other, a definite agreement had already
been reached during the war.” (Verbatim Report of the Kostov
Trial, p. 88) (emphasis added)

Tito’s aim was always to keep Yugoslavia and the countries of People’s Democracy
away from Socialism, away from the Soviet Union, and link them up with America
and Britain. Back to Rajk’s trial, he admitted this openly:

“...the plan was that since the right-wing forces in all the People’s
Democratic countries had been defeated one by one, Yugoslavia had
to undertake the role of organiser and leader of the overthrow
of the People’s Democratic regimes. Yugoslavia, however — said
Rankovi¢ — could not in Tito’s evaluation do this by openly coming out
with the announcement of such a policy. She could not do this because
both among the masses of the people in Yugoslavia, and in most of the
People’s Democracies too, friendship towards the Soviet Union had
strong and deep roots and the Socialist camp had immense strength.
Therefore, Tito had to carry out this policy under camouflage, by
deception. According to Rankovi¢, Tito conceived this policy of
deception in the following way. First of all, Yugoslavia had a great
attraction for the rest of the People’s Democracies because of the war, or
rather because of the heroic Partisan battles of the peoples of
Yugoslavia. So Tito thought that this attraction, this popularity —
outwardly emphasising and stressing friendship with the Soviet Union
and the People’s Democracies — must be taken advantage of and
emphasised in order that, rallying around Yugoslavia, various
federations should be concluded between Yugoslavia and the other
countries. Tito wanted to carry out this grouping around Yugoslavia in a
deceitful manner, again cloaked in Socialist, pro-Soviet and pro-People’s
Democratic guise, by referring to the fact that Yugoslavia had an
important strategic role against the aggressive policy of the United
States and the Anglo-Saxons in general, because of her geographical
situation.” (Rajk’s testimony, Verbatim Report of Rajk Trial, pp. 63—64)
(emphasis added)

In light of these facts, can it be said that the Titoites “remained faithful to all our
obligations towards the countries of people’s democracy”, as they claimed?
Certainly not. They were compelled by other means as admitted by the Titoites in
Hungary and Bulgaria, compelled by the foreign capital and intelligence of the
Western capitalist world. They were a Trotskyite counter-revolutionary centre



within Europe, and even though their original plan failed, it would be an enormous
mistake to ignore the great threat that they posed to socialism, the second most
deadly threat of the time only to the Khrushchevites, the revisionist usurpers of
power in the Soviet Union. And the countries of People’s Democracy did not ignore
them. In Comrade Georgi Dimitrov’s Report to the 5th Congress, he stated:

“Nationalism is incompatible with the people’s democracy. Our Party
sees in internationalism, i. e. International collaboration under
Comrade Stalin, a guarantee for the independent existence, prosperity
and progress of our country toward socialism. We think that
nationalism, no matter behind what guise is an enemy of communism.
This was clearly manifested by the anti-Communist actions of Tito’s
group in Yugoslavia. Hence, combating nationalism is a primary duty of
the Communists.” (G. Dimitrov: “Political Report Delivered To The V
Congress Of The Bulgarian Communist Party”, p. 55, Sofia 1949.)

And his successor, Valko Chervenkov waged a similar struggle against Titoism and
Traichokostovism in the Bulgarian Party:

“Traichokostovism is Bulgarian nationalism, the betrayal of socialism, of
Bulgaria. We must smash to pieces the vile and dangerous conception of
some peculiar Bulgarian path towards socialism, of the superiority of
our Bulgarian path toward socialism over the Soviet path, of the
possibility of the smoothing over of the class struggle in the period of
transition from capitalism to socialism. We must frankly confess that we
paid tribute to this conception under the influence of the Titoists in the
period when we still considered them honest folk. That harmful
influence was reflected in some attitudes at the time of the
reorganisation of the Fatherland Front, in the work of some Ministers.
On how rotten and treacherous a plank we then tried to set our feet, is
now clearer than ever. We took measures in time, but in this respect we
must thank comrade Stalin, the Central Committee of the CPSU(b), the
resolution of the Cominform-bureau of June 1948.” (V. Chervenkouv:
“Fundamental Lessons of Traicho Kostov’s Group and the Struggle for
its Destruction and the Shortcomings in Party Work and our Tasks”,
Bombey 1950)

The necessity of this struggle alone shows the ingenuine policy of the Titoites, their
policy of subversion and sinister aims against the countries on the road of
socialism. Their foreign policy became so anti-Marxist that Tito began to flat out
insult them, claiming that Yugoslavia was a so far superior society:

“Well, that is the great advantage we had, and still have, over all the
other countries which have taken the road of the new type of democracy
— people’s democracy, because we have destroyed the old social system
from its foundations and are building a new one on new foundations.
And that is why the new Yugoslavia could in the immediate post-war
period be called a democracy of a new type, a real people’s democracy;
and that is why the new Yugoslavia was able immediately after the war
to go ahead with building Socialism in the country.” (J.B. Tito: “From
the Report to the Fifth Congress of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia”
in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 52, New York 1970.)

Here again, the Titoites show themselves as all revisionists do, sometimes leftist,



sometimes rightist, but never Marxist-Leninist. To insult the construction of
socialism, the dictatorship of the proletariat in the countries of people’s democracy
while allowing American capital to flow like a river down the streets of your cities,
towns, and villages is perhaps the most ironic thing possible from these renegades.
While they were making concessions to the kulak, to the bourgeoisie, the countries
of people’s democracy were liquidating the kulaks and the bourgeoisie and
eliminating antagonistic classes in their society. There could be no talk of the
construction of socialist society in a country where all the capitalist laws dominated
like Yugoslavia, yet Tito, with his typical evil aims, insults real socialists
proclaiming himself as the only true socialist, unlike those terrible Stalinists.
Astounding Trotskyite rhetoric!

Even further, in the very same report, Tito launches the campaign for the
extermination of hundreds of thousands of Communists, dubbed “Stalinists.”

“Once again today our party is threatened by a great danger
from various undercover anti-party elements, which at the
instigation of the Cominform have raised their heads to
threaten the unity of our party. But this time these anti-party
elements are endangering not only the unity of the party but also the
unity of the peoples of this country. Consequently, this compels us
to be implacable against all attempts to disrupt the unity of
our party and the unity of our peoples. The unity of our party is
inseparable from the brotherhood and unity of our peoples and
consequently the responsibility falling on us, members of the
Communist Party of Yugoslavia, is all the greater. For this reason,
comrades, let us be implacable against all deviations in our party, let us
preserve its unity and purity, let us master as completely as possible the
science of Marxism-Leninism, let us foster the basic qualities of
Communists — criticism and self-criticism, as one of the strongest
weapons of Communists in their daily task of correctly carrying out the
party line!” (J.B. Tito: “From the Report to the Fifth Congress of the
Communist Party of Yugoslavia” in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 75, New
York 1970.) (emphasis added)

The pretext, the flair for the opening up of mass detention centres, of Goli Otok and
other torturous gaols only surpassed by fascist Germany was given by Tito here. So
many good Communists, people like Vlado Dapcevi¢ and Arso Jovanovi¢, were
killed or imprisoned for many years of their lives just for remaining loyal to Stalin
and Marxism-Leninism. This is the kind of treatment the Titoites gave to any
supporter of the USSR and the countries of People’s Democracy. Can anyone say
that this is fair, that this is a just treatment towards a country that did so much for
Yugoslavia? Obviously not. In this way, the Titoites did no different than the Nazis
who locked up and murdered heroes like Ernst Thalmann. Thus was the Titoite
foreign policy towards the socialist countries at that time.

The Superpowers and the Oppressed Countries

In words, Tito enjoyed portraying himself in the light of being “anti-superpower”,
neutral, non-aligned, etc, as he does many times in “The Essential Tito”:

“The world had placed considerable expectations in the summit meeting
in Paris, and the failure of that conference caused profound



disappointment, particularly in view of what had preceded its failure
and had been one of the main causes of that failure. This has confirmed
the conviction of peace-loving peoples that the fate of the world
should not be left to the decisions of only a few states, no
matter how big, but as the issues involved are of interest to all, they
should be decided jointly by countries large and small, and primarily
through the United Nations and under its auspices, because it was
precisely for this purpose that this international organization was
established. That is why we attach such importance to this Fifteenth
Session of the United Nations General Assembly.” (J.B. Tito: “Address
to the United Nations General Assembly”in: “The Essential Tito”, pp.
95—96, New York 1970.) (emphasis added)

But this facade is a fraud, a lie, and Tito knew precisely why. Not to mention his
sell-out of the Yugoslav economy to the American imperialists, even his tactics of
being “anti-superpower” were fundamentally weak. He wanted to solve the
contradictions of capitalist society through diplomacy and not through struggle,
playing the role of the arbiter between the oppressors and the oppressed:

“If we probe more deeply into the problem of the liquidation of colonial
relationships and analyze it in all its aspects, we shall easily come to the
conclusion that the present tendency of the colonial powers to preserve,
at all costs, their economic and other positions, even after the
attainment of independence particularly by the African countries, is
basically detrimental not only to the peoples which have achieved their
independence, but also to the peoples of the colonial powers themselves.
Such a policy cannot, in the long run, yield any benefits. It can only lead
to new conflicts and do harm to both sides. Only relations based on
equality between the peoples which have attained their
independence and the peoples of the colonial powers can
benefit both sides and can, moreover — and this is their most
important feature — make such a policy into a powerful element in the
safeguarding of peace and the promotion of constructive international
cooperation. The implementation of such an approach to the
question of relations between the newly liberated peoples and
the peoples of the colonial powers would do away with the
basic source of conflict and crisis, and remove the causes of
antagonisms between countries in the backward and
underdeveloped regions, on the one hand, and highly
developed parts of the world, on the other.” (J.B. Tito: “Address
to the United Nations General Assembly”in: “The Essential Tito”, pp.
95—96, New York 1970.) (emphasis added)

In other words, Tito wants to rid the antagonisms of capitalism by reasoning with
the capitalists, telling them that it would be best to stop plundering them. Obviously
Tito, as a loan man of American imperialism, did not truly want this. But the
demagogy plays just as well, tricks the people of the oppressed countries that they
can be saved in coordination with a new peaceful American policy. We have seen
just how this peaceful policy has impacted the people of Vietnam, Korea,
Afghanistan, Iraq, Syria, etc. in the modern world. And how will this new utopian
future be attained, you ask?

“In view of the experience so far, and of the fact that the granting of



assistance and support is sometimes linked to political and economic
conditions, while the granting of assistance on an individual basis is
viewed by other states with the utmost suspicion and raises political
problems, it is clear that to channel such assistance primarily through
the United Nations is the best and most appropriate course.” (J.B. Tito:
“Address to the United Nations General Assembly” in: “The Essential
Tito”, pp. 95—96, New York 1970.) (emphasis added)

This Tito certainly knew every trick possible. “Funnel funds through the UN, that
will make them non-imperialist”, he says, while knowing very well that the UN
financial institutions were and still are almost entirely under the control of the
imperialist superpowers. This becomes yet another way for Tito to go to the
oppressed countries on behalf of the Western imperialists and tell them that
everything will be fine if they give up their aims and begin the road of bourgeois
diplomacy. This is exactly what he did on the question of disarmament:

“Twelve Asian and African countries and Yugoslavia — all of which are
present at this conference — submitted a resolution to the Fifteenth
Session of the General Assembly of the United Nations, embodying the
essential elements of a positive platform for further efforts towards
disarmament.

“In principle, all are actually in agreement that general and complete
disarmament may be achieved through specific stages, none
of which should upset the balance of power to the detriment
of one state or group of states.” (J.B. Tito: “Address to the Belgrade
Conference of Nonaligned Countries” in: “The Essential Tito”, pp.
126—127, New York 1970.) (emphasis added)

As the main imperialist trickster, Tito went to convince the oppressed countries that
the threat of a nuclear holocaust could be eliminated merely by diplomacy with the
American imperialists and Soviet social-imperialists. This means: “Do not struggle
for socialism, do not struggle against threats to your sovereignty because if we ask
nicely enough the imperialists will put down their genocidal devices.” What more
could the world bourgeoisie ask for an intermediary to tell the oppressed people
that a ratio of forces, that socialism does not need to triumph to guarantee their
sovereignty? At the same time, Tito makes the Eurocommunist, anti-dialectical
claim that every country is moving gradually towards socialism, that we need not
struggle for it because everywhere there are “specific conditions and possibilities”:

“As regards internal social development in each individual country, it is
a matter to be decided exclusively by the people concerned, depending
on whether or not it wishes to maintain the capitalist social system or
tends to build a Socialist system. Every people should be free to judge
which system is more suitable for it. This has been proved quite clearly
by present trends in Asian and African countries and by the tendency
to advance towards Socialism gradually, in harmony with
specific conditions and possibilities.” (J.B. Tito: “Address to the
Belgrade Conference of Nonaligned Countries” in: “The Essential Tito”,
PP. 144—-145, New York 1970.) (emphasis added)

This view has been debunked thoroughly hundreds of times by anti-revisionists, by
Leninists opposed to Bernsteinite distortions, but what is of note is its clear anti-
dialectical character. As the Soviet textbook on Marxist Philosophy states:



“With the question of leaps is closely connected the question of social
revolution. If everything in nature and society develops by decisive
qualitative changes, by leaps, then it must be admitted that capitalism
too will be inevitably replaced by another social order in the process of
the working out of scientific laws, and that this will take place by means
of a leap, which under the conditions of capitalism can only be a socialist
revolution. Such a perspective is very disagreeable to capitalists
and their reformist defenders. In seeking to prove that
revolutionary changes cannot advance us, that revolution is
indeed the sickness of society, a harmful abnormality,
bourgeois scientists and politicians are defending a theory of
purely evolutionary development.” (M. Shirokov: “A Textbook Of
Marxist Philosophy”, p. 294, London 1941.) (emphasis added)

To deny evolutionary leaps, to deny the socialist revolution and substitute it for
reformism, is, by its very nature, anti-dialectical. That is the critical “error” the
Titoites fall into when they preach the same theses as the Eurocommunists.

Tito has even supported fascists with his “Marxist-Leninist” foreign policy. His
involvement in the Hungarian counter-revolution and Imre Nagy’s plot in 1956 is
well known, his collaboration with Khrushchev at Brioni and agreement over
appointing Janos Kadar as the leader of the Hungarian Party as a “compromise.” In
his November 8th letter to Khrushchev, Tito stated:

“For the same reason, we agreed with you on the assessment of
the new course of events in Hungary, and we gave public support
to the workers’ and peasants’ government led by Comrade Kadar from
the very first day.” (J.B. Tito: “Letter to Nikita Khrushchev, November
8, 1956“in: M. Byrne: “The 1956 Hungarian Revolution: A History in
Documents”, Doc. 91, p. 400, Budapest 2002.) (emphasis added)

And in response, Khrushchev’s letter on November gth stated:

“The Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
has examined your last letter. We consider it possible to agree with your
viewpoints that no special importance should be given now to the
question whether the Yugoslav embassy in Budapest has acted correctly
or not by giving asylum to Imre Nagy and his companions. We are
noting with satisfaction that since the Brioni talks you have
been in full agreement with our stand towards comrade Janos
Kadar as a distinguished personality and with revolutionary authority
in Hungary, capable in these difficult moments and conditions to head
the new revolutionary government... You were fully satisfied with
the fact the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union, since the summer of this year, in connection
with the departure of Rakosi, was trying that comrade Kadar
should become first secretary of the Central Committee of the
Hungarian Working Peoples’ Party.” (N.S. Khrushchev: “Letter to
Josip Tito, November 9, 1956” in: “The Party of Labour of Albania in
Battle with Modern Revisionism”, pp. 188-189, Tirana 1972.)
(emphasis added)

These two revisionists, learning from each other, interfered directly in the internal
affairs of the Hungarian people, promoting Kadar and placing him at the head of



the Hungarian Party whether or not the Hungarian people agreed. Of note is the
fact that Khrushchev says that the Central Committee of the CPSU was actively
trying to interfere in their affairs and place Kadar at the head of the party, and Tito
agreed completely on such an action. It turns out that not the Hungarian people
decided their future, but the Khrushchevites and Titoites colluded to decide their
future for them. This is the true nature of the “Communist” foreign policy of Tito
towards the superpowers and oppressed people.

Another notable decision of Tito’s was his support of the fascist Dubcek and the
Titoite inspired “Czechoslovakian self-administration”, stating in 1968:

“And in the case of Czechoslovakia, the main point, in my opinion, was
precisely the fact that the social development of that country had taken a
democratic path toward changes which would have made it easier for
the people to create a better life.” (J.B. Tito: “Address on Current
International and Domestic Issues”, p. 156, New York 1970.)

That certain Dubcek, the inciter of the Slovak nationalists and fascists, the man who
even declared that Francisco Franco was a socialist, the man who freed the fascists
from the jails, rehabilitate them after Gottwald and the Marxist-Leninists fought so
far to destroy them. This Dubcek even went as far as to give the fascists released
“free speech.” [7] These are the kinds of people that Tito supported as such great
“democrats” creating a “better life.”

Perhaps the most striking example of Tito’s demagogy on this question is his
attitude towards the Congo, towards the coup of Mobutu and the pro-American
fascists against Patrice Lumumba:

“We saw that the monstrous murder of the Prime Minister of the
legitimate Congolese Government, Patrice Lumumba, and of other
Congolese leaders could not shake the people of the Congo in its
determination to fight against the colonialists and domestic
mercenaries.” (J.B. Tito: “Address to the Belgrade Conference of
Nonaligned Countries” in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 135, New York 1970.)
(emphasis added)

From the looks of it, Tito seems fairly principled in this statement, supporting the
government of Lumumba against the reactionaries and American imperialism.
Unfortunately, this opinion did not last long either, as all of his “principled” stands
lasted. As his involvement in Angola ramped up, they asked him to reopen the
Yugoslav embassy in the Congo (Zaire) and provide diplomatic support to Mobutu.
Of course, in 1966, he did.[9] What a disgrace for a so-called “communist” and
“Marxist-Leninist” to go back on his support of Lumumba and his rightful
government, to support a fascist pro-American dictator like Mobutu! Can such a
foreign policy of betrayal be considered Marxist? No, not in the slightest.

In case there is any question of whether Tito was always this deceptive, whether he
was always a renegade or whether this developed over time, his demagogy was
certainly consistent. During the war, he spoke correctly and extensively about the
traitorous policy of Churchill and the Allies:

“For two whole years and more the treacherous London government
deceived the whole world by talking about the struggle being waged in
Yugoslavia by its minister, Draza Mihailovi¢.” (J.B. Tito: “Address at the



Second Session, Anti-Fascist Council of People’s Liberation (AVNOJ)”
in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 20, New York 1970.)

“But one thing has not changed in the course of the past year, in spite of
all the factors which we have just mentioned. And that is the policy of
the traitor-government, which is now in Cairo and which, unfortunately,
is still recognized by our Allies as the legitimate representative of the
Yugoslav peoples. I have no intention in this short report of going into
the details of why this is so, why the Allies tolerate this government
which has no support among the people, since it has been co-operating
through its minister Draza Mihailovi¢ with the occupier for two and a
half years in fighting against the People’s Liberation Army, in other
words, against the Yugoslav peoples. I have no intention of going into
the details of why the Allies tolerate a government which is blatantly
reactionary and Great-Serb in its orientation, as can be seen from its
composition, for it includes such people as the notorious ‘man-of-
January-the-sixth,’ Pera Zivkovié¢, and others. But one thing I can say:
there is not a single fighting man in the People’s Liberation Army and
Partisan detachments who would fail to feel sick at heart and galled
every time he thought about that government, which has so many
crimes on its conscience and which ought to be on the list of war
criminals, still sitting and enjoying the hospitality of our Allies.” (J.B.
Tito: “Address at the Second Session, Anti-Fascist Council of People’s
Liberation (AVNOJ)” in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 24, New York 1970.)

But in his meetings with Churchill, Tito had a much different attitude. Being such a
smug anti-communist, Churchill would certainly feel embarrassed of this “lie” of
Tito’s and be disdainful to admit it, which is the greatest guarantee as to the
genuinity of Tito’s statements. Churchill wrote:

“I then turned to the future, and suggested that the right solution for
Yugoslavia would be a democratic system based on the peasantry, and
perhaps some gradual measure of agrarian reform where the holdings
were too small. Tito assured me that, as he had stated publicly,
he had no desire to introduce the Communist system into
Yugoslavia, if only because most European countries after the war
would probably be living under a democratic regime. Developments in
small countries depended on relations between the Great Powers.
Yugoslavia should be able to profit by the growing improvement in these
relations and develop along democratic lines. The Russians had a
mission with the Partisans, but its members, far from expressing any
idea of introducing the Soviet system into Yugoslavia, had spoken
against it.

“I asked Tito if he would reaffirm his statement about Communism in
public, but he did not wish to do this as it might seem to have been
forced upon him. It was agreed that he should however discuss the
suggestion with Dr. Subasi¢, whom he was meeting for the first time that
afternoon.” (W. Churchill: “The Second World War, Volume VI:
Triumph and Tragedy”, p. 81, Boston 1986.) (emphasis added)

Churchill, in his own pompous and anti-Marxist way, shows himself as an
imperialist by his claim that small countries must necessarily rely on what he calls



the “Great Powers.” His urging of Tito to dictate the Yugoslav market to
profitability, to those very Great Powers would come not too far later after the break
with the Soviet Union. But is this claim true? But did Tito actually say this? Of
course he did. From his own “Essential Works™:

“We have been slandered, and we still are being slandered, from all sides
— but the pattern is always the same. All the occupiers and quislings —
the hireling traitors, the Ustashi, the Nedicites, and the Chetniks of
Draza Mihailovi¢ in the country and their masters abroad — have said
(and still say) that our People’s Liberation struggle in
Yugoslavia is purely a Communist affair: Bolshevization of the
country, an attempt by Communists to seize power, the
abolition of private property, the destruction of the church
and religion, the destruction of culture, and so on and so
forth. These slanders are old and threadbare. They have their
origin in Goebbels’ kitchen and they have now become a sort of
gleichgeschaltet fodder for Goebbels’ counterparts to feed the
population of the ‘New Europe’ with; and they are now trying to export
it outside Europe, as well. But very few people believe these lies any
longer, least of all the Yugoslav peoples. Our struggle for existence is too
bloody and bitter, and so many, too many, of our people have drained
the cup of suffering, for someone, making use of these threadbare
slanders, to turn them from the path of their great and glorious struggle
for independence, for a better and happier future.” (J.B. Tito: “Address
at the Second Session, Anti-Fascist Council of People’s Liberation
(AVNOJ)” in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 25, New York 1970.) (emphasis
added)

If Tito read the works of the classics of Marxism-Leninism, of Dimitrov, he would
know that the task at hand in Yugoslavia was not the bourgeois revolution, but the
attainment of People’s Democracy. And what is People’s Democracy? The
dictatorship of the proletariat, socialist transformations, the abolition of private
property, etc. Tito puts a “Chinese Wall” between the National Liberation and the
Socialist Revolution, but unfortunately for him, the two are irreparably linked and
the job of the Communists was to lead both! It seems that even Tito had to admit
publicly that he had no aims of socialist transformations. These opportunist views
were attempted to be imposed on the Albanian Party as well:

“Themelko presented all the views expressed by Tito, Kardelj and other
Yugoslav leaders. Apart from what I mentioned above, the other views
were about ‘the stages of the revolution’, on which the Yugoslavs
thought that ‘since the stage of the bourgeois democratic revolution has
still not been completed, we shall delay the transition to the second
stage, the stage of the proletarian revolution’; that ‘the road of transition
from the former to the latter stage is the road of reforms’; that the
‘national liberation councils are organs of the bourgeois democratic
revolution’; that ‘one of the distinctions between the October Revolution
and the Yugoslav revolution is that in the Yugoslav revolution the
bourgeoisie is a member, a participant in the front’; that ‘Tito has
enriched Marxism with the tactic of the national liberation war’ (!), etc.,
etc.” (E. Hoxha: “The Titoites”, p. 241, Tirana 1982.)

These modern Bernsteinites saw the socialist revolution as something left to the



behest of reforms and certainly did not plan to implement any socialist
transformations after their so-called “bourgeois-democratic revolution.” Thus,
Churchill’s claim is likely correct. In fact, Churchill states one of the conditions for
British support of Yugoslavia was the promise not to introduce communism:

“His Majesty’s Government intend to continue, and if possible to
increase, the supply of war material to Yugoslav forces now that an
agreement has been reached between the Royal Yugoslav Government
and the National Liberation Movement. They expect, in return, that
Marshal Tito will make a positive contribution to the unification of
Yugoslavia by including in the declaration which he has already agreed
with the Yugoslav Prime Minister to make, not only a statement
regarding his intention not to impose Communism on the
country, but also a statement to the effect that he will not use the
armed strength of the Movement to influence the free expression of the
will of the people on the future regime of the country.” (W. Churchill:
“The Second World War, Volume VI: Triumph and Tragedy”, p. 83,
Boston 1986.) (emphasis added)

In response, the Titoites, as with all matters, claimed it was a matter of the future,
after the war, when they could fully proclaim their intention of not introducing
Communism:

“The Yugoslavs objected to my suggestion that the Partisan movement
was divorced from the Serbian people. I did not press this point,
particularly as Tito had said that he was prepared later on to
make a public statement about not introducing Communism
into Yugoslavia after the war.” (W. Churchill: “The Second World
War, Volume VI: Triumph and Tragedy”, p. 83, Boston 1986.)
(emphasis added)

But when the time came around, when the split with the socialist Soviet Union
occurred, it was not to the advantage of Britain nor America nor Yugoslavia for Tito
to turn against Communism. The “Great Powers” needed an in into the
international Communist movement, needed a spy and an intriguer that could help
foment counter-revolution and deceive the oppressed peoples. As has been proven
in previous sections, this was undoubtedly the case. Capitalism in all its forms
blossomed in Yugoslavia but demagogy reigned supreme, the Communist facade
was held up as reflective of the social system.

On the topic of Draza Mihailovi¢ and collaboration with capitalists and fascists, Tito
so boastfully shamed the Cetniks for collaboration with the fascist occupiers, with
Hitler and Mussolini. In his “Essential Works”, he states:

“During the fourth offensive the traitor Draza Mihailovi¢ came to an
agreement with the Germans, Italians and Ustashi to collaborate with
them in dealing a death-blow to our People’s Liberation Army.
Numerous documents, which fell into our hands during our offensive
against the Chetniks of Draza Mihailovi¢, clearly expose the diabolical
plan and unprecedented treachery of these fiends.” (J.B. Tito: “Address
at the Second Session, Anti-Fascist Council of People’s Liberation
(AVNOJ)” in: “The Essential Tito”, p. 21, New York 1970.)

Such a view is entirely correct. Like the Balli Kombétar, the Cetniks collaborated



largely with the occupiers against the people’s liberation movement. But what
isn’t covered are the March 1943 agreements between Tito and the Nazi
high command in Yugoslavia. His “official biographer” Vladimir Dedijer
extensively sources these agreements in an entire chapter of Volume 2 of “New
Contributions to the Biography of Tito” (Novi Prilozi za Biografiju J. B. Tita),
published in Rijeka in 1981.

Tito’s entire foreign policy, towards Albania, toward the USSR and the countries of
People’s Democracy, towards the Superpowers and the oppressed countries all fits
together like one jigsaw puzzle. All these sinister and liberal acts are the product of
one overall line, the Titoite social-fascist line.

Conclusion

Reading “The Essential Tito” has very much reminded me of just how anti-Marxist
this opportunist, this fascist individual was. There can be no Communist who
decimates nationalities like the Titoite butchers did in Kosova, no Communist who
advocates for capitalist economic laws, no Communist who kisses the feet of the
kulak blood-suckers, no Communist who betrays a fraternal people, no Communist
who acts as an intermediary for imperialism and hoodwinks the oppressed people
all over the world. These works alone, providing only a small insight into Titoite
Yugoslavia and the misinformation at play there, show that Tito was not a man to
trusted in any case. He was a political trickster with no principles, aside from his
only consistent trait, his devotion to furthering the cause of the imperialist world.

In every sense, Tito was no Communist. With about a tenth of the information we
have now, J.V. Stalin’s keen revolutionary vigilance shines through like a beacon of
light on the question of Tito. His astounding contribution of exposing the Titoite
revisionists in front of the entire international Communist movement put all the
revisionists on notice, even in the USSR with soon to be purged revisionists in
economic planning like Voznesensky. His tremendous stand against the first
Trotskyites to gain state power serves as an excellent example of the vitality of our
pure proletarian ideology, Marxism-Leninism. The Titoites were crushed under the
weight of undeniable facts and all of the socialist world. It is this example which we
must carry forward and crush every other revisionist movement with the same
determination, with the name and works of the great Stalin, who never for one
second put down the banner of struggle against revisionism.
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