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(7)Intro: Almost 30 years later- What can Comecon tell us?


On page three of the New York Times on June 29, 1991 one small story with the 
 headline “Soviet Trade Bloc Is Out Of Business” was nestled right above an ad for pure 
 wool suits and across from another for Tiffany & Co. rings and a summer sale. The news 
 summary on page 2 read “Comecon puts itself out of business”. (Greenhouse 1991, 3) An 
 undignified end for what had  been referred to as the socialist method towards economic 
 integration.  


This organ that could reflect “international socialist solidarity” was 


unceremoniously disbanded officially that June, but truly had already become rather 
 useless as socialist states had fallen in Central Europe and Eastern Europe. By the time 
 of its unceremonious shuttering, Comecon was a trade and cooperation organization 
 that didn’t really promote trade and cooperation. Reforming into a new organization 
 was considered impossible by the European members of Comecon, in contrast to the 
 non-European members like Cuba, Vietnam and Mongolia who wanted a “Comecon” 


under a different name.(Greenhouse 1991, 3) 


Hungary, Czech and Poland, all strongly against Comecon at that point, all found 
 themselves back together and connected to the wealthy economies of Western Europe 
 nearly 13 years later. It turns out that economic co-operation and integration under 
 capitalism was right where the previous socialist cooperation and integration was 
 wrong.  


Roughly 12 years after these Central European states joined the EU, the 


democratic backsliding of some EU member states may have become a very real threat 
 to the EU and what it claims to be built on. When we look at these shifts in fortune, it’s 
 important to look back on failed attempts like Comecon, to determine what could have 
 gone wrong and what could have gone right. By the time Comecon had well and truly 
 gone, it had in reality been “gone” for years when it came down to the amount of 
 influence or sway that could be expected from this organization.  


A fundamental problem is how people think of “we” as an international 


community instead of just “I” as a citizen of a state. To explore that issue, this paper will 
explore the concept of internationalism. To that end  Fred Halliday’s Three Concepts of 
Internationalism will be referred to regarding a few points about internationalism. 



(8)Internationalism according to Halliday is both analytical and normative, how the 
 world works and how should it work. It is also a cluster concept, it doesn’t have a core 
 meaning so much as it consists of a series of related ideas. Among these related ideas 
 and different forms of internationalism are three broad trends. The first is that 
 internationalism is the perception of an objective process taking place. The second is 
 that these processes are being reflected politically. The third is normative in that these 
 processes are considered desirable in some way. (Halliday 1988, 187-188)  


Marxist internationalism, its codification into an ideology, the principles it 
 consists of, and its structural forms will be looked at in this paper and then contrasted 
 with those in the contemporary European Community in order to answer three 


questions about this failed integration. 


 The first is if there was just no way that a presumably rigid Marxist Leninist one 
 party state could have a real regional integration. The second is if it was just a matter of 
 the external conditions surrounding the eastern bloc. The final issue then is to examine 
 Comecon in connection to the ideology it sprung up around. In other words, to 


determine if proletarian internationalism and the later socialist internationalism could 
 connect to the concrete manifestation of internationalist structures. 


Outline and Methodology 
   


Outline 


Chapter 1 will concern itself with the theory regarding both the relations between 


socialist states and the friction between it and theories of Marxist Leninist political party 
 organization.  


Chapter 2 examines the actual structure of Marxist Leninist parties, early international 
 organizations like Comintern and finally the structure of Comecon.  


Chapter 3 will concern itself with the history of socialist state internationalism.  


Chapter 4 will compare Comecon to the EC. First in its origins, secondly regarding their 
roughly comparative sovereignty and supranationality crisis and finally by looking at the 
Schengen area and Friendship programs in the Soviet Union to consider international 
connections from the bottom up.   



(9)The conclusion will then tie all of these threads together by determining what went 
 wrong for Comecon and what went right for Western Europe’s integration and how we 
 can apply that knowledge in relation to illiberalism and the rise of euroscepticism in the 
 EU. 


Methodology 


The methodologies used will first be a conceptual analysis of internationalist and 
 integrative socialist theories. When considering how disparate groups come together 
 into a whole there needs to be an understanding of what the group in question sees as 
 being part of that process. The forming of state, empire or other governing formation or 
 compact has always had a theory or group of theories that justifies this formation. A 
 frame in which it made sense. By looking at these theories we can determine how much 
 they were developed and what their strengths and weaknesses were. 


This wasn’t just a case of theoretical concepts. Socialist parties, states and the 
 international socialist system created structures and set standards for organizing. It is 
 important then to detail what these structures were and how they were organized to see 
 how the theory could be followed, or as the case may be, ignored or adjusted. This 
 analysis of structure should let us know if it was simply not sophisticated enough to 
 achieve Comecon’s goals. 


After examining the theory and structures, a history will then be compiled to 
 show what events animated international structures and how they progressed. This 
 should be able to show what sort of considerations Comintern, Comecon and the 
 socialist states it was composed of, had and the trends that informed their actions. The 
 history of international communism began before Comecon, Comintern, and the Soviet 
 Union itself. By exploring this history we can see what was built on and what was 
 abandoned. It opens up the areas where we can not only conceive of different actions 
 that could have been taken, but understand why the actions that were taken were 
 chosen. 


The final method will be a comparison EU integration process. The EU, an 
integration of states in the capitalist west which supposedly valued competition over 
cooperation is one of the most obvious, though perhaps fragile, successes of regional 
integration. We then need to understand why the EU has succeeded where Comecon 
failed.  In this comparison Liberal Intergovernmentalism will be used as a reference to 
understand EC/EU integration. 



(10)Literature Review 


The essential literature addressing Comecon can’t leave out Michael Kaser’s 
 work, in particular the second edition of Comecon Integration Problems of the Planned 
 Economies . Kaser’s work, though phenomenal, is limited in three major areas. The first 
 is the most apparent in that it was published in 1967, 24 years before the end of 


Comecon. The second pertains to the limited and fragmatory data available during the 
 cold war. This includes not only information on Comecon but also regarding the extent 
 of economic warfare engaged in by the west. This leads to assumptions throughout the 
 work of greater planned autarky and closed economies then may have been the 


intention. The third is that it is necessarily limited in scope to Comecon and the 
 placement of the structures of Comecon are rarely sufficiently situated in theories of 
 internationalism. In explaining what Comecon  does up until 1967 it is fantastic, but it 
 does not sufficiently explain exactly why it does what it does.  


As additions to Kaser’s work, there is also the regionally focused History of 
 Eastern Europe Crisis and Change by Rober Bideleux and Ian Jeffries and An 


Economic History of Twentieth-Century Europe by Ivan T. Berend. Both offer concise 
 but thorough overviews of Comecon. 


EH Carr’s work on the history of the Soviet Union, the 14 volume History of 
 Soviet Russia, and state socialism as a whole, remains important even after the opening 
 of Soviet archives. This is not because everything he claimed was accurate, or even that 
 his approach was impeccable. As Hillel Ticktin points out, Carr was the product of an 
 elitist system that tended to side with the views of rulers rather than the ruled. (Ticktin 
 2000, 146) This however remains an important aspect, if terribly flawed, of his work. If 
 only because it splits with the Cold War logic of the establishment studies that focused 
 more on the totalitarian character of the Soviet Union. (Cox 2000, 10) It is important to 
 see a historian approach the Soviet Union, in the west, as if it was another country 
 worthy of being approached as other states. Not to simply downplay any brutality or 
 calamity, but to begin to understand the Soviet Union as something more than a lurking 
 threat that needed vanquishing. The totalitarian approach can become mystifying. 


To counteract some of the worst elements of a top down approach, I’ve included 
 some of Rachel Applebaum’s Empire of Friends: Soviet Power and Socialist 


Internationalism in Cold War Czechoslovakia and The Socialist Good Life: Desire, 
Development, and Standards of Living in Eastern Europe edited by  Cristofer Scarboro 
, Diana Mincyte and Zsuzsa Gille. These works are much more focused on the people 
who actually inhabited Comecon states and should be considered when determining the 



(11)fostering of a sense of internationalism. 


Carr’s work on internationalism was quite cynical, that it was power masked as 
 altruism. (Halliday 2000, 259) In that way, it can be related to Fred  Halliday’s more in 
 depth examination of internationalism in  Three concepts of Internationalism. 


Halliday’s views of internationalism, its diversity and its overlaps are central to this 
 thesis though a strict adherence to his typology of Liberal, Hegemonic and 


Revolutionary are not. Instead, seen in looking at the theories and structures of 
 internationalism, this thesis is more interested in seeing how the elemental parts of 
 internationalist ideas change and link up with political practice and other ideas or 
 biases. 


Andrew Moravcsik’s seminal 1998 work The Choice for Europe: Social Purpose 
 and State Power from Messina to Maastricht has been engaged with and criticized 
 within this work. It offers, especially with more expanded work, a compelling case for 
 how integration has been driven in the European Union. Morancsik’s work has been left 
 to the European Union and an attempt to shoehorn his theories into an analysis has 
 been rejected due to some incompatibilities on preference formation. Also within the 
 work there is an emphasis on the rationality of actors but this rationality tends to take a 
 liberal, especially commercial liberal, end as a given. Considering that Comecon at many 
 points and socialist states as a whole, tended to resist that end and criticize it heavily, it 
 will be considered a good explanation unsuitable outside of the relations of Marxist 
 Leninist one party states. 


In criticizing some of the underlying assumptions of Moravcsik and to remedy a 
 historical amnesia of the EU, I will finally be including Peo Hansen and Stefan Jonsson’s 
 Eurafrica: The Untold History of European Integration and Colonialism and James 
 Morris Blaut’s The Colonizer's Model of the World: Geographical Diffusionism as a 
 counterpoint to some of the purely liberal ideas assumed in the formation and 
 development of the EU, as well as claims of European values more generally. 


In bringing together such a diverse array of sources I hope that a renewed 
 consideration of internationalism can be used to consider the underlying forces of 


international structures such as Comecon and the underlying biases, values and theories 
underlying an international structure engaged in integration. 



(12)Chapter 1. Socialist Internationalism in theory and in the context 
 of the Marxist Leninist state 


1.1: Proletarian Internationalism in theory  


Both the EEC and Comecon had a thread of contrary internationalist principles 
 that ran through both. This really should not be so surprising. It has been pointed out 
 that each ideological side of the cold war, Marxism or Liberalism had a great deal in 
 common. Both can be seen as Enlightenment ideologies that viewed economic and 
 technological development as primary and religion as a secondary factor of decreasing 
 concern. They also shared a view of a future universal civilization. (Shearman 2015, 105) 
 In fact Liberalism and Marxism get their principles of internationalism, originally from 
 some of the very same wells, though they take these ideas in very different directions.  


From the original International Workingmen’s Association to the Marxist second 
 international, and the increasing splinters off every incarnation, there is supposed to be 
 a continuity to the international as a whole. However, both the first and second 


international were much broader when it came to their ideological makeup. The 


International Workingmen’s Association contained a volatile mix of anarchists, Marxists 
 and a variety of left organizations that quit spreading some time in the 19th century. 


Generally speaking it can be said that the first international was broad enough not to 
 have a singular internationalist theory underlining it for all its members, that the second 
 international refined this down to a mostly Marxist theory of proletarian 


internationalism and that Comintern, the third international, standardized all 
 underlying theory to Lenin’s approach to theory of proletarian internationalism.  


According to Lenin’s examination of Marxism, the most important for the 
 Marxist Leninist states of Comecon, it can handily be broken down simply to three 
 different elements: “German philosophy, English political economy and French 


socialism” (Lenin 1963, 23-24) In all three of these there was internationalist principles 
 of one kind or another, in that way Marxist, and later Leninist ideas were not a huge 
 departure from the same ideologies found outside Marxist-Leninist states.   


The first of these is German Philosophy. In that vein Marx can be seen as a sort of 
Hegelian, it is a modified Hegelian idea of dialectics to which Marx begins attaching 
other thinkers to and subjecting this process to. The perfected form of the state was the 
highest level to be obtained. Hegel clearly disregards Kant’s position, whose work 
informed the different forms of liberal internationalism, that there would be a higher 
authority than the state that could be formed and that any agreement formed between 



(13)different states would always be “tainted with contingency”  (Boubia 1997, 423) 


However, that isn’t to say that there isn’t a sort of hegemonic internationalism in Hegel.  


To Hegel, all of the world (at least those parts he didn’t bother to denigrate as 
 ahistorical) was bound together by a world spirit in which states were merely 


unconscious organs, the “internationalism” was one of a nation becoming conscious of 
 the world spirit and becoming dominant for that stage of history. The possibility for 
 internationalism of a kind then begins associated with a certain stage of development 
 achieved by a particular state. (Hegel 2001, 267-268) This neatly becomes a justification 
 of imperialism, colonialism and hegemony but there remains a thread in Marx's work 
 that still attaches the possibility of internationalism to a particular class, though not 
 state. It is not a state becoming conscious but the proletarian class that will be liberated 
 not just of idealistic delusions but of the exploitation they are subjected to. That 


similarity withstanding, Hegel’s theory is eurocentric and absolutely justifies 


colonialism, and even enslavement and episodes of genocide, as providing freedom 
 through the uplifting of the non-European people. His only support for the ending of 
 colonialism is the case of the US in that it was a place successfully transformed by 
 European tutelage (Stone 2017, 7-11) 


Proletarian internationalism was not merely the agreements made between states 
 but based on the proletarians position in ushering in the next dominant system. It 


certainly doesn’t find the nation or the state to be ascendant on the basis of a 


development of its consciousness but as a side effect of its development of the relations 
 of the economy. Though in both cases, in practice, this was approached in a eurocentric 
 fashion though in not as bluntly as Hegel’s. 


To Marx this development is not the consciousness of “world spirit” allowing for a 
 hegemon necessarily. Instead it is a development, the creation of a dominant capitalist 
 set of relations, with a proletarian class that could lead the struggle to communism that 
 was to Marx an absolute pre-condition of being considered as part of the international 
 proletariat. Not out of a “right” or justification but as a consequence. The creation of the 
 proletariat in a state ushered that class into being considered as part of an international 
 proletariat with interests and capabilities that bridged across national divides.   


The US annexing areas of Mexico, the French conquest of Algeria and even the 
French and British goals of influence in Central Asia at the expense of Russia were all 
supported by Marx and Engels to one degree or another. Though there was more 
concern about British actions in India because they were destroying a progression into 
capitalism rather than fostering it.  Simply put often Marx and Engel generally favored 



(14)the expansion of “progressive capitalism” against “backward” nations and peoples. 


(Davis 1965, 29) Lenin later developed this in a different direction and later 


Marxist-Leninists that were mostly outside of Comecon, and Europe, seemed to turn 
 some of these notions completely on their head.  


The utopian socialists like Charles Fourier, who along with Robert Owen, Marx 
 expressed a relative admiration for (Marx 1936, 40) provide an internationalism that 
 stands in contrast to Hegel. Fourier’s conception certainly saw Europe too as the most 
 advanced center of the world, and like other thinkers conceived of stages of progression 
 for different states with Europe being the most developed at a fifth stage he referred to 
 as “civilization”. However, Fourier’s use of Civilization is a pejorative as much as 


anything else. Fourier’s civilization is not considered better simply by virtue of being the 
 most advanced. (Roelofs 2015, 411) As he states “ It belongs to barbarism, inasmuch as 
 its pretended liberal ideas, its sham securities, are always nothing else than despotism 
 more or less disguised ; and it belongs to guaranteeism by its form and tendency, by the 
 mania of searching after a social equilibrium, which is not sought for by barbarians, and 
 which can only be established in the sixth period or guaranteeism.” (Fourier 1851, 440) 


In all states past guaranteeism, all the way to a blissful universal harmony, an 
 international federation could be formed. Once in the sixth stage, the state could 
 construct a political federation (Fourier 1851, 428) While differing significantly In 
 Marx’s own view of capitalism one can see a similarity in how he approached Capitalism 
 as both the latest development and most progressive stage and also an oppressive 


system that must be overthrown.  


Lenin, and therefore all the states who built on or otherwise used some of his 
 work as a starting point, took the stance that utopian socialism was merely trying to 
 create a new society out of fantasies and that you could not actually know everything of 
 what socialism could entail.  The point instead should be analyzing the current 


dominant societies (Paden 2002, 76) While mentioning the utopian socialists as 


important criticism, Lenin immediately states that the utopians are not able to find any 
 solution or explain the nature of capitalism or explain the creation of a new society. 


(Lenin 1963, 27) 


English political economy can claim a foundation in the Scottish Adam Smith. 


Marx’s critique on Smith as with others still finds plenty of praise to shower on Smith, 
 far more than some admirers of Smith today would likely shower on Karl Marx. 


Generally though Smith was looking at the systems that came previous to capitalism and 
coming to the conclusion that capitalism, and the state formed to protect it, was a huge 



(15)improvement over other arrangements. Marx largely agreed with the improvement 
 made  by Capitalism in many regards but instead looked to the future seeing how there 
 could be a better system. (Pack 2013, 535) Of course given this is entirely 


understandable given the nearly 90 years separating Das Kapital from The Wealth of 
 Nations. 


Smith’s promotion of free trade is his contribution to one of the foundations of 
 liberal internationalism. Free trade would go on to be argued to connect the world as a 
 whole, to even possibly make the state obsolete. If a continent adopted liberal trade laws 
 then it would be little more than “provinces of a great empire” and that would be 


positive, as communication and protection from famine would be secured ( Smith 1976, 
 708-709)   


However Smith himself was no internationalist. He was not someone who 
 preached about the obtainment of peace through trade, despite the many erroneous 
 assertions to the contrary. In fact, he thought sometimes it may tempt war due to some 
 jealousy (Haar 2013, 433-434).  While perhaps an adoption of free trade when possible 
 would have great benefit in some ways, he thought a total adoption of free trade in Great 
 Britain to be “as absurd as to expect that an Oceana or Utopia should ever be established 
 in it.”(Smith 1976,  614) He did not see any persistent feeling of connection to other 
 nations as possible. To Smith the sympathy one could feel to a foreigner was temporary 
 and incapable of causing any basic change in human nature.   (Haar 2013, 428)   


There was a form of liberal internationalism that ignored Smith’s views on the 
 subject and in Critique of the Gotha Program Marx was already interested in teasing out 
 the differences between his and liberal ideas of internationalism. He points that “the 
 international brotherhood of peoples” as other forms of internationalism proclaimed 
 doesn’t address what Marxists should be looking for, specifically the “international 
 brotherhood of working classes” that would be engaged in a joint struggle. On the other 
 side of this coin is the linking up of the bourgeois internationally as well, that the capital 
 class already has a form of internationalism running through it. (Marx 2010, 246)  


This linking of the bourgeoisie and linking of the proletariat is connecting what, 
despite the innocuous claim of liberal internationalists is. It is reforming the entire 
world in its image. As Marx puts it “ The bourgeoisie has through its exploitation of the 
world market given a cosmopolitan character to production and consumption in every 
country. … All old-established national industries have been destroyed or are daily being 
destroyed. … In place of the old wants, satisfied by the production of the country, we 
find new wants, requiring for their satisfaction the products of distant lands and climes. 



(16)In place of the old local and national seclusion and self-sufficiency, we have intercourse 
 in every direction, universal interdependence of nations. And as in material, so also in 
 intellectual production. The intellectual creations of individual nations become common 
 property. National one-sidedness and narrow-mindedness become more and more 
 impossible, and from the numerous national and local literatures, there arises a world 
 literature.” (Marx 2010, 165) The ability to be narrow minded and only supportive of 
 your own nation Marx is claiming becomes less and less likely from the capitalist 
 process. It is not simply the natural sympathy towards one's own nation that Smith 
 holds any longer, and that this is a broad shift in a new stage. 


This ties in with Fourier’s previous utopic view but for Marx there are no skipping 
 steps. To Marx this is a material process, not just a matter of conceiving of something 
 else but having the basic material conditions which enable that conception to come to 
 life. “ The bourgeois period of history has to create the material basis of the new world – 
 on the one hand universal intercourse founded upon the mutual dependency of 


mankind, and the means of that intercourse; on the other hand the development of the 
 productive powers of man and the transformation of material production into a 


scientific domination of material conditions of a new world in the same way as 
 geological revolutions have created the surface of the earth.” (Marx 2001, 96)  


Internationalism did not just sweep over all of creation, either that of the 


bourgeoisie or that of the proletariat. In 1914 World War 1 began and as the proletariat 
 of Europe was set to slaughter each other, they did so readily with many members of the 
 socialist second international supporting their respective nations. Karl Kautsky, who 
 theorized a “super imperialism” of the imperialist nations of Europe working together in 
 a cabal, as the banks had made, was seemingly discredited overnight while Lenin’s view 
 of Imperialism necessarily leading to war seemed to be vindicated. This and the war 
 caused the second international to split along ideological and national lines. 


Lenin wrote in imperialism, the highest stage of capitalism.  “If it were necessary 
 to give the briefest possible definition of imperialism we should have to say that 


imperialism is the monopoly stage of capitalism.” Lenin thought that essentially 
 territory of the world had fallen under one claim or another of an imperialist power, 
 financial capital had shrunk to a few huge banks and industrialists and their 


corporations had merged with one another to one combine or another. (Lenin 1966, 
 237)  


While incorporating Gerhart von Schulze-Gaevernitz’s work it was emphasized 
that “the "danger" of imperialism lies in that "Europe will shift the burden of physical 



(17)toil --first agricultural and mining, then the rougher work in industry--on to the colored 
 races, and itself be content with the role of rentier, and in this way, perhaps, pave the 
 way for the economic, and later, the political emancipation of the colored races."” (Lenin 
 1966, 250) This  inclusion widens the concept of proletarian internationalism to groups 
 that Marx himself had not to the same extent besides mentioning in a letter that in fact 
 his view of the development of capitalism, and therefore to socialism, was based 


specifically on the case of western Europe. (Marx 2001, 73) Proletarian internationalism 
 did continue to hold that you could not skip any steps, however, the method by which a 
 state developed needn’t be done in the same way as it had happened in Western Europe. 


In fact the subject of Marx’s letter was Russia which had its own peculiar method of 
 proletarian creation, and a still massive peasant population.   


Lenin’s work began opening up new ways to view international commitments of 
 socialists and what their stance towards imperialism should entail.  During the second 
 congress of the Communist International in 1920, still two years before the formal 
 establishment of the Soviet Union, proletarian internationalism expanded. In the Draft 
 Theses on National and Colonial Questions Lenin stated that in those countries once 
 derided as simply backwards, communist parties as they formed were specifically to ally 
 themselves with peasant movements against landowners, to ally themselves with 


bourgeois national liberation at least conditionally and to ally themselves broadly with 
 oppressed nationalities(Lenin 1966, 146-150) This new stance of making proletarian 
 internationalism wedded to national liberation struggles and peasant movements would 
 be the one most Marxist Leninist states would inherit and follow to one degree or 


another however imperfectly and as interested state actors. 


Stalin, once being key to tackling national question, did not alter internationalism 
 in theory in meaningful ways from Lenin. In a 1938 letter to Pravda addressed to Stalin, 
 he briefly laid out the position. His policy of socialism in one country simply held that in 
 fact the support of internationalism should flow to the Soviet Union from the 


international proletariat. This was required to protect the Soviet Union from another 
 intervention and the restoration of capitalism. The ultimate victory of socialism would 
 still require socialism to spread to every country however. (Stalin 1978, 319-323) This 
 wasn’t a theoretical shift so much as it was a continuation of proletarian 


internationalism redirected inward to defend the Soviet Union. 


Only with Khrushchev did a concept of Socialist Internationalism emerge that 
created any theory of socialist state relations. Primarily Socialist internationalism was 
based on political and economic relations between Marxist-Leninist states with the 
common goal of Communism. The theory, while somewhat changed, still operated on a 



(18)continuum from the Stalin era policies which had seen cultural exchange in the form of 
 student exchanges between socialist states. It was expanded towards the exchange of 
 goods, media, mass tourism and correspondence. (Applebaum 2015, 486-490)  


Brezhnev continued touting the concept of socialist internationalism, but also 
 made it clear that “class laws” justified every law system. Meaning that just as the laws 
 in capitalist states reflected the interest of the dictatorship of the bourgeois, so did the 
 laws in socialist states reflect the dictatorship of the proletariat. This justified actions 
 taken in the interest of proletarian and socialist internationalism, supporting socialism 
 within states and those seeking socialist revolution outside those states, which included 
 the right to intervene in socialist states determined to no longer be following socialist 
 laws of development or to support groups outside the socialist states on the basis of 
 proletarian internationalism. (Glazer 1971, 170-171) 


It could be stated that Gorbachev changed the theory of international 


proletarianism and the theory of international socialism but it could also be said that in 
 most ways he completely abandoned Marxist theories of internationalism.  At the 27th 
 party congress of the CPSU Gorbachev did not mention proletarian or socialist 


internationalism and it was no wonder. These theories rest on Marxist ideas of class and 
 Gorbachev soon made it clear that he felt that the state should not represent the 


interests of one class or another but the people as a whole. (Dawisha 1990, 207-208)  
 What is interesting about this statement is that suddenly there was no theoretical 
 basis for a socialist state at all. The judgement of building socialism was a cornerstone to 
 a variety of actions the Soviet Union took in the affairs of other states, it is as if the 
 concept of human rights was deleted from modern liberal policy. Even his concept of the 
 ties that bound was remarkably different from Marxist ideas. 


The drivers of internationalism that Marx and Lenin had looked at were not 
 taken into account at all during Gorbachev’s tenure. He would only provide that “we also 
 know damage can be done by a weakening of the internationalist principle in mutual 
 relations of socialist states, by deviation from the principles of mutual benefit and 
 mutual aid”  (Dawisha 1990, 87) but this lacked the basic justifications of Marxist ideas 
 of any sort of internationalism. However, there are elements of other internationalist 
 ideas outside of Marxism. In 1987 Gorbachev spoke of Europe in decidedly un Marxist 
 terms “Europe from the Atlantic to the Urals is also an historical and cultural category in 
 a high, spiritual sense. …  By the efforts of geniuses of all European nations, a priceless 
 fund has been created in all branches of scientific knowledge and of artistic 


comprehension of the world. So, instead of nuclear crematorium for Europe, we propose 



(19)the peaceful development of European culture, which has many faces, yet forms a single 
 entity.” a perfectly fine sentiment in support of the EC/EU, but perhaps not as relevant 
 or matched by the support the integration processes of Comecon which were looking to 
 bring together the socialist states and Soviet Union territory in Europe with the Asian 
 territories of the Soviet Union as well Vietnam, Cuba, and Mongolia. 


1.2: Marxist Leninism, Democratic Centralism and the General Line  


Marxist Leninism, famous for not being outlined by Marx or Lenin but by Stalin, 
 was more or less the state ideology of every full member of Comecon though not every 
 observer or associate. Stalin claimed, in regards to what would become Marxism 
 Leninism, “Leninism is Marxism of the era of imperialism and of the proletarian 
 revolution. To be more exact, Leninism is the theory and tactics of the proletarian 
 revolution in general, the theory and tactics of the dictatorship of the proletariat in 
 particular.” (Stalin 1975, 2) 


While many positions changed after Destalinization and Khrushchev, socialist 
 states the world over maintained referring to themselves as Marxist-Leninist and at its 
 core they were accurate in that it all reached back into highlights of Lenin and Marx to 
 justify itself and its organization. For the purposes of this paper, since there has already 
 been an ocean of ink spilled by every political group with the means to write, what a 
 Marxist-Leninist state is will be approached simply as a matter of the state justifying 
 itself using the ideas of Marxism-Leninism and identifying as Marxist-Leninist.  


Marxism itself was developed in the period before a “socialist state” and was 
 unique in that not only was it a method of analysis, it was specifically created to support 
 revolution as a principle. While some Marxists went on to pursue a more gradual reform 
 approach, Stalin was direct in pointing out that it was Lenin’s struggle against those 
 Marxists that turned away from Revolution that Leninism (later Marxism-Leninism) 
 concerns itself with “It must not be forgotten that between Marx and Engels, on the one 
 hand, and Lenin, on the other, there lies a whole period of undivided domination of the 
 opportunism of the Second International, and the ruthless struggle against this 


opportunism could not but constitute one of the most important tasks of Leninism.” 


(Stalin 1975, 3) So the basic Marxist-Leninist theory should constitute how to wage 
 revolution, how to resist tendencies towards other theories of Marxism, and how to 
 organize a socialist state.  


Marxist Leninist states are dominated by a Marxist Leninist party. Not every 
Marxist Leninist state was a de jure one party system in Comecon but all were de facto 



(20)one party dominated systems for all but the last few years of Comecon’s existence. The 
 Marxist-Leninist party was believed to have a historic mandate to see to the advance 
 into communism. To fulfill that mandate, power was to be centralized into one 
 particular Marxist-Leninist party that would, being organized on Marxist-Leninist 
 principles, have a unity of action and a consensus on what steps to take towards a 
 communist system. (Kuusinen 1963, 459) To consolidate power and a consensus over 
 the direction of the state ML parties may differ in some respects they all share some 
 features instilled into them as an adaptation to revolutionary struggle and the 


increasingly more complex ways the state learned to disrupt revolutionary struggle as 
 well as would be revolutionaries choosing reformist methods. 


The Marxist Leninist party did not “make” revolution according to Lenin. The 
 classes make a revolution, but the differing classes cannot see that revolution become 
 successful without leaders of the revolutionary classes. (Ehrenberg 1979, 78) These 
 leaders would be “professional revolutionaries” and he clearly laid out 5 reasons for this 
 based on past failures of revolution:  


1. The movement needed to be stable and able to offer continuity.  


2. When the flash point of class struggle animated the masses they would need to have 
 an organization  prepared to deal with the inevitable rise of demagogues that would 
 throw people off the course from revolution. Of course not directly stated was that this 
 also means putting the masses on the track towards a Marxist revolution.  


3. This organization would be people who were “professional revolutionaries”, people 
 with a background in organization first and foremost who were already engaging in 


“revolutionary activity”  


4. In more repressive pre-revolutionary states, it was a better tactic to keep the 
 organization small and made up of people educated and skilled in combating the 
 security forces of the state since it would make it more difficult to uproot the 
 organization. 


5. A “dozen wise men” will do better than “100 fools” because some aspects such as 
creation and distribution of illegal material require secrecy and this can’t be expected to 
be maintained in a mass organization while outside of the organization there would still 
be other duties available to a huge amount of people not involved in the centralisation of 
the secret aspects required for a revolution (Lenin 1969, 79-80)  



(21)The vanguard party then was developed as an issue of practicality. The practical 
 matter of revolution may be argued to require the input of skilled “professional 


revolutionaries” in the fields where those skills are required. Marxism-Leninism theory 
 goes on to argue that this party is not only for matters pertaining to the initial revolution 
 but also a tool for the establishment, maintenance and spread of the dictatorship of the 
 proletariat in place of the previous dictatorship of the bourgeoisie. (Stalin 1975, 117) 


Democratic centralism and the general line were held as important to the party in 
 order to achieve their goals. The issue was that the party must have the ability to direct 
 diverse groups and actions towards a singular plan. Their action had to be centralized 
 and the reasoning was again based on assessing previous failures of organizing. Lenin 
 still held that these actions  should be determined democratically, though this use of 
 democratic is stressing collectively or jointly. Fundamentals of Marxism-Leninism lays 
 out the scope and actions of democratic centralism relatively succinctly .“In practice 
 democratic centralism means: all the leading Party bodies from top to bottom are 
 elected; regular accounts are rendered by Party bodies to their Party organisations and 
 higher organs; strict Party discipline and subordination of the minority to the majority; 


decisions of the higher bodies are absolutely binding on all the lower bodies. In every 
 Communist Party, the principle of democratic centralism underlies the rules that 
 determine the structure and forms of its organisation, the norms of its internal life, the 
 methods of the practical activities of the Party organisations, and the duties and rights 
 of the party members.” (Kuusinen 1963, 292)  


The mention of “strict party discipline and subordination of the minority to the 
 majority; decisions of the higher bodies are absolutely binding on all the lower bodies” 


was following Lenin’s  idea of “Freedom of discussion, unity of action”  basically that 
 there was discussion to be available on various actions but after the decision was 
 adopted then the issue was closed and to be upheld by every communist as if they were 


“one person” (Kuusinen 1963, 293-294) 


These elements must be considered in light of the political culture of Marxist 
Leninist states. The implementation and adherence to this political culture was done in 
a very self conscious manner where there was a concerted effort to destroy the previous 
pre-revolutionary political culture  (Almond 1983, 128-129) The replacement then, 
without assuming more success than what was possible, is the world view Marxist 
Leninist parties promote. It was the fundamental approach to politics for, at the very 
least, the early Marxist-Leninists. It flowed into every crevice not proofed against it and 
took on forms it was never designed to.  



(22)Chapter 2: The structures of International Proletarianism -
 2.1: The structure of Marxist Leninist parties - 


Marxist-Leninist parties were prescribed principals, but not exact structures. As 
 it was adopted at the 24th session of the Third Congress of the Communist International 
 in 1921:  “There can be no absolutely correct, immutable organizational form for 


communist parties. The conditions of the proletarian class struggle are subject to 
 changes in an unceasing process of transformation; the organization of the vanguard of 
 the proletariat must also constantly seek appropriate forms corresponding to these 
 changes. Similarly, the historically determined characteristics of each individual country 
 condition particular forms of adaptation in the organization of the individual parties.”  


(Ford 2016, 118 ) 


The adoption of the Marxist-Leninist ideology then was in theory considered 
 more important than any exact sort of way of organizing the party or government so 
 long as it was accepted that it followed the principles of Marxism-Leninism. The same of 
 course is true for liberal democratic parties which have a wide variety of different 


structures even though there are ideologically identified issues they need to tackle that 
 tie them together.  


In practice one of the common features of nearly every Marxist-Leninist state at 
 any time in their existence is the important, though sometimes shifting hierarchy of the 
 party. The state apparatus was always held to follow, first and foremost, the dictates of 
 the party.  


The way a Marxist-Leninist party charted course differed from state to state and 
 era to era but the Comecon countries tended to follow the Soviet model of leadership 
 with a few main groups and a general secretary. There was the congress that met 
 sometimes infrequently, for example, they did not meet at all in the Soviet Union 


between 1939 - 1952. Out of this congress they created a central committee, the approval 
 of which was the basis of the “Bolshevik” faction of Lenin, and this committee was 


supposed to do the running of the party in between congresses. The central committee 
 would then create the politburo which would be the very top leadership. Due to the 
 efforts of Stalin, this funneled up even further to the General, or First, Secretary (once 
 literally in charge of secretarial duties) who was the de facto party leader.  The Orgburo, 
 created to allocate groups to particular tasks of the party (Gill 2002, 81), was an 


important early part of the Soviet Union’s Communist Party and would later find parts 
of its structure modeled in the Comintern, but not within Comecon. Part of this is 



(23)because of it being dissolved under Stalin in 1952, but this also followed the overall 
 constriction followed time and time again in the Soviet Union.  


2.2: The structure of Comintern 


Comintern’s structures reflected the ever increasing centralization and 
 concentration of power deemed necessary first by revolutionary parties then by the 
 socialist states themselves. The member states were whipped into a roughly congruent 
 state, far more than the more diverse second or completely mish-mash of ideologies and 
 structures in the first international. The bolshevik’s dreams of global socialism required 
 that any allies in a third international that was purged of what Lenin called “opportunist 
 dross” (McDermott 1996, 6)  


From the beginning the Comintern was  Soviet dominated, though this was early 
 on justifiably a matter of conditions, Moscow was hard to reach and the organization 
 started in the Soviet Union. (McDermott 1996, 14) The structure itself, with a wide 
 variety of associated committees but the power of the organization was centered first in 
 the congresses which featured representatives of every member,( much like the party 
 congress)  which would then form an executive committee (much like the central 
 committee) and then a bureau for day to day affairs formed from the executive 
 committee (much like the politburo). 


Originally Comintern, despite wedding itself to the “proven” revolutionary 
 structure and strategy used during the October Revolution, still was working with a 
 broad, diverse currents in the communist movement. Nor was this necessarily just a 
 case of dictates from above, correct theory would show successful practice and the 
 Soviet Union succeeded where so many others had failed. The high levels of 


organization of the Leninist party, working within the repressive Russian Empire, had 
 shown itself able to survive the siege of the Russian state. (McDermott 1996, 15)  


Between the second and fourth congresses the dominance of the Soviet Union 
 and modeling directly after structures in the Soviet Union increased heavily. The Soviet 
 dominated Comintern gained during this period, for example, the ability to kick out 
 both groups and individual trouble makers as they saw fit.(McDermott 1996, 23) The 
 failures of less centralized revolutions in Hungary, the failures of revolution in Germany, 
 the retreat of the New Economic Policy to state capitalism and the signing of trade 


agreements with foreign bourgeois governments made it more clear that Comintern had 
to have structures similar to the party that had succeeded in Moscow. Furthermore the 
road to revolution in the west that was needed to back up the less developed, war torn 



(24)rump of the Soviet Union was going to be much harder than first anticipated. 


(McDermott 1996, 16-30) 
   


As Stalin ascended, the failures, especially in Germany, showed that above all, 
 changes in the structure of the Comintern wasn’t the most important thing, it was rather 
 the orientation of the Comintern. If European revolution was to come to pass, it was 
 going to be some far flung revolution in the future. Until that point, the most important 
 thing was to use the Comintern as a defense to safeguard the Soviet Union. (McDermott 
 1996, 38) By the time of its dissolution, it appeared that the Soviet Union would be 
 triumphant in the war against Nazi Germany, Stalin himself seemed to think it made 
 sense as it could signal to different states that in fact the communist parties in that state 
 were working towards the best interest of the workers in their respective states and were 
 not a foreign body.  (McDermott 1996, 205-206) The structure for comintern, and 
 definite structure of international proletarianism, was dissolved. 


2.3: The structure of Comecon  


The Comecon states in 1949 consisted of the Soviet Union, Bulgaria, 


Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Poland, Romania and Albania However, Hoxha’s Albania quit 
 participating in Comecon activities at the same time China quit observing Comecon 
 activities as part of the Sino-Soviet split. Comecon was then expanded in 1950 with East 
 Germany, in 1962 with Mongolia, in 1972 with Cuba and finally in 1978 with Vietnam. 


Yugoslavia, Finland, Iraq, Mexico, Nicaragua and Mozambique all had formal 


agreements with the organization. Of the group Yugoslavia post 1964 had an associate 
 member status which allowed them to partake in many institutions as if they were a full 
 member (Keefe 1982, 255-257)   


The founding of Comecon in 1949 was a strange fit theoretically for the Soviet 
 Union and the new socialist states. While the Warsaw Pact and Cominform can find 
 some backing in proletarian internationalism and the previous Comintern, Comecon 
 was partially developed as a reaction to the west and not merely structured as a branch 
 of a “world party” in the way that Comintern was. While it partially was the socialist 
 reaction to the same post-war conditions that informed Western European integration, 
 it was also directly related to the need to mitigate the problems of , and need to,  reject 
 the Marshall plan. Marshall aid was considered absolutely necessary to reject as 


requirements for the Marshall aid included a market economy with convertible currency 
that would be integrated into the economies of Western Europe. (Bideleux and Jeffries 
2007, 479) 



(25)Comecon did not even have a legal structure outlined exactly until 1959. 


(Thomas 1976, 319) Again, this seemed to be a reaction to what was happening in 


Western Europe as there was increasing sophistication of Western European integration 
 projects. There necessarily was a consideration of economic planning used across 


socialist states within their various Gosplan modeled National Planning Bureaus. The 
 shared structures of Marxist-Leninist states also made foreign trade a state monopoly, 
 meaning that this too always needed at least ad hoc meetings to see to aligning 


production even in the ten years without a formal structure. (Thomas 1976, 320) 
 While not formally part of the hierarchy of the Comecon system, the most 
 important “structure” for much of Comecon’s existence was a conference of the leaders 
 of the various communist parties of the socialist states in Comecon that generally set the 
 agenda for the entire Comecon organization. (Keefe 1982, 257)The official hierarchy of 
 Comecon eventually consisted of the Session of the Council for Mutual Economic 
 assistance, the Executive Committee of the Council, the Secretariat of the Council, four 
 council committees addressing specific important areas of socialist economies, twenty 
 four standing commissions, six interstate conferences,  two scientific institutions and a 
 variety of other associated organizations. The Session and Executive Committee were 
 the highest organs, with the Session focused on specific problems of socialist economic 
 integration and the Executive Committee tasked with making policy and overseeing 
 implementation in between sessions. Underneath them the four council committees 
 were: Council Committee for Scientific and Technical Cooperation, Council Committee 
 for Cooperation in Material and Technical Supply, Council Committee for Cooperation 
 and, most importantly, the Council Committee for Cooperation in Planning which was 
 necessary for the coordination of the national economic plans of the various Comecon 
 members. (Keefe 1982, 261)   


One of the most important principles Comecon included in its charter was the 
 non_interested provision. Using this provision, any state that did not want to take part 
 in an action, rather than veto, simply could refuse participation. (Korbonski 1964, 13-14) 
 In practice that meant that bilateral decisions or ones that provided an immediate 


benefit to member states, such as anything moving resources from the Soviet Union into 
 the other member states, would be more likely to have the participation necessary to do 
 them. However, it was not ideal for any broad plan that was too controversial. Using 
 this, attempts to add more structure for Comecon as a whole, such as a more 


supranational approach to planning, could be effectively squashed by a single member, 
 as was done by Romania in 1962. (Kaser 1972, 164) 


1971 saw the release of the Comprehensive Program for Socialist Economic 


Integration. In this program the issue of a supranational structure being created was put 



(26)to rest. Integration was pointed to as something needed to be developed and 


cooperation increased but it also deliberately hamstrung any integration by making it 
 clear that “Socialist economic integration is completely voluntary and does not involve 
 the creation of supranational bodies.” (Keefe 1982, 263) In this regard, with no further 
 update, it would prove to be the last time the basic structures of Comecon were 


addressed. 


It may be tempting to blame the rigid structures of the Marxist-Leninist, one 
 party, socialist state on failures to adapt or inherent fragility. Even with the differences 
 between Comecon and the member states organization themselves, they still followed a 
 sort of organization that would be typical of state socialist institutions of structures, 
 though in this case without the democratic centralism found in states. There is a 


problem in this assertion of fragility and inherent weakness however. Marxist-Leninist 
 derived states are the most resilient type of nondemocratic government and outlast both 
 noncommunist single party governments and nondemocratic monarchies. (Dimitrov 
 2013, 5) 


The perception of the weakness of Marxist Leninist structures might also be due 
 to a trend in the immediate post-cold war era of the 90’s. It’s best exemplified by Karen 
 L. Remmer’s assertion “If any single lesson can be derived from the recent wave of 
 global change, it is not one of authoritarian strength but of democratic resilience. “ 
 (Remmer 1995, 119)  


25 years after Remmer observed this we are now in the midst of what some are 
 calling a “third wave of autocratization” with 35% of the world’s population living in an 
 autocratizing state and only 8% living in a democratizing state. In 2019 the loss of 8 
 democracies  set a new record in democratic breakdowns with Hungary becoming the 
 EU’s first authoritarian member state. After the drastic shifts at the end of the cold war, 
 we are now entering an era where democracies are no longer the majority of world 
 governments. With responses to Covid-19, this autocratization that was already 


accelerating may gain unprecedented momentum. (Maerz et al.  2020,  1-6) In light of 
 this, the assumption of the fragility of Marxist Leninist states in comparison with the 
 resilience of Liberal Democracies may have been based on temporary circumstances. 


  



(27)Chapter 3: A History of Socialist State Internationalism -


3.1: Marx, the Zimmerwald Left and Comintern (mid 19th century-1923) 
 Internationalism of one kind or another can be seen cropping up in nearly every 
 region of the world, even the church and the empires that were poised to spread until 
 the feet or hooves of the militaries stopped incorporating an international mindset of a 
 certain kind. (Steklov 1968, 1) However, the first sorts that Marx engaged in was 


specifically the internationalism explored after the mid-19th century in Europe. In the 
 1830’s and 40’s many different groups started appearing in Europe, groups of radicals 
 happened to happen onto each other and make connections with one another as they 
 were shuffled from one part of Europe to another, in the 1830’s and 1840’s that place 
 happened to be Paris for a great deal of them. It was there that Karl Marx met members 
 of the “League of the Just”, an organization he would never join but one which he would 
 later merge his own Communist Correspondence Committee with. This became the 
 Communist League for which the Communist Manifesto was written for. Their 


membership cards were inscribed with “The Brotherhood of all the Peoples” in around 
 twenty languages, though apparently not without some grammatical errors. (Steklov 
 1968, 13-33)  


Right as the Communist Manifesto was beginning to be published in 1848, a 
 series of revolutions lit off across Europe. In the aftermath of these revolutions London 
 became the new center of revolutionary international organizations. Over the next 
 couple decades utopian socialists, the early labour movement, national liberation 


organizations, anarchists and christian communists began to mix with one another into 
 more international organizations that happened to be actually truly international in 
 their composition. (Steklov 1968, 13-33 )   


Capitalism was, after 1848, steadily developing all over western and Central 
 Europe through the 1850’s into the 1860’s, at the same time that national struggles all 
 over were seeking to form new states and older horrors like slavery in the US and 
 Serfdom were being replaced steadily with capitalist wage workers. From 1863 to 1864 
 French and British revolutionaries began meeting to discuss the ongoing Polish revolt in 
 the Russian empire and this quickly turned to talk of creating an International 


organization that would be able to coordinate activity across Europe. By September 
 1864 at a visit to London by French delegates,  it had been decided that a special 


committee would be set up to that end. Marx, a journalist covering the event, was added 
to this list. The address and rules for the organization fell to Marx to outline. (Steklov 
1968, 34-50) So the first international, the International Workingmen’s Association, 



(28)despite being a motley assortment of tendencies, had Marx’s fingerprint.  


The source of this history on the First International is G.M. Stekloff’s History of 
 the First International and it is here that it requires some commentary. Stekloff was an 
 old Bolshevik who died in prison during the Great Purge in 1938. This history is framed 
 within the Bolshevik worldview. In this worldview revolutionary socialism was 


constantly harried by forces attached to it that were unreliable. Either they lacked the 
 sophistication, and “scientific” qualities of Marx as in the case of utopian socialists or 
 anarchists or they lacked a real commitment to the cause of revolution and communism 
 as in the case of reformist marxists or narrowly focused trade unionists. Stekloff’s 
 history, while quite close to the Marxist-Leninist histories that members of Comecon 
 worked with and therefore useful for displaying themes that must be highlighted, also 
 must be understood as an exercise that connected Lenin to Marx.  


It was in this first international that problems that would become extremely 
 familiar started cropping up. In Britain the working class movement became more 
 interested in the limited demands of trade unionism. According to Stekloff “They were 
 interested in political matters only insofar as this was necessary to strengthen their legal 
 position for the industrial struggle.” This interest manifested in a left wing of the liberals 
 in the House of Commons being formed, a group that was “ thralled to the liberals, and 
 advocated a purely bourgeois policy”. France was in an even worse position where their 
 political activity had descended into the conspiratorial sects out of touch with the 
 masses, going through the start of a growth in popularity of insurrectionists and 
 Anarchists associated with Marx’s anarchist rival Bakunin. To Stekloff these elements 
 set up the struggle between that would persist throughout the first international, one of 
 sectarian and utopian elements and the other with Marx’s scientific socialism (Steklov 
 1968, 60-78) This ties back into the same trends Lenin railed against later both in the 
 movement as a whole and also within the party itself. 


According to Stekloff, the split between Marx and Bakunin was baked into, and 
 its spilling out into splitting the international itself, was due to the irreconcilability of 
 each of their respective outlooks. Outlooks which were informed by differing systems 
 still entrenched to different degrees in different areas of Europe. Bakunin represented 
 ideologically “backward” states like Russia and Italy which were still in an early stage of 
 capitalism. The peasantry in these states were being ruined by capitalism as a whole and 
 as such were against the proletariat as well as being wrapped up in this system. This 
 following, and privileging, of the peasantry is what informed Bakunin’s 


anti-communism. (Steklov 1968, 147-184) This split between the interests of the 
developed and “backward” states became another familiar issue for Lenin and those 



(29)attempting to build socialism in the isolated, initially backward, Soviet Union. 


The Franco-Prussian war of 1870 and short lived Paris Commune proved to be 
 the undoing of the International as an organization as persecution of its members 
 increased across Europe even if the First International was only indirectly involved. 


(Steklov 1968, 204-228) It also happened to be the most incredible display of 
 international proletarianism as had existed  up to that point. As Parisian 


internationalists made it clear to Berliner internationalists, they would attempt to 
 overthrow the second empire whenever the opportunity presented itself and would then 
 seek a peace settlement with Germany, and barring that, would continue the war as a 


“revolutionary war” not against the German people but specifically against the German 
 government in the hopes that German workers would do the same if the opportunity 
 arose. To Marx the Commune provided the early basis for what the dictatorship of the 
 proletariat, the seizing of the state by the workers, would look like. (Steklov 1968, 
 184-204) 


A little over a year after the Paris Commune had fallen in  1871 the international 
 convened in Hague and set themselves to two tasks that ultimately caused its demise as 
 an effective body in Europe. The first was the expulsion of Bakunin and the anarchists 
 from the International. This ultimately ended up causing a split in the international as 
 different groups started following either the Marxist or Bakunin international program. 


The second was moving the headquarters out of London to New York. The Bakunists 
 however stayed in Europe, moving their meetings to Switzerland. A headquarters in 
 New York ultimately led to isolation. This Hague conference was also to be the last Marx 
 would take part in the organization, as he felt his strength was waning and his efforts 
 would be put to better use working on completing Capital rather than working in the 
 international. (Steklov 1968, 228-248) 


The push for a new international started deep into the 1880s, the anarchists had 
 begun losing ground during the 1870s after the split of the first international and the 
 Marxists had, taking Germany’s lead with the SPD, managed to found social democrat 
 parties all over Europe. (Cole 1963, 1) The second international’s history was then more 
 woven into what would be considered the mainstream of politics in Western Europe in 
 ways that the Comintern, with a few exceptions, wasn’t.  


It was the second international that declared the 1st of May as International 
Workers Day and the second international that made the push for the eight hour 
workday an international campaign and focus of their efforts very soon after being 
created on July 14th, Bastille Day, 1889. (Cole 1963, 6-7) (Kaplan 1985, 164) Clara 



(30)Zetkin, a towering figure in both the second and third international’s history was 
 successful in connecting women’s causes to that of socialist actions (Kaplan 1985, 165) 
 We can see the impact of this today in western states where revolutionary class demands 
 and a variety of other liberatory movements exist side by side.  


It’s that connection to the west as a whole, the way that mainstream democratic 
 socialist parties across the west could be in it today,  that should underline why the 
 second international was not remembered particularly fondly by Stalin or Lenin or other 
 Bolsheviks and later Marxist-Leninists. In the dominant German SPD there was a 


growing tendency to gauge success by, and to view as their highest task, building up the 
 party in electoral politics. (Cole 1963, 37) Karl Kautsky, who was considered a successor 
 to Marx by some, was increasingly forced into positions where he would need to 


navigate between the left and right wing of the SPD and the International as a whole. 


The second international, while less diverse than the first international, was even more 
 split because of the inherent and fundamental differences between reformist elements 
 and revolutionary elements.   


By the time of  World War 1, despite previous claims to stop war as soon as 
 possible should they break out in Europe, the various socialist parties across Europe 
 were fighting amongst themselves. (Cole 1963, 91) In 1914 and 1915 the Socialist 


“International” was truly having meetings only amongst their own side in the conflict. 


The Allied Socialists met in London, the Central Power Socialists met in Vienna and the 
 Neutral Socialists met at the Hague and in Copenhagen. There were those that still held 
 that Proletarian internationalism demanded that, as socialists, they be against the war, 
 against their own countries and for some, this was the opportunity to seize power. These 


“pacifist” and revolutionary anti-war  socialists met in Switzerland for the Zimmerwald 
 conference in 1915. This Zimmerwald left was to be the precursor for the third 


international, Comintern (Cole 1963, 101) 


Comintern was founded in January 1919 in a rush to set up an alternative to the 
 reconvening of the second international in early February 1919. Despite the setback of 
 Brest-Litovsk in 1918 leading to proto-Soviet Union losing huge territories in Ukraine, 
 Belorussia and the Baltics and the crushing of the spartacist uprising ongoing just as 
 Comintern was being founded there were many promising signs for global communism 
 in 1918. The Austro-Hungarian Empire was splintering apart and in the rubble 


communist parties were forming in these areas as well as those that were lost during 
 Brest-Litovsk. (McDermott 1996, 10-11)   


The newly founded People’s Commissariat of Foreign Affairs had been granted a 



(31)budget of 2,000,000 rubles for the purposes of funding world revolutionary movement 
 only a few weeks after the October Revolution. (McDermott 1996,  10) The preferred 
 course was to push for the revolution to spread. This was reflected in Lenin, Trotsky and 
 Zinoviev’s claim that the headquarters for Comintern would soon be moved to Berlin, 
 Paris or some other Western capital city. (McDermott 1996, 14) Brest-Litovsk had made 
 it clear that the defense of the newly formed proto-Soviet Union would need to come 
 first, but this was a strategic retreat that then allowed the Soviet Union to then push 
 revolution outwards again. (McDermott 1996, 10) These revolutionaries were 


determined that there would be no repeats of the failure of the Paris commune. It wasn’t 
 enough to seize a state, they needed to keep it and develop it. 


In comparison to the 1919 first congress, the 1920 second congress was more like 
 a founding congress in that it featured over two hundred delegates from 37 countries. 


Spirits were high as at the time the red army was marching towards Warsaw and the 
 hope was that a new road to the core areas of the west would be created, which would 
 finally make global revolution possible.  A document named the “Twenty-one 


Conditions” were touted as needing to be adhered to for membership in the Comintern. 


These conditions made it clear that the Comintern was for revolutionary socialist, or 
 communist, parties adhering to democratic centralism, and referring to themselves as 


“communists” only. (McDermott 1996, 17-18) 


The second congress invited large socialist parties like the German Independent 
 Social Democratic Party (USPD) and French Socialist Party (SFIO) but the point was not 
 to float the idea of a popular front at this time, it was to discredit them as “traitors to 
 socialism” and entice their membership into the already pre existing German 


communist KPD party or the newly formed French communist party PCF. (McDermott 
 1996, 19)  


The third and fourth comintern congresses in 1921 and 1922 can be connected 
 with a change in tact. On March 21st 1921, Lenin banned all factions in the Bolshevik 
 party. Since the Comintern was increasingly being treated as just a big world party, one 
 increasingly looking just like the Bolshevik party, there was a further centralization of 
 power in the Comintern. The purpose then was changing from being an organization 
 that was exporting revolution, to one that merely allowed the parties to stay intact as 
 they waited for the right conditions for revolution. (McDermott 1996, 24-25)  


Later Comintern congresses would make it clear what they thought had changed 
regarding conditions for the international proletariat by 1921/22. In the sixth congress 
in 1928, this early period was classified as “the first period” between 1917-1921 and was 



(32)typified by revolutionary potential. The second period from 1921 to 1927 was seen to be 
 a period of capitalism recovering and the third found in 1928 was to show new 


possibilities of revolution (Carr 1979,  178)  


By 1924 the various Marxist conceptions of proletarian internationalism had run 
 into the challenge of actually needing to be implemented in state policy in conditions 
 that were far from optimal for a global revolution.. As much as splits,  and failures of 
 revolutionary international socialism, it was its greatest success in actually carrying out 
 a widespread, successful revolution in a great power that caused fundamental changes 
 that would only deepen.  


3.2: Comintern- International Socialism in One State (1924 - 1953) 


When it comes to Comintern there are two periods, the second and third that are 
 the most important of the Stalin period before Comintern was disbanded. International 
 proletarianism was even more fractured than usual during this period. While the split 
 remained between the second international parties and the third international, it was 
 compounded by the split between Trotsky and Stalin as well as other smaller factions 
 and splits in the Communist party of the Sovet Union. 


This second period’s hallmark strategy was the united front. The united front was 
 outlined during the 4th congress in 1922. With the drought of revolutionary potential, 
 and the rise of fascism there was a concession to make common cause with groups 
 outside the Soviet modeled Comintern parties. The united front tactic stressed early on 
 that it was to be from below, that is to say focused on aligning with the workers 


themselves in various organizations and not their leadership. It also would be focused 
 not only on working together on particular actions but on building organizational 
 capacity. (Riddel 2012, 1149-1163) Even as the parties of the third international 
 constricted their own parties to fit the Soviet mold, they increased willingness to ally 
 with other labor and socialist parties in order to raise the position of communist parties. 


Following Lenin’s theories of imperialism, oppressed nationalities were included in 
 united front schemes. 


Of the examples of the united front under Stalin, China is the most interesting 
 example for a new way in which internationalism could be approached. In China’s case 
 it rested squarely on Lenin’s ideas about imperialism and the support of even 


bourgeoisie parties against imperialists.  
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