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At the end of the Secon d World War, the Communis t Part y of Czechoslo -
vakia advocate d the expulsion of all German s from the Bohemia n lands. 
Originally, however, the policy of both the Czechoslova k CP and the Comin -
tern was quite different . I n the first Czechoslova k Republic , the Communis t 
Part y was the only part y of the statě unitin g all the nations . I t was precisely 
the Sudete n Germa n Left in Reichenberg , unde r Kar l Kreibich , which mad e 
a decisive contributio n to its foundation . Kreibic h strove, on the basis of 
class solidarity , for Cooperatio n between Czech s and Germans . Th e Czech 
par t of the Party , unde r Smeral , followed this path only hesitatingly , for he 
believed tha t it was necessary to show consideratio n for the nationalisti c tem-
per of the masses of Czech workers. 

Th e CPC S cam e into an embarrassin g Situatio n when the Soviet Union , 
which unti l 1933 had expected the revolutionizatio n of Germany , dictate d 
to the Czechoslova k Part y tha t it advocat e the right of the Sudete n German s 
to self-determinatio n going „as far as Separatio n from the statě. " Such a 
policy would have mean t for the Czech Communist s the dange r of losing 
a 1 arge par t of thei r supporters , while the Sudete n Germa n Communist s were, 
as leftist dogmatists , unsuite d to the task of successfully standin g for such a 
policy amon g thei r countrymen . Both the Czech and the Sudete n Germa n 
Communist s were repeatedl y warned by the Cominter n no t to pay only lip 
service to this policy, but to advocat e actively the right of the Germa n mino -
rity to self-determination . When at the beginnin g of the thirtie s the Stalinis t 
group unde r Gottwal d took over the leadershi p of the CPCS , the Part y unequi -
vocally advocate d the Sudete n Germans ' right of self-determination . 

With Hitler' s seizure of power, a new Soviet policy vis-á-vis Centra l Europ e 
began. No w the Czechoslova k statě as a whole had becom e valuable for Mos-
cow, and the CPC S thu s also change d its policy toward the Sudete n Germans . 
Thoug h it continue d to suppor t the füll equalit y of the Sudete n German s with 
the Czech people , it did so at the samé time emphasizin g the integrit y of the 
statě and the protectio n of its boundaries . Th e CPCS , which had for man y 
years terme d „Czechoslovakism " as „imperialism " and the Firs t Republi c as 
a „worse prison of the natiori s tha n Austria-Hungary" , thereb y becam e a 
Part y of preservatio n of th e statě . Th e Munic h Agreemen t of 1938 gave the 
CPC S its great chanc e to appea r before the Czech people as the only reliable 
guaranto r of nationa l independence . 

Th e Communists ' seizure of power after the Secon d World War was based 
to no small par t on the prestige which the Czech Communist s had been able 
to gain in the days of Munich . Th e Czechoslova k CP now becam e a Czech 
nationalisti c party , and its attitud e toward the Sudete n German s change d 

508 



accordingly. Still, the expulsion of the Germans can be traced back primarily 
to the policy neither of the CPCS nor of Moscow. The Germans of the Bohe-
mian lands were the victim of the internal Czech struggle for power between 
the Czech National Socialists under Beneš, and the Communists. The expul-
sion plans, sustained by revanchism and racism, can be traced back tó Beneš. 
The Communists did not want to stay behind and thus lose their influence 
among the incited masses. Not only did they adapt themselves to this policy, 
but they even outdid it, in order to be thus able to begin more easily the 
overthrow of the property systém. 

T R A N S F O R M A T I O N S I N M A R X I S M - L E N I N I S M I N 
E A S T - C E N T R A L E U R O P E 

Eugen Lemberg 

Whoever observes from the West the intellectual development in the coun-
tries of East-Central Europe is often inclined to regard the scientific and 
literary movements grouped together under the name of „revisionism" as 
anti-Communistic. He expects from them a kind of restoration of the pro-
Communist, bourgeois-liberal Western thought and of a corresponding social 
order. The author examines these processes by means of several examples 
and Comes to the conclusion that they are to be interpreted as intellectual 
developments within Communism. They differentiate the picture of the forms 
of Communism in East-Central Europe. But they represent rather a process 
of adaptation of Marxism-Leninism to the conditions obtaining in East-Cen-
tral Europe, originating in its Western traditions, rather than a struggle 
against Communism. 

One of these examples is the role of Marxist-Leninist philosophy in Poland. 
Though at first not taken seriously, it has in the meantime brought forth a 
younger generation of well-trained philosophers, which has developed an in-
ternal Marxist criticism. Characteristic of this are the arguments of Leszek 
Kolakowski on the ideological character of Marxism-Leninism. Kolakowski 
rejects Marxism's claim to be a demonstrable science, even though he assigns 
a necessary and positive function to Marxist ideology. The discussion on the 
relationship between ideology and science has in the meantime become in 
all of East-Central Europe a central intellectual issue within Marxism. Taking 
part in it, next to Ernst Bloch and George Lukács, are also Yugoslavs and 
Czechs. Although they are to some extent accused of revisionism, they never-
theless stand on the ground of Marxism. This discussion thus seems to be 
opening a new epoch in the self-comprehension of Marxism. 

With regard to the national historical image of the East-Central European 
countries, Communism avoided a break in its penetration into East-Central 
Europe. It reverted to the national myths of the Risorgimento, merely in-
corporating them into the Marxist schéma of history. Now, however, as the 
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