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In the present study, we seek to analyse the Czechoslovak Socialist Party’s programmatic documents during the
era of the “building of a socialist society” in Czechoslovakia (1948 —1989). The party emerged from the ruins of the
long-standing Czechoslovak National Socialist Party in the aftermath of the February 1948 communist coup. As a hew
political party, it distanced itself from the programmatic principles of its predecessor, which had pursued a vision of
establishing national socialism as a product of the reformist efforts of people committed, in essence, to the idea of a
welfare state built on national traditions, espousing the ideas of humanism, democracy, and human freedom, while
spurning the concept of Marxism-Leninism and the replication of the Soviet model of socialism and communism. Thus,
one of its foremost priorities after its constitution was to devise its own programme. In the early years of its existence, it
subscribed to the Czech Socialist Party’s 1918 programme, but this makeshift solution was replaced in short order by a
series of declarations in which it aligned itself with the programmatic goals of the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia.
In 1949, it adopted its rules of organisation, in the introduction of which it inserted tenets about its core programmatic
focus, which, understandably, did not reflect the full breadth of its interests and opinions on issues of political, economic,
social, cultural, and other aspects of life. Nevertheless, for years the party portrayed this introduction as a fundamental
and representative statement standing in for a standard party manifesto, stemming from the fact that, after the Ninth
Congress of the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia in 1949, which defined the “general line for the building of a
socialist society in Czechoslovakia”, and which the Czechoslovak Socialist Party adopted as a guide for its own policy
and activities, the drafting of a programme for Czechoslovak Socialists became pointless, perhaps undesirable. All the
way through to 1989, the Czechoslovak Socialist Party had no standard congress-adopted programme of its own. In the
thawing of the political situation in 1968 that created a window of opportunity for change, an outline of a programme
emerged that was heavily influenced by the contemporary climate seeking to construct a democratic model of socialism
(“socialism with a human face”), but this was nothing more than a passing phase quickly suppressed by the Warsaw Pact
invasion of Czechoslovakia and the subsequent era of “normalisation”. In the 1970s and 1980s, Kucera’s leadership of
the party attempted to counter national-socialist ideology and the tendency for the party to declare itself non-Marxist by
adopting the ideology of scientific socialism as a blueprint for the party’s approach to building a socialist society. Yet, at
the same time, it proclaimed scientific socialism a doctrine that was not binding on party members and permitted them
to lean towards a different ideological outlook. It was not until further political upheaval in 1989 that the party had a
chance to formulate a standard programme. The leadership, however, recommitted itself to a vision of socialism, which,
even in its reworked guise, no longer had the power to resonate with the public and, after many vicissitudes, the party
ended up a marginal component of the Czech political system that coalesced after 1989.

Keywords: programme, political parties, political system, Czechoslovak Socialist Party, Communist Party of
Czechoslovakia, socialism.

Formulation of the issue. The political upheaval in  the idea of building a socialist society.

Czechoslovakia in February 1948, which ushered in the When the coup came in February 1948, it also
“dictatorship of the proletariat”, wrought sweeping profoundly upset the structure of the country’s political
changes in the country that were far beyond the system, predicated on the concept of the National Front as
comprehension of most of society. Certainly, many signs  a grouping of all forces that had pledged to work together
were already evident in the immediate wake of the Second  to rebuild post-war civil society. The collaboration
World War, when the communists succeeded in pushing  between equally balanced political parties as the
through a string of policies that would upend the constituent elements of political life gave way to the
democratic traditions of the first Czechoslovak Republic, dictatorship of a single party, which relegated the political
but there was still a great deal of faith that their vision  parties that had survived the “purge” of spring 1945 to the
would be stopped in its tracks by free elections. Post-war  role of “shadow entities”, formally existing but in reality,
society rode a left-wing wave, largely caught up in the  politically impotent.

euphoria of having gained freedom through liberation from Study objectives. In the period immediately following
Nazism and fascism, and in illusions rooted in a failure to ~ February 1948, only four political parties were active in the
properly consider the international situation, as most Czech lands: besides the ruling Communist Party of
people could not fathom the tides that would lead to the  Czechoslovakia, there was the left-leaning Czechoslovak
emergence of a bipolar world order, with few supporting  Social Democratic Party, which the Communists rapidly
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absorbed even before 1948 was at an end, the middle-
ground Czechoslovak People’s Party, to which Catholic-
oriented voters gravitated, and the Czechoslovak Socialist
Party (hereafter abbreviated to CSP). This study, following
a discussion on the CSP’s formation [Marek], aims to
analyse its programmatic documents from 1948 to 1989
and to sketch its programmatic and political workings in
the period when real socialism was being built until the
subsequent political upheaval in 1989, which marked the
beginning of Czech society’s return to the values of
European democracy.

Analysis of sources and literature. This study’s
subject of interest has yet to be explored comprehensively.
Various studies dealing with the history of the CSP have
only glossed over the programmatic aspects. To date,
Lud¢k Kapitola [Kapitola, 1984] has ventured furthest into
the questions of the party’s programme in a book devoted
to the history of this entity. His is a treatise that is wholly
sympathetic to his perspective as a Marxist and pro-
Communist functionary of the Socialist Party and a former
member of the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia. For
us, this work is useful in the overall way it deals with the
party’s history, making it a source of factographic
information and an aid to navigating party documents.
Authors of studies discussing the party’s history in 1968/9
comment on the CSP’s 1968 programme [Pernes, 1999;
Petera, pp. 285-288]; its anomalies and its departure from
the standard ideological line threaded through all party
documents make it impossible to overlook. Otherwise,
however, this study relies on archival and printed
documents. Archival records are stored in two collections
of the National Archives in Prague: The Czechoslovak
National Social Party Archive and the Emanuel Slechta
collection. Printed documents take the form of the party’s
two main periodicals, Svobodné slovo (“Free Word”) and
Socialisticky smeér (“Socialist Direction”). Other sources of
information important for our subject of study are the
printed minutes of national conferences, anthologies of
documents, and publications of speeches by party officials,
which are listed in the bibliographic index at the end of the
study.

Research results. Upon the founding of the party in
1948, its leadership subscribed to the 1918 programme of
the Czech Socialist Party,! that is, to a reformist vision of
Czech socialism. It was radical and rejected Marxism.
Economics-wise, it called for private ownership of means
of production to be abolished and for the capitalist model
of production to be transformed or replaced by a socialist
one. It espoused the progressive traditions of the Czech
past. It stressed the importance of ethics, nurture and
education for the life of society, and the need for broad
cultivation of the cultural domain. And, while
acknowledging the significance of religion for human life,
it vigorously advocated the secularisation of society and

1 In 1897, in response to the internationalism of the Social Democrats, the
Czech National Socialist Party was founded. It was renamed the Czech
Socialist Party in 1918. At the Brno party congress in 1926, the party
again changed its name, this time to the Czechoslovak National Socialist
Party, which it then retained de facto (during the Nazi occupation of
Czechoslovakia in 1939-1945, it temporarily ceased its activities and its
membership was dissolved into the National Labour Party and the
National Unity Party) until 1948.

2 Party chairman Emanuel Slechta expressed this relationship succinctly,
for example, at a meeting of regional secretaries and party deputies on 5
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the separation of church and state [Program
Ceskoslovenské strany socialistické pfijaty na 8. valném
sjezdu dne 30., 31. bfezna a 1. dubna 1918; NA, f. E.
Slechta, sig. 40-30-2, kart. 30 — Syllabus z pfednasek Dr.
A. Neumana, 1949; Socialismus stavime nejvyse, 1949, p.
1; Harna, 1998, p. 32, 77-78; Harna, 1978, pp. 32-76].

However, the rhetorical option of the National Socialist
programme dating from the dusk of the First World War
was not asserted by the CSP for long. This was doubtless
an improvisation, a way out of a crisis at a time the party
leadership had to focus on existential problems and there
was not yet time for deeper reflection. Nevertheless, the
party elite did recognise the programmatic void. The
proclamation made by the Czechoslovak Socialist Party’s
Central Action Committee on 20 April 1948, issued on the
occasion of the forced merger of the Czechoslovak Social
Democratic Party with the Communist Party of
Czechoslovakia [Nedvéd, pp. 65-81; Vosahlikova, p. 121—
123; Hrubec, Barta (eds.), p. 74; Pernes, 2006, p. 33], has
been described as the first statement of the party’s
programmatic direction, albeit in a heavily reduced —
though succinct — form. It is couched in three points: 1) We
want to work closely with the Communist Party in order to
make the whole nation a “conscious community of working
people in the cities and countryside”. This collaboration
will play out not only in the political arena, but also in the
cultural and intellectual spheres. 2) Our goal is to build
socialism in our country, because in socialism we see the
fulfilment of national ideals and a guarantee of the
happiness and wellbeing of broad sections of the people.
Socialism, as a classless society of equals, will enable the
nation’s creative forces to flourish, and is a guarantee of
enduring prosperity and peace among nations. 3) We want
to join the family of Slavic nations, which, under the
guidance of the Soviet Union, share our goal of building
socialism, the ideal and aspiration of all workers
[Politickou shodou k jednoté naroda, p. 2; Kapitola, 1984,
p. 22].

Notwithstanding the fact that this was an impromptu
exercise in improvisation that, for the time being, lacked a
link between the party and the National Front (NF),? and
that the articulation of its relationship to the Communist
Party conveyed an expectation that soon devolved into total
subservience, the proclamation declares three constants
that can be found in various iterations in all other
contemporary official party documents, speeches by party
officials, and political declarations at all levels up to 1989.

The idea of initiating preparatory work aimed at
drafting a party programme first appeared in the minutes of
a meeting of the inner circle of the CSP leadership held on
3 January 1949 [NA, f. E. Slechta, sig. 40-30-2, k. 30—zépis
schlize uz§iho predsednictva]. After this date, however,
there is no evidence of work directed at the production of
the programme. Nor does party documentation offer an

October 1951 in Prague, saying: We are a component of the National
Front. The directives of the NF are the directives of the Communist Party,
as the leading component of the NF. The NF spreads them to its other
components and we adopt them. “I, as party chairman, go to the NF
Central Action Committee for advice on what to do and what they think,
to seek advice and also assistance, but ultimately | have to take that
responsibility myself and not say — they told me to do it.” The fact of the
matter is that the CSP, at least in the 1950s and up to the mid-1960s, was
indeed limited and controlled by the NF.
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explanation for this. We are therefore reduced to
speculation.

In January, parallel to the initiative to draft a
programme, the party leadership ordered the redrafting and
publication of another key party document, the new rules
of organisation [Organisac¢ni fad, 1949a]. An analysis of
the situation within the party reveals that the party
apparatus took on both tasks at the time, but evidently
believed the priority was to deal with the party’s
organisational structure. This conclusion is based on the
fact that, throughout 1948, beyond the CSP’s inner circle
of leadership, its organisational network was made up
solely of members of the party’s action committees (at
regional, district and local level), i.e. its membership
comprised only unelected functionaries who had been
receptive to the February coup and the country’s new
political and economic direction. The fact that, on 14
February 1949, the party had a total of 3,027 members in
485 action committees [NA, f. E. Slechta, sig. 40-30-2, k.
30 — zprava generalniho tajemnika], was alarming when
contrasted with the more than half-a-million-strong
membership base of the National Socialists prior to
February 1948 [Kocian, p. 1147], so everyone felt that it
was imperative to start recruiting new members.

This explains the logic behind prioritising the drafting
of organisational rules at the expense of the programme. At
the same time, however, the party leadership very quickly
woke up to the fact that the process of recruiting new
members, which included vetting the ideological profile of
each applicant, could not proceed without an examination
of candidates’ views and knowledge, and would stall if
they were unable to endorse the party’s programmatic
direction [NA, f. E. Slechta, sig. 40-30-2, k. 30 — nabor
Clenti a ustavovani mistnich organizaci]. This prompted the
decision by the people around chairman Slechta to include
an ideological introduction in the first edition of the party’s
rules of organisation, issued in June 1949. That
introduction defined the CSP’s programme objectives
clearly and unambiguously. In terms of substance, it
offered nothing fundamentally different from the April
1948 proclamation. Although it simply refined and
elaborated on the three principles mentioned above
[Organisaéni fad CSS, 1949a, p. 1-2; Kapitola, 1980, p. 30;
NA, f. E. Slechta, sig. 40-30-2, k. 30-Organisac¢ni tad], in
practice this document, written by party chairman Emanuel
Slechta (1895 — 1960) [Pernes, 2005] and supplemented by
party officials, served as a substitute for the party
programme for many years. Extant archival documents
show that the ideological introduction to the rules of
organisation was regarded as a programmatic document
even by the party elite [JiSe, p. 3]. Its role as programme is
also evidenced by the fact that this introduction, slightly
modified in style, can be found in all subsequent editions
of the rules of organisation,! although over time its value
diminished as the party adopted other ideological
materials.?

1 Party historian Ludék Kapitola describes the introduction as “an
ideological and programmatic document of extraordinary importance”.
It articulates the CSP’s programmatic principles, its position on socialism
and the building of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, and its foreign-
policy leanings.

2 In the first half of 1950, the tenets expressed in the ideological
introduction were fleshed out in seven separate articles in Svobodné slovo:
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On the face of it, the absence of a party programme was
undeniably an anomaly. We do not know whether this was
a conscious decision made by the party’s praesidium, or its
leaders, following an analysis of the organisation’s
position and its anticipated role in the heavily reduced post-
revolutionary political system of the NF [Krejci, p. 165;
Vodic¢ka; Cabada, pp. 69-71; Broklov4, p. 78-85], or
whether it was the follow-through of a recommendation
made by the Communist Party, which would have
amounted to an order for the CSP in this period. In any
event, it is safe to say that sometime in the late 1940s or
early 1950s the party leadership abandoned the idea of
devising its own comprehensive programme and instead
declared that it had decided to contribute to the general line
for the building of a socialist society in Czechoslovakia, as
defined by the Ninth Congress of the Communist Party of
Czechoslovakia [Pernes, 2008, p. 35-36; Felcman, pp.
166-186; Kaplan, 1966; Protokol]. The party’s top
echelons also persisted in accepting other resolutions and
conclusions issued by congresses of the Communist Party,
and by meetings of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party, as well as government declarations. The
CSP thus fully aligned itself with the programme of the
Communist Party of Czechoslovakia. It is not until the
1970s that we find, in the reports of top politicians and in
the minutes of meetings of the party apparatus, hints (rather
than declarations) that the party would pick out and pursue
only those aspects of the Communist Party’s resolutions
that coincided with CSP policy, which it would then adapt
on its own terms. Even so, in the second half of the 1980s
the party leadership’s documents still state: our programme
is the programme of the Communist Party and the NF. In
practice, the party’s elite convened meetings of its supreme
bodies (national party conferences) so that they would take
place immediately after the Communist Party’s congresses
and Central Committee meetings.

The CSP declared that its priority mission and the
purpose of its existence was to contribute to the building of
a socialist society in Czechoslovakia — under the leadership
of the Communist Party of the Czechoslovakia, under the
aegis of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, and
within the NF. It hailed socialism as the crowning
achievement of the revolutionary, democratic, and
humanist traditions of the Czechs and Slovaks. In
socialism, it saw a shining example of the equitable
ordering of society. It extolled socialism’s purported
ability to put true democracy into practice and to create a
new kind of person guided by socialist morality. Socialism,
in the CSP’s eyes, was the sole guarantor of state and
national security for the two peoples of Czechoslovakia.
That security was to be supplied by the Soviet Union. The
CSP contended that its relationship with the Soviet Union
was a consequence of its grasp and adoption of the ideas of
scientific socialism as the most progressive philosophy of
the day [Pro¢ jsme socialisty, pp. 9-17].

There was a radical shift in terms of the formulation of

“Patriotism and socialism” (5 March); “The people’s democracy” (12
March); “The legacy of the Hussite revolution” (26 March); “The party
programme of 1918 (2 April); “The National Front” (23 April);
“Socialism — the socialist order” (18 June); “Eternal alliance with the
Soviet Union” (16 July).
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a CSP programme in 1968. Changes in the leadership of
the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia and its “post-
January policy” had profound effects on the whole of
society [Bencik, Domansky, Hajek, Kural; Mencl, pp. 21—
232; Pithart]. From the Socialist Party’s perspective, the
“suffocating embrace” of the Communist Party and the NF
had loosened a little. The new people at the top of the CSP
took advantage of the change in circumstances and after 20
years of existence, under pressure from the membership
base, the organisation finally started to draw up its own
party programme.! These efforts, if we look ahead, soon
degenerated into nothing more than an aberration, a
digression from the perennial position held towards the
programme by the party’s leaders.

Preparations for the programme began in April 1968
[Ze schiize piedsednictva UV CSS, 1968, p. 1] in response
to the fact that a certain section of the party’s membership
base was expressing dissatisfaction with the position,
policies and trends pursued by the CSP since its inception.
These members also noted the absence of a party
programme. They wanted change. This prompted the party
leadership to draw up a paper entitled Outline of the CSP’s
Ideological Principles [Nastin ideovych zasad Cs. strany
socialistické, 1968a, pp. 1-8; Nastin ideovych zasad CSS,
1968b, p. 3; Pecka, Belda, Hoppe (eds.), pp. 120-126;
Lobl, 2012, pp. 721-726, 302-303] and to call on party
officials to initiate discussions on this paper within their
respective organisations. The goal was to harvest feedback
and other input for the preparation of the party programme.
The document was to be approved at the national party
conference scheduled for the autumn of 1968. These efforts
did in fact succeed in provoking a debate both within the
party organisations and in the party press [O naplni
programu nasi strany, 1968, p. 3; Co chce méstsky vybor
na$i strany v Praze, p. 4], and confirmed that the draft
ideological guidelines on the table enjoyed considerable
support within the party. Ultimately, however, the party
programme could not be finalised because the preparatory
work was disrupted by the August invasion of the country
by the Warsaw Pact states [Bencéik, pp. 235-288; Valenta]
and the national party conference was not held. In the
autumn and winter of 1968, the CSP leadership did not
resume the preparations for the programme, and after
Husak took to the helm of the Communist Party of
Czechoslovakia and the policy of “normalisation” was
rolled out in 1969 [Bérta, Felcman, Belda, Mencl; Otahal;
Kudrna], the CSP Central Committee, under pressure from
the Communists, distanced itself from the Outline of the
CSP’s Ideological Principles and declared it an invalid
document.

What new changes are introduced by the Outline of the
CSP’s Ideological Principles? In the very beginning, after
years of virtual silence, it points out that the CSP is a non-
Marxist socialist party. It proceeds from the observation

L If we leave aside the timid emancipationist impulses associated with the
post-1956 internal party crisis, which were severely punished by the
Communist Party in 1959 — 1960 before resurfacing in the mid-1980s in
the years of Soviet perestroika and glasnost, and the activities of certain
branches of the party in 1989, the efforts of the “pro-Dubéek forces”
within the CSP in 1968 to draft their own party programme can be
interpreted as an important attempt to bend the rigid principle of total
subordination to the programme and policies of the Communist Party of
Czechoslovakia, as advocated by the party leadership under both Slechta
and Neuman.
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that, so far, the results of efforts to build a socialist society
have been disappointing: socialist democracy is
dysfunctional, there is no viable model of a socialist
economy, and society is in a protracted moral crisis. While
the authors? of the Outline did not ignore the three basic
programmatic pillars of the CSP described above, they
nonetheless revised them considerably. 1) The relationship
between the CSP and the Communist Party was
fundamentally transformed. The authors of the paper
underlined their conviction that the Communists should be
not superior or privileged, but an equal partner to other
political parties. This is why the tenet about the Communist
Party’s leading role in society is almost heretically absent
from the document. 2) The programme dared not deny the
existence of the NF, but demanded that it operate as a
pluralist political system. 3) The Soviet Union was viewed
as a global superpower and the guarantor of Czechoslovak
national security. The paper recommended forging closer
relations with those European countries which, like
Czechoslovakia, were progressing towards socialism, but
it also attached equal importance to the need to bring the
East and West closer together and to foster cooperation
with advanced capitalist countries with a view to achieving
broad European economic integration.

The Outline dedicated most of its content to the issue
of building a socialist society. The document’s authors
urged the Communist Party to acknowledge the right of
other political parties to have their own ideas about the
form that should be taken by socialism and about how to
get there. They asked for socialism to be built domestically,
the “Czechoslovak way”, taking into account local
conditions, customs and traditions. In doing so, they set
themselves against the Soviet model of socialism. The
ideal was democratic socialism.

In the economic sphere, the programme called for the
monopoly of state ownership of the means of production to
be counterbalanced by other types of ownership, especially
cooperative ownership. Production, too, must be defined
by plurality and competition. The current task, they wrote,
is to promote conditions for the development of private
entrepreneurship based on people’s own work in crafts,
retail, services and agriculture.

From the point of view of the CSP’s programme, the
Outline of Ideological Principles also tackled the issues of
culture, education and science for the first time. In the
cultural realm, it distanced itself from censorship. It noted
deficits in environmental care. It considered the
administrative management of science and education and
their lack of interaction with practical life to be an
unwelcome trend. Tenets geared towards state social and
health policy are also integral to the Outline of the CSP’s
Ideological Principles.

The window of opportunity to draft a standard
programme for the CSP that appeared in the period post

2 According to Karel L6bl’s recollections, the main authors of the Outline
of Ideological Principles were Jifi Pavlis (1931 —?), the editor-in-chief of
Svobodné slovo, and Karel Dobe§ (1922 —2002), the editor of
Melantrich’s book publishing department. Communist Party members —
Zden&k Mlynat (1930-1997) and Jifi Hermach (1912-2011) among them
— were also invited to contribute, and reportedly wanted a priority to be
given to the inclusion of the tenet of the Communist Party’s leading role
in society.
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January 1968 closed as a result of political events in the
country after the suppression of the “Prague Spring”. The
overly tight restrictions set by the Communist
“normalisers” did not leave much hope for the
programme’s future. The fact of the matter is that the
normalisation era — which placed an increased emphasis on
the ideological sphere of societal life and sought the causes
of the “crisis period” [Pouceni], among other things, in the
undervaluation, laxity or formality of ideological work and
education in the spirit of Marxism-Leninism, and in
ideological diversion and the spread of revisionist
tendencies [Politicka vychova, 1972, p. 9-10] — created a
convenient space within the CSP for its leaders to resolve
the problem of its ideological profile. They appear to have
regarded the declaration of the party’s non-Marxist profile
as an anachronism and a burden at this time. We noted
above that, within the party, this tenet had intentionally
been kept out of the spotlight over the years. The 1968
Outline of Ideological Principles violated this taboo by
declaring the tenet in the document’s very preamble.
Normalisation leaders initiated the innovative
ideological “reconstruction” that took place within the CSP
in two separate stages in the 1970s by updating the
ideological principles established at the beginning of the
1950s. They were redefined in June 1969, shortly after
Gustav Husak (1913 — 1991) [Kaplan,1989, pp. 116-148;
Mlynaf, pp.237-248] assumed the leadership of the
Communist Party of Czechoslovakia [Shrnuti ¢innosti, p.
97]. A meeting of the CSP’s Central Committee [Zakladni
cil strany: prace pro vlast, p. 1, 4; Zavéry z 20. Cervna
1969-vychodisko pro praci CSS. Zprava piedsednictva
UV, 1969, pp. 6-8] defined five principles that would
guide the party henceforth: 1. All efforts within the party
will be devoted to building a socialist society. 2. The CSP
is solidly anchored in the NF. 3. The party recognises the
Communist Party’s leading role in society and wants to
contribute to the building of a new social order as its helper.
4. We want to foster socialist democracy in accordance
with the current needs of society. 5. The country’s
orientation towards the Soviet Union and the countries of
the socialist community has our full support [Usneseni UV
CSS, 1969a, p. 1-2; Usneseni UV CSS, 1969b, p. 6-8;
Houska, p. 41-42; Kapitola, 1984, pp. 67-68]. The party
leadership affirmed the sincerity of these intentions first in
September by agreeing to the Moscow Protocol of August
1968 [Politicka vychova, 1972, p. 10; Kapitola, 1984,
p. 63] and a month later by reversing all the positions
adopted by the CSP’s bodies after the invasion of the
country by Warsaw Pact troops [Zavéry ze zasedani UV
CSS 24. tijna 1969, pp. 1-4; Tvaréi praci v Narodni fronté
pro $tastnou budoucnost, pp. 5-14; Kapitola, 1984, p. 68].
The broader party base’s reception of these actions by
the leadership might be described as confused and largely
unsupportive. In response, the party elite around chairman
Bohuslav Kuéera (1923-2006) [NA, f. ACSNS, k. 523,
524, 525-B. Kucera] resorted to a sweeping campaign of
persuasion, though they were not above repression either.
“Recalcitrant” members were expelled from the party.

! One of the most prominent figures within the CSP’s apparatus in the
1950s, editor-in-chief of Svobodné slovo from 1959 to 1968.
Czechoslovak ambassador to Argentina from 1969 to 1975, Czech
National Council deputy from 1976 to 1981, deputy of the People’s
Chamber of the Federal Assembly from 1981 to 1990. Long-serving
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Coercion and the threat of losing one’s job (practised
throughout society at the instigation of the Communist
Party) and party membership proved effective [Kaplan,
1993, p. 74-75]. The resistance, quite tenacious in certain
organisations, was formally broken by the party leadership.
The validity of the ideological principles was reaffirmed by
a meeting of the CSP Central Committee in February 1971
[Kapitola, 1984, p. 71].

While the articulation of these CSP’s ideological
principles essentially parroted the norms that the party had
been pursuing and implementing since its inception, but
now in a different stage of societal development, the aim
of the second stage of its “ideological reconstruction” was
to redefine itself in relation to Marxism and thus also to
find a solution to a dilemma that had long been
“smouldering beneath the surface” of the party, thanks in
part to the still-vivid presence of the ideology of national
socialism among the section of the membership base that
had joined the party in the late 1940s. It was Slechta who,
at a meeting of the CSP’s broader praesidium on 27 April
1950 [Slechta, 1950, pp. 329-339], had first declared the
theory of scientific socialism, i.e. the teachings of Karl
Marx and Friedrich Engels [Socialism], to be the doctrine
that “will guide our steps in the building of socialism”
[Socialismus—socialisticky ¥ad, p. 3; NA, f. E. Slechta, sig.
40-30-6, k. 30—Zprava o &innosti CSS za mésic erven a
Cervenec 1950].

In July 1950, the praesidium of the CSP Central
Committee decided to organise six months of compulsory
ideological training. The objective was to apprise the
party’s entire membership base of the principles of
scientific socialism in the period from November 1950 to
April 1951. The praesidium issued instructions for lectures
to be prepared and for special publications for the training
of lecturers to be issued. Svobodné slovo and Socialisticky
smér ran an agitation campaign in support of the party
leadership’s plans [Védénim k tvofivé praci a socialismu,
p. 1]. However, a later assessment by Lud&k Kapitola
(1922 — 2002)* indicated that Slechta’s initiative fell flat
and that the party’s members were not yet ready to embrace
Marxism [Kapitola, 1984, p. 32]. Kapitola’s account is not
entirely accurate, since documents from both the
Extraordinary National Party Conference held in 19602 and
the Fourth National Conference held in 1963 required
members to further their knowledge of the principles of
scientific socialism, and stated that party political
education should also be directed towards this goal [Zpréva
Ustiedniho vyboru CSS, 1963, pp. 20, 25, 45; Kapitola,
1984, p. 45, 48].

A major milestone on the road to the official adoption
of Marxism by the CSP was the approval of a resolution of
the Sixth National Party Conference from February 1972
[NA, f. ACSNS, k. 601 — usneseni, 1972; 30 let CSS,
p. 81-84; Kapitola, 1984, p. 76]. This document initiated a
process that lasted several years (1972-1978), during
which the party definitively adopted scientific socialism as
an ideology pointing the CSP’s path to building a socialist
order. The party’s record of history interpreted the

member of the praesidium of the CSP Central Committee. Recorded in
the files of the StB (State Security Service).

2 In 1960, the Melantrich publishing house published Co je védecky
socialismus (“What Scientific Socialism Is”) by its functionary and later
editor-in-chief Jifi Pavlis.
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significance of the Sixth National Conference in this matter
as the dawn of a new, qualitatively different phase in the
party’s teaching, accentuating the importance of scientific
socialism for the discovery of the objective laws of the
socialist revolution and the daily practice of party life (the
establishment of a two-year, and subsequently, three-year
distance learning course in scientific socialism at the
party’s central political school) [Politicka vychova, 1972,
p. 11; Kapitola, 1984, p. 80]; come the following Seventh
National Conference National Party Conference in January
1977 [NA, f. ACSNS, k. 602A — Zprava UV CSS, 1977,
Kapitola, 1984, p.32, 88], it was openly declaring
scientific socialism as “its guiding principle and focus”
[Kapitola, 1980, p. 28; NA, f. ACSNS, k. 602A — Zprava
UV CSS, 1977; Kapitola, 1980, p. 28].

The process of adopting Marxism as the CSP’s
ideological guide was crowned by two other documents,
which also articulated the CSP leadership’s position on the
policy of the normalisation regime and on the results of the
construction of socialism in the Czechoslovak Socialist
Republic. The first of these, chronologically, was a speech
by party chairman Bohuslav Kucera at a meeting of the
CSP Central Committee held on 2 November 1977 to mark
the 60th anniversary of the October Revolution in Russia,
in which his reasoning for the alliance with the Soviet
Union relied on the theory of scientific socialism [Kapitola,
1984, p. 97]. A few weeks later, at a meeting of the CSP
Central Committee on 1 February 1978, Kucera said the
theory of scientific socialism was the basis for the party’s
current credo contained in the answer to the question: why
are we socialists? [Pro¢ jsme socialisty; Kapitola, 1984,
p. 103] He gave a seven-point summary: 1. Socialism is the
culmination of Czech national traditions evolving from the
Middle Ages to the present day. It is the pinnacle of our
aspirations and the pinnacle of national endeavour
[Kapitola, 1984, p. 100]. 2. Only socialism has allowed
true patriotism to flourish. Thanks to socialism, our
country has blossomed. [Kapitola, 1984, p. 97] We are
patriots and we want to do the nation good by building
socialism. 3. We are believers in humanism. Socialism has
eradicated the exploitation of man by man and has enabled
man to develop his personality in every way. 4. Socialism
embodies the principles of equality, freedom and
democracy. 5. Socialism forms people of the utmost moral
values. 6. Socialism guarantees our national freedom and
has brought true freedom to the Czechs and Slovaks. 7.
Only socialism can secure a world free of war.

Kapitola, the party’s ideologist, considered the
documents adopted by the party between 1972 and 1978 as
the formation of the CSP’s ideological programme
[Kapitola, 1984, p. 103, 104]. They created distance from
the ideology of national socialism. These documents,
especially Kucera’s two speeches, were also viewed as the
baseline for the party’s future ideological programme at the
CSP’s Eighth National Conference held in 1982 [NA, f.
ACSNS, k. 603B — Piehled ¢innosti CSS od 7. celostani
konference, p. 6; Za socialistickou vlast, za socialistického
&lovéka, za zivot v miru, p. 8-9; NA, f. ACSNS, k. 603A—
Pichled &innosti CSS od 8. do 9. konference, p. 8], which

L An expert in the field of metallurgy. He was a prominent figure within
the CSP, especially during the normalisation era, when he was the party’s
vice-chairman. Deputy of the Czech National Council and the Chamber
of Nations of the Federal Assembly from 1969 to 1971, deputy of the
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stated that conditions were ripe for the collective
compilation of ideological principles and deferred this task
to the Ninth National Conference scheduled for 1987 [NA,
f. ACSNS, k. 603A—Zprava UV 9. celostatni konferenci
CSS].

The acceptance of Marxism as a guide to building
socialism and its ideological programme was accompanied
by a certain dissociation from the ideology of Marxism-
Leninism and the declarations that the CSP was not and
could not be a Marxist party [Kapitola, 1984, pp. 108;
Kapitola, 1980, p. 31]. Kapitola, as the mouthpiece of the
Czechoslovak Socialists, justified his claims as follows:
There can only be one revolutionary party in a socialist
society. Only a political party which is the party of the
working class, its vanguard, and which represents and
purposefully defends their socio-political interests, can be
a truly Marxist-Leninist party. Its mission is to lead the
working class. A party becomes such an organisation by its
formation, its composition, its class struggles, its position
in society, the principles of its organisation and activities,
and its ideology, which is Marxist-Leninist doctrine in all
its totality. Our party is not and — given its composition,
development and position in our political system — cannot
be such a party [Kapitola, 1980, p. 31]. We have accepted
Marxism, i.e. only a part of the Marxist-Leninist doctrine,
and we do not require our members to accept Marxism-
Leninism in its entirety [L&bl, 2012, p. 387]. Our party
allows its members the freedom to take different
worldviews of reality. Nevertheless, it does not surrender
the right to explain Marxism-Leninism in its entirety and
completeness to its members, for it is precisely knowledge
of the Marxist-Leninist doctrine, an understanding of the
essential contexts and laws of societal development, that is
the best way to understand the substance of domestic and
world events, the way to deepen and permanently
consolidate socialist convictions, which would then be
projected into the stances and actions of worthy members
of the socialist party [Kapitola, 1984, p. 108].

The Ninth National Party Conference held in 1987
brought to an end attempts to draft at least an ideological
programme for the CSP. According to party vice-chairman
Karel L6bl (1925 — 2021),! the party’s praesidium took up
one of the proposals of the plenary session of the congress
and revisited issues related to ideological principles in the
light of stimuli stemming from Soviet perestroika and
glasnost [NA, f. ACSNS, k. 603A—Naméty pro ustiedni
organy]. It concluded that the CSP’s programmatic
direction was inconsistent with the needs of societal
development and decided to draw up a new Draft of the
Party’s Programmatic and Ideological Principles with a
view to submitting them to the delegates that would be
attending the Tenth National Party Congress in 1992 [Ldbl,
2012, p. 599]. The document was outlined in the summer
of 1989, but subsequent political developments in the
country prevented it from progressing beyond a sketch. In
December 1989, it was replaced by the Draft Programme
of the Czechoslovak Socialist Party, which was submitted
to the congress merging the party with the exiled National
Socialist Party, held on 16-17 March 1990 [Fic, pp. 80—

People’s Chamber from 1971 to 1990. Minister of the Government of the
Czech Socialist Republic from 1969 to 1989. StB agent, author of
extensive memoirs on his political and professional career.
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82], for debate.

To sum up the issue, the Czechoslovak Socialist Party
did not have a formal programme of its own, approved by
the party’s congress or bodies, until 1989. A first detailed
draft, comparable in structure and content to similar
documents of other standard political parties, was not, as
we have mentioned, published until December 1989. The
document was thus written in a radically different political
climate from the one in which the party existed and worked
during the years covered by the “building of a socialist
society”. Therefore, it is irrelevant to our analysis of the
party’s programmatic direction. Let’s just say that at the
end of 1989 the CSP subscribed to the ideas and principles
of patriotism, humanism, democracy, progress, national
traditions, political pluralism and a modern socialism
corresponding to the needs of society on the brink of the
third millennium. Its authors continued to regard socialism
as the ideal of an equitable society that broadly satisfies the
spiritual and material needs of citizens and the nation. They
viewed it as an unfinished journey of exploration and
discovery that had not yet yielded the results rightfully
expected for society [Navrh programu Ceskoslovenské
strany socialistické, 1989, p. 1]. Some of the tenets of this
document subsequently appeared in the party’s June 1990
election manifesto, entitled A Chance for the Competent.
However, the election results proved that the manifesto
lacked the potential to appeal to the targeted section of the
electorate. The party was not represented in any of the three
assemblies (the Czech National Council, the People’s

Chamber, and the Chamber of Nations of the Federal
Assembly); in each case, it garnered around 200,000 votes,
i.e. slightly more than 2.5% of all votes cast, and
consistently ranked eighth among all parties vying for
voters’ favour [URL: https://www.volby.cz/ - cit. 31. 12.
2023; Sedo, p. 1455].

Research conclusions. Issues surrounding the
Czechoslovak Socialist Party’s programme are only a
fragment of the rich history of Czech national socialism,
the ideological and organisational roots of which stretch
back to the second half of the 19th century. Ideologically,
it was a response to the socialist doctrines emerging in
modern industrial society; organisationally, its bearer was
a political party of national workers that defined itself as
opposed to international social democracy and was
founded in 1897 as a product of the political polarisation
of Czech society. The founding of the CSP in 1948 can be
seen as a break with the leftist, pro-Communist wing of the
Czechoslovak National Socialist Party and the vast
majority of its membership base. It is no accident that
radical voices in Czech history label its leaders as traitors,
quislings and collaborators. They broke up a workable,
mainstream and influential political party and ran a
marginal shadow organisation that found its raison d’étre
in being an obsequious servant to the Communist Party. In
our opinion, our analysis of the CSP’s programmatic
documents from 1948 to 1989 provides convincing proof
of its lack of political dependence and its full responsibility
for one of modern Czech history’s darkest chapters.
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prof. PhDr. PaedDr. I1asex Mapek, Ph.D
noyecHui npodecop xadeapu ictopii, pinocodcrkuit Gaxynprer, YHiBepcuteT [lananskoro B Onomoyi,
Yexist, Onomoyir

MPOI'PAMHI JOKYMEHTH YEXOCJOBAIILKOI COLHIAJAICTUYHOI MMAPTII
1948 — 1989 PP.

Ilpeomemom asmopcvkozo inmepecy 8 HpeOCMAasieHOMy OOCHIONCEHHI € aHANi3 NPOSPAMHUX OOKYMEHMIE
Yexocnosaywvkoi coyiaricmuunoi napmii @ poxu m. 36. nooyoosu coyianizmy (1948 — 1989) y Yexocnosauuuni. Ilapmis
BUHUKIA NICIA TIOMHEB020 KOMYHICmuuHo2o nepegopomy 1948 p. na pyinax mpaouyiinoi Yexocnosayvkoi Hayionan-
coyianicmuunoi napmii. Hoea nosimuuna napmisi OUCmanyito8anacs i0 npocpamuux NPUHYUnNie c8o€i nonepeoHuyi, aKa
dompumyeanacsa idei nodoyo0osu Hayionan-coyianizmy, AK pe3yibmamy peopmamopcbKux 3ycuib aroeu, ujo
nepecnioyloms akmuuno ioero CcoyianbHoi 0epaicasu, 3AdCHO8AHOI HA HAYIOHANLHUX MPpAouyiax, i0esax 2yMauismy,
demokpamii ma c60600u MH0OUHU, GIOKUOAIOYU KOHYENYII0 MAPKCUSMY-TIEHIHI3MY Ma KORIIOSAHHS PAOSIHCbKOL MOOeIi
coyianizmy i komynizmy. Tomy oOnum 3 20106HUX 3a60aHb NICAA 3ACHYBAHHA napmii OYI0 CMBOPeHHs 61ACHOT npozpamu.
Y panniii nepioo ceoeo icnysamnns 6ona npuconanacs 0o npoepamu Yecvroi coyianicmuunoi napmii 6io 1918 p., ane oyace
WBUOKO 3aMIHUNA YO IMAPOGI3aYil0 KITbKOMA OCKAApayisiMu, 6 SKux LOeHmuikysana cebe 3 NpoSpamHumu yiismu
Komynicmuunoi napmii Yexocnosayuunu. B 1949 p. eéona yxeanuna opeamizayitinutl peziamenm i euecia 00 to2o
6CMYNHOI YacmuHy me3u nPo C80i OCHOBHI NPOSPAMHI OPIEHMUPU, SIKI, 36UHALIHO, He 8i000PANCAU BCbO2O CNEKMPY i
iHmepecis i no2is0i6 HA NUMAHHA NOJIMUYHO20, eKOHOMIYHO20, COYIANbHO20, KYAbMYPHO20 i m. iH. socumms. Tlpome
npomazom 6azamvox poKie napmis no0aeana yet 6CMyn K OCHOGONONO0JICHY | penpeseHmamusHy 3aa8y, Wo 3aMiHAE
cmanoapmuy napminny npoepamy. Busasunocs, wo nicas IX 3’130y Komynicmuunoi napmii Yexocnosauuunu 1949 p.,
SAKULL UBHAYUE M. 38. 2eHEPANbHY JIHII0 nobydosu coyianizmy 6 Yexocnosauuuni, konu Yexocnosayvka coyianicmuyna
napmis nputiHAna il mMaxodxc AK Oupekmugy O C8OEl NOMmuku ma OIAIbHOCMI, CMBOPEeHHs Npozpamu  Ois
uexoCca08aybKux coyianicmie 6yno abo nenompibnum, abo Hebaxcanum. Asxc 0o 1989 p. Yexocnosayvka coyiaricmuyna
napmis He Mana 61AcHOi cmanoapmuoi npoepamu, npuiinamoi 3'izoom napmii. Ilom axuenns nonimuunoi cumyayii' y
1968 p. xoua i cmeopuno npocmip 0Ons 3min, wo GiI00OPAUTOCA Y NOABI OCHOBHUX NONOHCEHb NPOSPAMU, HA AKY CUTLHO
BNAUHYIA MO20YACHA ammocgepa cnpob cmeopumu O0eMOKpamuuny mooeiv coyianizmy (“‘coyianizm 3 a00CbKUM
obmuuusam”), ane ye 6ye auuie enizoo, WEUOKO NPUOYUIEHUL 6MOPSHEHHAM 6ilicbK Bapuiascbkozo 002060py 6
Yexocnosauuuny ma nooanvuiorn «uopmanizayieroy. ¥ 70-x i 80-x poxax XX cm. napmiiine KepigHuymeo, ovoniosane
Kyueporw, cnpobysano nodonamu Hayionan-coyiaricmuuny i0eonocito ma MeHOeHYii 020i0cCumu  napmir
HeMApPKCUCMCbKOI0, NPUUHABUIU [0e0NI02iH0 HAYKOBO20 COYIANIZMY AK HACMAHO8Y w000 nioxody napmii 00 no6yoosu
coyianizmy. Ane 600HOUAC HAYKOBUL COYIANIZM NPOLONIOULYBABCS OOKMPUHOIO, AKA He 0ya 0008 s3K068010 Ol 4leHi8
napmii ma 0osgonsana im mamu iHwy i0eono2iuny opienmayiro. Jluwe Hacmynuuil nonimuynuii nepegopom 1989 p.
8IOKpUB neped Napmiero MOACIUGICMb po3pobumu cmanoapmuy npozpamy. llpome KepieHuymeo 3108y NOGEPHYNOCS 8
Hill 00 KOHYyenyii coyianizmy, AKd, 0OHAK, HABIMb 8 OHOBIEHOMY GU2IAOI BJice He NPUBADIIBANA 2POMAOCHKICHb, | NICA
bazamvox nepunemii napmis cmMana MapeiHaibHUM CKIAOHUKOM 4YecbKoi napmilHO-noaimuyHoi cucmemu, wo
cpopmyeanacs nicis 1989 p.

Kniouogi cnoea: npocpama, nonimuuni napmii, napmitno-nonimuuna cucmema, Yexociosayvka coyiaricmuyna
napmis, Komynicmuuna napmis Yexocnosawyunu, coyianism.
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