Introduction

1 wish 1o state by way of introduction that | wrote this disserFa—
tien prior to the Twentieth Congress of the Soviet Comununist
Party, mainly during the summer of 1955, and I had practlcal‘ly
finishied it by September of 1955. I expected my case to be dis-
cussed by the Central Committee of the Hungarian Workers’
Party * during the fall of that year, after my recovery fromn my
illness.

Hoping for this, I was prepared to hand my dissertation to
the Central Committee as a justification of my principles and
as a detailed reply to the accusations made in public against me
since March of 1955. As is well known, 11y case did not reach
the discussion stage, and I was not granted any kind of oppor-
tunity to expound my views or to refute the baseless accusations
and slanders spoken against me. My dissertation was not placed
before the Party forum at that particular time, I was expelled
from the Party without having had my views clarified within
the framework of the ideological battle or by legal Party pro-
cedure,

Since then, events of great significance have taken place be-
fore our eyes, among which the Twenticth Congress of the
Soviet Communist Party is the most outstanding. This con-
vinced me that stating my views in writing, in order to refute
the accusations made against me and the bascless slanders,

¢ Communist Party,
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would not be in vain—just as it was not in vain, after I was
expelled and after the Twentieth Congress, that 1 added one
or two chapters to bring the dissertation up to date. (I have in-
dicated the date of writing separately at the end of each of
these chapters.) Preparing this dissertation was not in vain, be-
cause when I reread it after the Twentieth Congress it strength-
ened my earlier conviction of the correctness of my stand on
basic questions of principle.

The events of recent times have gradually led me to the de-
cision to place this dissertation—if circumstances permit—before
the Party members, and to let the Party membership ponder
my replies to the accusations made against me.

So far I have kept quiet because I was silenced. But I now
feel that it is my duty to the Party to speak up. Several circum-
stances have led me to do this. First, the just demand of the
Party membership at past meetings that my casc should be taken
before the Party publicly, thus granting me an opportunity to
explain my views.

Another circumstance that causes me to speak is the un-
precedented amount of lying, slander, and abuse—in total
contrast to Communist tendencies, morals and principles—by
the so-called leadership, who shift the “ideological battle”
so often mentioned since the Twentieth Congress from the
ideological to the personal sphere through this slander and
these barefaced lies. I wish to prove in my dissertation that I
will not follow them along this path, which is so diametrically
opposed to the Lenin party system and to Communist morals.
I will stay within the limits of an ideological battle fought by
arguments.

Lastly, I was induced to make this dissertation public by the
fact that the Party and the Hungarian press—newspapers and
magazines—gave mc no opportunity for publicizing my views.
Thus I was deprived of all means of acquainting the party mem-
bership and the general public with its contents.

The smouldering political, personal and ideological differ-
ences within the Party leadership since the June, 1953, resolu-
tions of the Central Committee came to the attention of the
Party membership and the general public in a one-sided fashion,
i.e., in the form of accusations raised against me. I will disregard
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the personal questions, although they have a signiﬁcant role in
the political persecution being carried on against me. One of
the reasons for this is that the scttlement of intra-Party differ-
ences, debates and exchanges of views have been Shlf-ttzd to the
field of personalities. The clarification of problems arising from
differences in principles is therefore all the more important.
The battle being waged for the purity of the teachings of
Marxism-Leninism and their proper application to the Hun-
garian situation is, in the last analysis, the battle to keep power
inn the hands of the people. This is the underlying question of
these ideological-political differences. These questions clearly
cannot be solved and clarified through resolutions brought
about by one-sided accusaticns. An indispensable prerequisite
is that all ideological-political differences that may arise mnust
be solved through debate on the basis of principles, with valid
argaments and the widest possible publicity. This is absolutely
necessary, because this is the only proper Marxist, scientific
method, and the Party method of clarifying ideological ques-
tions. ‘There is a need for this because these are basic questions
with regard to Party life and to building socialism. And lastly,
the debate is neccssary because the accusations were made
against the former President of the Ministers’ Council, and the
Party membership as well as the people of the nation are plainly
justified in wanting to see clearly what actually happened.

Maryis Rikosi, at one of the sessions of the Communist meet-
ings held in Somogy county, stated among other things the
tollowing:

In the Communist Party there cannot be two separate or-
grnizational rules, two kinds of laws: one for the leaders, let us
tay the members of the Polidical Committee, and one for others,
the ordinury members. In this regard there cannot be any dif-
ferences between Party members. One who makes a mistake—this
was stated by the third Congress—regardless of the position he
holds in the Party or simply as a personality—must answer for
this before the Party. . . . The Party was right when it took this
question to the masses of the hundreds of thousands of Commu-
nists and the millions of working people. Thus we have shown
lhat'we have no problem that we cannot place calmly before
the judgment of the working people. :
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All this is proper and true. Therefore there should be ng
difference among party members: everyone should answer for
his own mistakes—without regard to personalities—whether he
be Imre Nagy or Matyds Rakosi. I wish to avail myself of the
rights outlined in the organization’s rules, which assure me of
the possibility of placing before the Party the responsibility and
the mistakes of Mityas Rakosi in the same manner that he used
against me. Let the Party membership and the workers judge
from this and from the accusations which he has raised against
me what kind of mistakes were committed by whom, and whe
is responsible for what. I agree with the contention that there
is no question that we cannot calmly take to the people for
their judgment. But let us weigh things equally, on the basis
of the equality of party members, and take not only Imre Nagy's
actions, but also Matyds Rakosi's actions to the people for their
judgment. The justification of this demand was established by
Mityas Rakosi himself. I hope that he will not disclaim this
when it comes to a question of his own person being judged.

In the question of intensificd ideological differences between
November, 1g54, and January, 1955, 1 presented my views to
the Political Committee on several occasions. This is what I re-
viewed briefly in a memorandum submitted to the Central
Committee at its March meeting.

There were serious differences of opinion in the evaluation
of the political and economic situation in the fall of 1954. Alter
the October 1954 session of the Central Committee, as a result
of the initial implementation of the resolutions then made, the
strained situation prevailing prior to the meeting improved
without a doubt. The confidence of the Party membership in
the leaders grew, as well as their self-confidence in their ability
to solve successfully the many problems then existing. The
confidence of the masses in the Party and in the government
also improved, and the masses looked to the future with hope.

This is indicated by the fact that the figures for production in
the final quarter of the year were more favorable than the pre-
vious figures. There was a significant increase in the execution
of the export plans (1950 million forints) which was 1'vell above
the quarterly average. The balance between purchasing power
and consumer goods indicated that in this period we were able
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1o TEAC @ peak volume, almost without a problem. By the end
of the year, compare(_i to the year 1953, our domestic trade
showed 2 15 per cent increase. The constant and significant m-
crease in currency circulation since July, 1958, had ceased to
some extent in the final quarter of 1954. Certain immprovements
were evident in the better showing made by industry and the
rising productivity of labor. Therefore, after October—except
for the collections made in the agricultural sphere, where the
results remained bad—there was clearly a certain tendency
toward improvement, whicli it would have been wrong to over-
estimate and equally improper to disregard.

The policies of the Party were significantly successful, as sct
forth by Party documents, in calling to life the Patriotic Peo-
pte’s Front Movement and in promoting its effective develop-
ment. Despite growing pains, which had to be corrected as they
went along, the Patriotic People’s Front Movement could give
important support to the policies of the Party and of the govern-
ment in all areas followed by us since June in this new period
in economic, political and cultural fields.

The Patriotic Pcople’s Front Movement strengthened the
political activity of the masses on a nation-wide basis with re-
gard to local, national, and international questions. This suc-
cessfully added to the increase of local economic opportunities
and to new work activities in the ficld of many social reforms.

A similar picture cmerged after the second national political
event in October: the election of the local councils, which had
a decisive significance with regard to the political course of the
Party and the government. Party documents state that the coun-
cil elections of November 28, 1954, were a distinct success for
the Party and the People’s Democratic system. The Party’s con-
nection with the workers was strengthened, and the prestige of
the executive branches grew. An impressive and intimate po-
litical atmosphere developed, where the great majority of the
ctizens professed their faith in the basic aims of building social-
ism, indicating that they were willing to follow the Party and
the government in realizing its goals during this ncw political
period. The success of the elections symbolized the failure of the
internal and external enemies of our People’s Democracy.

This is the manner in which the Party, in official documents,
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evaluated the situation that evolved after October. NaturaHYi
there were mistakes and deficiencies during this time, and dan.
gers developed against which it was necessary to fight. To sum.
up: the period after October 1954, was characterized by th

growth of the People’s Democracy, the strengthening of the

Party, the widening and stabilization of the bases for building

socialism. Exaggerating the difficulties and mistakes, the frigle.
ening picture that Matyds Rakosi painted of the situation in the

country and the Party produced extraordinary dangers: j¢
tended to discredit the policies carried on since June, to drive

the Party and the country from the path taken in June, and tg

support the view that it was better to return to the old system,

It was from this viewpoint that the question of “rightist
danger” arose. I did not concur in his exaggerations then, nor
do T do so now. It must be admitted that the fight against “left-
ist” views and dangers had been carried on in a onesided
fashion for more than one and a half vears, and that we had
neglected the fight against the danger from the right. This was
without doubt a mistake. This had to be changed all the more
because in the Communist Party one cannot fight against only
one deviation or danger, and because in the situation that
arose the danger of rightist deviation grew. From this it follows
that the attention of the Party had to be directed to this danger,
and that it was necessary to use all the Party’s means, agitation
and propaganda for making more effective use of our ideological
work against the danger from the right. I feel that this is what
would have been proper, and that this would have been under-
stood by the Party membership. But I could not approve a
course that greatly exaggerated these internal troubles and
dangers, or the hurling of these unexplained and unjustified
charges into the ranks of the Party membership with explosive
effect, thereby causing the greatest confusion.

Later the chicf danger scemed to be that of increasing right-
ist danger. The uncertainty of the Political Committee, which
it showed on this question, reveal the insufficient attention and
work devoted to this serions problem. And if such a serious
danger as this from the right was said to be, had arisen in the
Party, allegedly drowning the Party and the country, why was
this problem not taken to the Central Committee?
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S T i uestion, parucularlg in view o "
faaTht;:smw:sh: (;h:t;?crcms::lgign had taken place only foulr uf’i 51”:
:ously. This session had called attention to the figh
weeks previousiy. : directed its recal fire
inst the danger from the right, but O G b ot
against the leftist deviation and dangcfr. Dunng lat' ~
Political Committee, but primarily Mihdly Farkas, “la(s: Lo
ing a line differing from the resolution of the Centra f on e
tee, and did not ask for appropriate resolutions from
dership.
cm:\inr?dl gawm nopt proper then, nor is it proper now, that tLIC
battle against the rightist danger (which was absolutely 1;@: 5
sary) was not curied on by Party methods or regL_ﬂa'r a}'Ey
procedures, but primarily and chiefty t!ll:ough administrative
directives, by terrorization, vilification, d15rmssa_ls, etc.

To sum up: in my March petition I established that the
Party could not fight only on one front and carry on a battle
exclusively against the “leftist” or the rightist dangers and_ mis-
takes, as has been the practice until very recently. Ideologically
and palitically, the Party must be prepared to fight against those

tist mistakes and viewpoints, but in such a manner as not to
disable the Party from dealing with the mistakes and dangers
of the left, whicls probably have deeper roots in our Party than
lsewhere.
v In my opinion the Party must definitely be oriented toward
directing the closest possible attention to the danger from the
vight and fght on both fronts against all the dangers and mis-
tubes that present themselves. Meanwhile attention must be
paid to any deviation or danger showing up simultaneously in
the work of the Party or in the various spheres of life.

In wide circles within the Partv the fear has formed—and 1
too have had fears of a similar nature, which have since becn
proved correct—that what happens at present is not designed to
correct the mistakes made in carrying out our policies since
Jjune on the cconomic, political, and cultural fronts, but to
revise the june policies themselves and to revert to the policies
in existence prior to June. I will carry on this June policy my-
self with all my strength, as I undertook to do in the declaration
that I signed. The revision of the June policies and the rever-
siom to those prior to June are what is being discussed now.
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will break away from the masses, which, from the inte
standpoint of the country and considering the impact it mig
have on the international situation, might have almost unfore,
seeable results.

In consideration of all this, I felt it necessary to emphasize

a resolution that the Party and government policies, from an

stance be anything else than the application of the teaching
of Marxism-Leninism to the concrete Hungarian situation, g
re-formation and redevelopment of the socialist people’s econ.

through this temporary transition period. This policy had g
contain in itself socialist industrialization as the chief meang
and basis for socialist re-formation, with main emphasis being
placed on heavy industry producing implements for necessary
production, as well as the re-formation of socialist agriculture
In the economic policy of the Party the controlling factor m
be production and the lowering of the cost of such production,
To this, completely improperly, we have not paid enough at
tention thus far. This must now be remedied by serious exer
tion on our part.

I stressed in my petition that the June policies of the new
period were not a deviation from the principles of Marx
Leninism. This must be clarified because the danger exists
mistakes and difficulties in the economic and political situation
and in literature, especially because of this exaggeration about

S~

the June policy had been a rightist deviation. And this would
inevitably lead to the abandonment of the June line and to
return to the old wrong policies.

That is why I emphasized that the Central Committee should
declare that the actual mistakes that had earlier been revealed
before it would be corrected. Meanwhile, let us go ahead in
spirit of the June resolutions along the path of building
socialism.

The views that I outlined in my petition I uphold, because I
am convinced that those serious mistakes that were apparent if
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our Party’s policies took place prior to the June resolutions.

They sprang from exaggerated “leftist,” sectarian, ant;-.\filz}frxl;st
.cm‘ i i -as the “four-
i esentatives in our Party was r

e il i, which was seri-

some" under the leadership of Métyas Rakosl : ;
ously branded by the resolution of the Central Con.nmttec in
Juue. Lenin’s statement characterizes them perfectly:

For the true revolutionary the greatest dan.gqr—pc.-ssxbly the
only danger—is the exaggerated revolutionary spirit which forgets
within what confines and under what circumstances 1t 1s proper
and effective to apply revolutionary tactics. The true revoluuc!n-
aries most often “broke their necks” when they tr‘xed to write
“revolution” with capital letters, and almost canonized it as an
immortal concept. They lost their heads and became unable to
sobetly weigh circumstances under which one must revert to
refurmist action. True revolutionaries can be destroyed only if

Jewe their ability of right thinking. They are de§troyed not
by external defeat, but by the internal failure of their cause, in
(his rase most definitely, since by losing their ability to think
straight they take it into their heads that “the great world revolu-
tion can and will solve all manner of problems, under any
circiunstances, by absolute revolutionary methods.

Thse who take such things “into their heads” are lost, be-
cause they have accepted an utter nonsense on a fundamental
question. During the time of merciless war (and a revolution is
the most merciless war of all) stupidity is punished by defeat.

From what does it follow that the “great, victorious revolu-
tion” can use only revolutionary methods, and that only the
use of these is permitted? There is no precedent for this.
And it definitely and undoubtedly is not true. That it is not
true is clearly apparent on the basis of theoretical viewpoints,
presupposing that we do not leave the area of Marxism. That
it is not true is also proved by the experiences during our
revolution. Concerning the theory: at the time of a revolution
stupidities are committed just as they are committed at any
other time, stated Engels—and “he stated the truth,” wrote
Lenin,

Prior to June the mistakes of our Party were without a doubt
taused by “lefricism,” by scctarianism. Such mistakes have deep
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historical roots in our Party. At the same time we must }
that "leftist” mistakes give birth inevitably to rightist mistak.
Since the announcing of the policies of June and the opposjye
of leftist mistakes, such mistakes have shown up in the natiopat
people’s economy, in culture, and in the ideological field as wealy
as in some phases of social life.
From this it clearly follows that one must fight with all ghe
possible means of an ideological battle to eradicate these dey
tions, against that petit bourgeois frame of mind and the infly,
ence exerted by the lower middle class upon the worker. |

the reasons that brought about sectarian “lefticism” and thag
have had such deep roots in our country are still there.

one must fight ceaselessly against both rightist deviationism angd
against “leftist” mistakes and deviations.

However, in weighing all this, it must be established that
present difficulties in our economic, political and social life
reach back to the time prior to June. Although we were success-
ful in alleviating a major part of the difficulties in the proces
of realizing our June policies, inevitably as a result of past
policies and partly through our own mistakes, new difficulties
arose.

Taking all these into consideration, the Central Committes
of the Hungarian Workers” Party was informed in a letter that
I sent under the date of May 4, 1955, that I concur in the guid-
ing principles and the practical objectives of the March resolus
tions made by the Central Committee. This is summarized as
follows in the introduction to the resolution:

The Central Committee establishes that the resolutions made
at the session of the Central Committee in June, 1958, were cors
rect, that they remain in effect and, together with the resolutions
made by the Third Party Congress, even today comprise the basis
of our Party policies. In the spirit of these resolutions our Party
still feels its main objective to be the systematic improvement
of the welfare of our workers, an ever increasing rise in th®
social and cultural requirements on the basis of a widened s

XXXIX
ot i ivity. The chief aim of

e productiotl;lc a:tdtaxg;ggtgr;? :l;fr O:l‘ilc:hro?lgh stressing h.eavy

ﬁ;{:ﬂ’ i:::a :ddition to socialist industry, and on the basis of
g o‘:"il:lig;;nmtil::nr:'the socialist rebuilding or agrlculture

gn&:ﬂﬂ icies for further developing of the farmers cc{)opfi'rar-
i e -oluntary basis. In addition to this 1t will furthe
L7t at?e :o‘assure support for the individual working peasantry
u::l; enforce the principle of financial aid in order to mcr;ase
:bu'r production and above all reach a greater degree of proﬁnc;
tivity. Communist criticism and self-criticism _remaxg mde te}::e
in the interest of establishing collective leadership, and so do
resolutions made to insure its legality.

agree wi is completely even today, and similarly with
tb: mnun::: dd:: in mf succz:ssful fight waged to carry out the
proper resolutions there were mistakes made and there were .de-
ficiencies, I consider it a mistake that the opportunist distortion
of the ue character of the June rcsoluu.ons is not pointed out
s either the March or the April resolutions made by the Cen-
tral Comumittee. For this very reason the_ matter must be given
the widest publicity in the Party press (since, as Maityds Rakosi
siated in the speech at Kaposvdr, we have no secrets before the

l¢), so that in comparing the June, 1953, resolut.lons of
the central leadership with the measures taken for carrying out
the directives, everyone should have the opportumty.of estab-
lishing where, when, and by whom these Party resolutions were
“distorted.” This is the correct Party method of clarifying this
question, and not one that simply states accusations without

-
l:mljt'c,w\'n.:ld also be worth while to examine what kind of politi-
cal and economic bankruptcy was left behind by the “leftist”
exaggerators—what kind of a legacy we had to take over from
them when in June, 1953, they had finally led the Party and
the people’s economy into a blind alley. Since June, 1953, for
almest two years, the whole country’s workers have been work-
ing 1o correct the serious damage brought about by the *leftist”
exaggeration in all branches of the national economy. The
Party and state leadership headed by Madtyds Rdkosi in the fi-
nancial sphere alone cost the nation two years of intensive work.
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It can be figured, and it must be figured, what this meant j
billions of forints. But who can judge in figures and in billjgn,
the political, cultural, and moral damage that was caused 1o
Party and to the nation? The political and moral capital ¢
the Party resolutions and the government program represen
was for two years used up to rehabilitate the country. If al] the
material, political, and moral strength that had been used g
cradicate the damage which the so-called “foursome” hay
caused, had instead been used for building socialism, Hyp.
gary today would be a cheerful country, living in plenty anq
prosperity. However, we inherited a very heavy burden.

In the name of Marxism-Leninism, the “leftist” deviationisgg

credited the prestige of Marxism-Leninism, What did the “lefs.
ists” promise? They promised that during the period of the
First Five-Year Plan they would raise the living standards of
the workers by 50 per cent. On the other hand, between 1950
and 1934, industrial production (1948=100) grew from 150 to
goo, while living standards decreased until 1953 and then in-
creased by 15 per cent only as a result of the policies of the new
period. The workers, in comparison to 1949, doubled industrial
production, increased the productivity of labor by 63 per cent,
and decreased the cost. Despite this their wages were in general
comparable to 1949 levels.

They promised the upsurge of agriculture. Instead, as a con-
sequence of the exaggeration of the “leftists” as regards peasant
policies, there was a serious decline in agricultural production
and a decided decrease in the number of livestock. It is well
known that the area of untilled land in the spring of 1954 was
approximately one million acres, which is more than 10 per cent
of the arable lands of the country. The “leftist” cxaggeraton
promised an abundance of consumer goods; but they created a
scarcity that had no parallel since the liberation. If we now exs
amine the 1955 program of the “leftist” exaggerators in detail,
we again find the same promises, which again they cannot ful-
fill, because they have not taken into consideration objective
facts, the laws governing social-economic life. One must no
longer make promises that one cannot fulfill. We must not
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shatter the faith of the masses ; i
: ;. or the correctness of Aidr: iz -
i o of the Commuriss L e L%
This danger is ]
.idﬂpmed :;l;:w'lm'llxsl; in turn slg:tters the ?ol1ncal g ‘;‘;]gfﬂﬁ‘]‘;
working class, the federation of the working peasants, S
e { the Communists. Not every mistake an
e e itici iticism of the masses,
sis can be rectified by self-crincism. "I't_le crit - R
as lias been pointed out by the classicists of Marxism an
'Pﬂ:h'l emphasis by Letiin, is a weapon powerful enough to
sweep away power. We need a criticism by the masses tl}at"Wﬂl
strengrhen this power. However it secms that the “leftist” ex-
keep forgetting this. . 2
It is well known among other things that the 'Hungar_lan
“leftist” exaggerators caused a great decline by their policy of
forced collectivization in the development of Hungarian agricul-
ture, This had and still bas a decisive influence upon the fact
that ptoduaiou volume in Hungarian agriculture on [:hc_* aver-
age ks approximately whiat it was prior to the war. This is why
there are serious faults apparent in the Worker-Peasant Federa-
tions withour swhich the working class cannot uphold its power.
“This power is the basic decisive factor in every revolution, ours
included. In the last analysis, however, those differences of
opinion that have arisen within the Party in connection with
the charge of rightist deviations are primarily not related to eco-
nomic policies but concern the fate of political power. Because
when the “leftist” exaggerators with their scatterbrained atti-
tude endanger the basic indispensable requirements for build-
ing socialism—the power of the proletariat—they are jeopardiz-
g that power built upon the faith and confidence of the
working masses without which the building of socialism is im-
possible. The pseudo radicalism of the “leftists,” their opposi-
non to the masses, endangers this power of the proletariat,
because it denies the Leninist teaching that keeping and solidi-
Iying the power of the working class is a task transcending
everything else. The “leftist” crackpots have cansed a decp po-
fizical crisis among the working masses and have risked their
power in our country. The main question of the differences of
opinion in the ideological battle therefore is the question of

n the Party, the truthfulness of
rxism-Leninism.
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retaining political power, and which of the differences are mjp.
roring the existing differences in principles.
The “leftist” exaggerators during the years 1949 to 1952 wera
guilty of grave mistakes in carrying out their political
and in practice experienced failure. This was proved m
tangibly by the necessity for the june resolutions, and by
itself. Yet they did not relinquish their anti-Marxist, anti-Lenin..
ist theories. The Marxist-Leninist theory teaches us that if jn
practice, in life, a theory is disproved, this theory should be
examined. But the “leftist” deviationists are resurrecting their
“theory,” which has been shattered by life. They are again try-
ing to mold the practical work of the Party and the country to
this faulty theory. They are trying to mold economic policies
above all else, meanwhile justifying all this as a battle againge
rightist deviation. The “leftist” deviationists, with the above
resolutions, have created such chaos in political concepts that
it cannot be established what is the correct Marxist-Leninist
viewpoint; what is “leftist” deviation or rightist deviation; and
who is what kind of a deviationist. Those who are doing this
try to cover up their own deviation by hypocritically allud
to Marxism. That is why they avoid debates, and instead of
engaging in honest arguments vilify their opponents. But can
one carry on a debate over differences in principles and politics
and the various views regarding them? I absolutely think so.
The central leadership should have no other standpoint,
therefore they should assure the possibility for such debate. One
cannot escape this. The charges and accusations demand an
answer. If we want to assure in the Party that unity on prinei-
ples which is nonexistent today, we must end the ideological
and political chaos. And for this there is only one possible road
to follow: clarification of differences of opinion by debates on
principles and by free exchange of views. '
It was for this reason that this lengthy dissertation was writ-
ten. I have tried to prove the contention that the March resolus
tions of the Central Committee, to the effect that “rigltist views
had become so dangerous in our Party and state, because Im
Nagy supported in his speeches and articles these anti-Marxis
views, and in fact primarily was the one who proclaimed them,”
is an unjustified and baseless accusation.
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[ am trying to prove wit
no hasis for the April reso
which declared:

Comrade Imre Nagy,
mitsee and as the president of the

b facts and arguments that there is
futions of the Central Conmimittee

as a member of the Political Com-
Minister’s Council, represemed
ticil opinions which were sharply opposed to the m-e‘r-a]ll

litics of our Party and inimical to the mterests,of the wor A
ing class, the working peasants and the peoples'd?mocra_c‘;.
Comratle Nagy tried to throtile the motor of socialist build-
e socialist industrfalization, and especially the development
of heavy indusury, and in the rovinces the movemeut of the
agricultural cooperatives, whi is the decisive method of
socialist rebuilding of the villages. He tried to obscure and force
into the background the Party leadership, and he attempted to
pit the goverment agencies against one anocther, and the Patriotic

s Front against the Parry. Comrade Imre Nagy by all this
the bullding of a solid basis for increasing the welfare
wople.
d"l"?::! mpt’i.-:&[axxht, anti-Leninist, anti-Party views of Comrade
Jsure Noagy form 4 composite system, an attitude which spread
o the various fields of political, economic, and cultural life. The
activities of Comrade lmre Nagy have caused serious damage to
our Party, our People’s Democracy, and our whole socialist stric-
ture.

Comrade Nugy in the interests of realizing his rightist,
opportinist policies resorted to un-Party-like, anti-Party and even
furtiomal methods, which are completely incompatible with the
unity, the discipline of the Marxist-Leninist Party.

All this is without any proof, facts, or arguments. I do not
follow this path. My standpoint, my rights, the correctness of
my views, my Marxist-Leninist faith T shall prove with theoreti-
cal and practical facts. It is possible that on one question or
anather my standpoint is incorrect. The Party debate can
clarify all this. Let them prove by Marxist-Leninist teachings
and methods that T am wrong. In my dissertation I have ex-
pounded my convictions, which I will uphold until the time
that they can prove the contrary through the scientific means
of Marxist-Leninist arguments and methods.

For my convictions and views I am ready to accept stupid
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slanders, political persecution, social ostracism, and deep hu
iation, as I have in the past. I also take the responsibili
the mistakes that 1 really committed. 1 will not accept re:
bility for one thing: giving up my conviction on princip
It was with these thoughts that I began to work on my
sertation. I have tried to accomplish a useful task for the be
fit of the Party and for my country. The Central Com
can help to realize this aim by arranging the widest possi
debate on this dissertation.



