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» Without engaging in revolution, the {zecho-
slorak New Left did touch the raw nerve of
Ccmnnisn ~-~ in this case, (zechaslovalkdan
as wzll as Russian Commundsm. They did this
Sy questioning The concept of the vanmuard,
not to menticn omiscient, role of the Com-

-minist Party. Here Dubcek refused to hudge.
On the contrary. He was not only .ddamont g-
beut the "leading role" of the Party. He
not only elaimed total credlt for the new
road of "democratization.” And he not only -
opposed the ereation of new opposition pap-~
ties. He also staked cut the claim that "the
greatest majority of the best creative minds : -
in the country is in the Party." ‘

This, then, defines the next babtleground
cf ldeas. Hence, the importance of the fact _
that the philoscpher, Ivan Svitak, and others,"
who raised the question of opposition parties,
the role of the Communist Party, raised them
@s inseparable from their philosophic foun-
dation, on the one hand, and the needed unity
of worker : and intellectual, on the other
hand.

In ralsing the fundamental question of
philosophy and revolution, the party and spon-
tanelty; the unity of worker and intelleo-

- tual, they have indeed laid the foundation
of a new relationship of theory to prac-
tice. Thereby they have gone far beyond
anything raised by the New Left in "the West."




