Communist Ideology and Criminal Praxis
1. What is the connection between the essence of Communism, its ideology, and the crimes that were committed in the name of that ideology?
1.1. I suggest that, given Communist ideology, the outcome of its praxis could not be different than it actually took shape. A case in point could be communist treatment of the Catholic Church and religious groups in general, but not only them. 
1.2. My second argument is that the failure of historians to see that this fundamental trait of Communism has had detrimental consequences for historiography. Historiography has systematically misrepresented both the role of the Communist Party in countries of their dominance and the role of the Catholic Church. 
1.3. Correlative to that is that historiography continues to treat Communism uncritically, which is responsible for a relative neglect of its historiography since the collapse of Communist regimes in countries of their domination. 
2. So, what is the core of communist ideology? The essence of Communism is the creation of a better world by elimination of those that stand in the way, or are presumed to stand in the way, of its realization. It is the class of bourgeoisie that needs to be annihilated, and religion its cohort, the opium of the people, that should also be eliminated.

2.1. For some time now in Western Europe, a debate has been under way as to whether there is a difference between Fascism and National-Socialism, on one hand, and Communism, on the other. Many think that there is no difference between them. But some argue that communism is a good idea that just turned bad.

2.2. The latter argument is rather weak, because it does not take into account that violence, revolution, murder, and annihilation of the opponent are the essence of the communist program. So, that presumed 'good' that communism is seeking can be attained and accomplished only through violent means.
2.3. The argument likewise disregards that there is not much difference between  programs of eradicating segments of population on the basis of race and on the basis of class. 

2.3.1. The proof that communism is a criminal plan may be found in its founding fathers. Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels held that Communists' aims can be accomplished "only by the violent destruction of the entire present social system."

2.3.2. Lenin wrote that the dictatorship of the proletariat is "the most violent and merciless war of the new class against …[the] bourgeoisie." In 1914 Lenin wrote that Communists must endeavor to turn war into civil war, which itself is the continuation of the war between classes.
2.3.3. After the foundation of the Cheka (secret police) 20 December 1917, Trotsky announced that in less than a week the terror would become greater than in the French Revolution. Martin Latsis, one of the first chiefs of the Cheka, said that Communists fight against the bourgeoisie as a class, and, therefore, they should not ask what the enemy did, but which class he belongs to. The Cheka's organ from Kiev Krasnyi Meč (Red Sword) of August 1919 wrote that all is permitted to Communists, because they were the first to hold up a sword … for the deliverance of the humanity.” "And the blood? Let blood flow in streams."
2.3.4. On the occasion of the announcement of the establishment of concentration camps on 10 September 1918, Trotsky explained that the decision as to who would get and hold political power would not be made in the paragraphs of the Constitution but by the use of all forms of violence.

2.3.5. On 24 January 1919, the Central Committee of the CP of the Soviet Union ordered that Cossacks must be eradicated and physically liquidated to the last one.

2.3.6. Stalin said that kulaks are not human beings.

2.3.7. Maxim Gorky said that the enemy must be hated as an inferior being.

2.3.8. In 1940, the Red Army announced that the Baltic nations would be put on trial for the transgressions of their predecessors.

3. The same strategy is present in Yugoslav Communism. At the beginning of war, the KPJ used democratic rhetoric and avoided antagonizing groups from the opposite ideological spectrum in order to draw them into its political design. However, as soon as the Party was able to organize a "People's Government" it became clear that it would not share power with anyone. The core of the Communist Party's politics was the relegation of all non-Communist parties and ideologies to the category of "People's Enemies" which should be dealt with by the utmost application of force, in order to achieve not only the elimination of their influence, but of their very existence.  The goal was the establishment of a totalitarian mode of government. 
3.1. Even before the end of war, on 22 April 1945, the People's Government of Croatia (Narodna Vlada Hrvatske) declared that the government would apply "harsh measures against the occupier's servants Ustaše and Chetniks," especially Ustaše.

3.2. Military courts during the War condemned to death all ideological opponents, and Catholic priests ranked high on their list. Military courts used so-called "revolutionary justice". With and, more frequently, without any court proceedings, by the end of the war in Europe, the Communists had killed or massacred almost 300 Catholic priests and seminarians as well as 30 nuns in the territories of the present-day Republic of Croatia and the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina. 
3.3. Communists continued their systematic program of killing political opponents after the war. They used various sub-systems for that:

3.3.1. mass killings at the Yugoslav-Austrian border and in Slovenia
3.3.2. forced marches accompanied by mass and individual executions
3.3.3. sentences by the Military Courts
3.3.4. Commissions for War Crimes 
3.3.4.1. During the period of just one year (mid-1945 to mid-1946) the Commissions for War Crimes gathered 900,000 denunciations for war crimes. The Commissions issued 120,000 decisions, in which there were 65,000 war criminals, traitors, and ‘enemies of the people’.
3.3.5. the system of concentration camps 

3.3.6. the judicial system

3.3.7. a ban on all political parties

3.3.8. inciting propaganda aimed at moral assassination of opponents

3.3.9. organizing show trials
3.3.10. the confiscation of private property

3.3.11. a ban on all private education, health or social  organisation
3.3.12. the confiscation of all the property of various foundations 

Historiographical Neglect

4. The failure of historiography to take into account this totalitarian predisposition and the criminal intent of Communism has resulted in historical misrepresentations. That applies not only on to the historiography of a particular Communist country, but to historiography as a whole. The prevalent attitude of historiography, in the East and in the West, is that communist crimes are an aberration. So, we are faced with an unusual benevolence and forgiveness toward communist crimes. I think the reason for it is a covert adherence to communist ideology by much of intellectual establishment.  
4.1.  Example: It is not widely, if at all, known that Carlo Falconi got much of "information" for his book The Silence of Pius  XII, especially for what he had to say about the role of the Catholic Church in the Independent State of Croatia (NDH), from the Yugoslav secrete service. With tailored documents, he also received their "true" interpretation. But that is not all. Thirty-five years later John Cornwell, in his widely popularized book Hitler's Pope praises those same materials as insufficiently exploited valuable sources. He, of course, flagrantly exploits them, indeed once again builds his presentation of the Church in the NDH on those same falsification.

4.2. My conclusion will not be popular, but it is logical. One should be cautious about much of the historiography done in Communist countries, just as about much of historiography about those countries produced outside them, because it may contain quite a bit of propaganda and, therefore, be unreliable. By the same token, much more attention should be given to the historiography that has been produced in the former communist countries during the last fifteen years, since the disappearance of Communism. 
