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1. The Development of Relations between the Cammunist Party of China
and the Party of Labour of Albania

The Juint Struggle agamst Modern Revisionism

Man Tsetung died on September @, 197G, The same year, in November 1978,
Enver Hoxha declared in the Central Cormmitiee’s Report to the Seventh
Party Congrass:
“The historc victores which the Chinese people have alluined in theic
glodous revolution and the constructinn of socialisn, (he crealion of the
new Pegple™s Ching and the high prestige it enjoys in the wotld, am dirsetly
linked with the name, teackings and guidance of the great revolutionary,
comrade Mao Tse-tung, The work of this outstanding Marxizt-Leninist
represenis a conbribution o the ennchment of the revolutionary theary
and praciice of the preletadat. The Albanian comwunists and people will
always honour the memory of comeude Mao Tse-sung, who was 2 great
friend of cur Party and people . .
The dictatorship of the proleladal and the construction of socialism
which were beirayed by the mvisionists, have been carried forward hy
Albania and China, which remained lovil to Mamxism-Lenini=sm, defended
il with determinaticn, and declared stem idcological war on Khrushchevite
revisionism and its followers. Communism did not 2is out, as the bourgasi-
si¢ hoped, and the opportunists amd the liquidationists rejoiced oo
s00m. {F)
Less than two years later Hoxha himself fell in line with the Hquidationists.
in his book ‘Tmperialism and the Revolution®, which according to the PLA
was first published in the Alvanian luinguage in April 1975, he defanes com-
rade Mao Tsetung as a “Chiness Khrushchev” and Mae Tietung Though! as
an “wnti-Marxist theory™. According to him, China never followed “the road
of zocialism, but the road of huilding & greai bourgeois, social-itperialize
state™. In order to destroy Mao Teetung®s high esteem in Albania and in the
communist world movernent, E. Hoxha slanders the principled struggle
fought sgainst modern revisionissm by the Comumunist Party of Ching under
the teadership of Mao Tsetung. According to hin, “its struggle sgainyt Soviet
revisionism  was not dictated from corvect, principled Marxist-Leninist
positions™ and was full of vacillations.
In ordér to get a beiter nnderstanding of the mendacity of these assertions,
it i3 necessary to recall some facts. The struggle against modern revisionism
began with the 20th Party Congress of the Cormmunist Party of the Soviat
Union in February 1956, This Congress was the starting point of a Fundamen-




tal change within the socialist society of the Soviel Tinion, Unider the leadler-
ship of Khnishehew, o substantisl sectivn ol degenerale pelly bonrgeods
burcaucrats in the party, state and munsgement spparlus Look over palitical
power in ordei to replace the diclslomsbip gl the preletyria? By the diciatoe-
ship of the bourgeoisie uf @ new Lype. To meet this end, Khnishechey defamed
Comrade Stalin, who had dicd s 155, im0 his nofomions secrel address Lo fha
20l Congress, Under the prelzmss of lghting ihe “persunalily cubl” Tie called
him s “megalomaniac crinoinal .
“The complete rapudidtion ol Stalin by Khroshchey a1 the 200th Coograss
ol the CSU actually meant the yepudidlion of the proletarian diceatar-
ship und 1he basic thearies of Marxism-Leminisen Jefended and developed
by Siylin. Al this very Congress Khrushehey o his report began to depan
[rom Murxism-leninism in a number of pineipyl questions.” (2]
The 2lh Congress revised Marzism-Leninizn i principal gquestions such as
war and peace and the road to socialism. Very ey the Chinese Party leader-
ship and particularly Centrade Mae Tsetung began 1o crilicize these funda-
-mentulty falee positions. As early as Aprl 1956 the Cominonist Party of
China published an article “On the Ilistorical Experience of the Dictator-
ship of the Proletarat’, criticieing the false theses of the 20th Congress
Theae articles anghysed Comrade Swalin®s life, confivmed the gencrd seemi-
ficance of he CQuwober Revabition and summed up the hstoncal essons
of the dictatarship of the proletarist,

Afler the 20th Conpress 3 two-line struggle beiween Marxism-Leninism and
modern revisionism  developed within the inlersactional comurnms muve-
ment and fnally led 1o the splil and disintegration of the socialist camp.
In Moscow in 1957 ai the Conference of Delegates of Communist and
Workers® Parties i1 was ahove all the Chinese {ommunist Party and the PLA
that waged a principled and suecessful strugpie apainst the false position of
the Khmshchey proup. 1o Aprl 1960 the Chinese Connmunist Party published
the articte ‘long Live Lenmism®, forcibly stating the hasic principles of
Marxist-Leninist theory on imperialism, on war and peace, on the proletarian
revolution and the dictatoeship of the proletariat. Ar the Buchavest and Mos-
cow comlerences in 1964, the voniradiciiuns sharpened.

A sedr campaign against the CPC was laukched, and the leaders of the C5U
extended the ideclogical differences to state relations herween the rwo
couniries. At the Bucharest conference the FLA srongly opposed the sudden
atternpt to conderan the CPC. In October 198t the 220d Congress of the
CPSU sdopted a mew program that was tetally revisionist. The leadership of
the CP3SU furthermore started an open attack on the PLA wnd even advocated
overthrowing ., Hoxha and Mehmet Shehu.
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In spile of sirong pressurs and o word-wide smesr campaign by the modemn
revisionists, the Chinese Communist Party defended the revolntionary prin-
ciples in a nugnher of additional articles. This deotogical-political struggle
with lhe Central Committee of the CPSL found its ¢limax in A Fropossl
Concemning ihe Geners Line of the Intemational Commmunist Movement,
which in an opulstamling way  applicd and further deweloped Marsism-
Leninisne. -
How does Hoxha suddenly “prove* the aileged lack of principlas and vaeil-
lations of the CBCY [n Lnperalisn and the Revolution® he assens:
“ht ehie bighl ol (hewr events, our Party began to look morte deeply into the
cauwses 0f the vacilladions which had been observed in the stand of the
Chiness leadership towards Khrushchevite revisioniaon, such 35 the mslanes
im 1962, when it sought reconcitiation and unity with the Soviel revi-
sionists, allegedly in the name of a common front against Ameddcan im-
penialism, or in 1964, when, continuing the effors fior reconciligtion wiik
the Swevicts, Chou En-ai went to Moscow to hatt rhe coming to power of
the Brezhney group, These vacillations were not azcidental. They reflected
the lack ol revolubtionary principkes and consistency . (3} '
In hig socalled “diane, “Rellections on China’, Wol. 1, he refers mainly to
Liv Shgo-chi, But Lir was 4 traitor who flirted with Khmushchey and wras
condemined for that, At the same time Hoxha has to admit in his “diary:
“However, wi did not se¢ any conerefe dotion in this direction on the
part of the Chinese comrades . .. {p. 117}
And, comireniing on Chou Endai’s trip {0 Moscow, he writes:
*The Seviels demunded from Chow Eola thal they cease the polemic,
and he did not prevmse them anything.™ (p, 178)
[n this context it i roporianl (o guode [fom the messsge (rom the Central

‘Committee of the Chinese Communist Party to the Sth Congress of the FLA

in 190, It is an examnple for the principled stand of the Centeal Comomiltee

and Mzo Tsctung:
“The leading clique of the CP of the Soviet Union iz Khnishehev’s Taiihful
follower. It is putting Khrushchey's revisionian imto practice without
Ehrushchey and follows the line of collaboraiion wilh American imperia-
lism, in crder to maintain the rule of impedalism #nd cotonialism in the
capitalist world and to restore capitalism in the socialist werld . .
In the siruggle between Murxism-Leninism and modem revisionism thera
iz and can be po.middle road. One must deaw 2 clear line of demarcation
hetween Maryists-Lenimists and the modem revisionists, whose head 35
the lesding cliqus of the CF of the Soviet Union, and must reveal their
true faves a5 renegades; |here can be no ‘eommon telion’ of any sodt
with them.



Whoever believes in socalled “common avijons' will inevitably jom (he
ant-Chinese chorus of the imperialists. modem revisionists and reactiona-
nes of different countries and will slip into the mod of oppostlion (u
stwcializt China.* (4)

How can Hoxha explain the confradiction between his statement at the

Sth Congress of the PLa and his mumeroos cotries in his socalled Jioy.

‘Refleclions on China’, Vol 1, written al he same time? The antry on

September |3, 1964 rcads as follows; _
“Throughout the development of the strugple of the Comnmunist Party of
China apainst modern revisionists, and mainly agsins, the Khoshchevites,
some astonishing vacillations have sppeared i ils tactic, In my opimion
this tactic ¢an only ariginate from poomowne=d lack of clarty on principles
over the strupple which must be waged apgainst modeen revisionists.” (5)

A, a5 another example:
"'The Chinese comrades seetn hesland . . and afraiq | ., In this situation,
China is taking 2 centrist course, hesitaling * (6)

Heoxba Jdeclyred quile the opposite at the 51k Congress in 1966:
“In face of the preat treschery of the Khrushehevite revisionists, the glo-
ripus Comununist Party of China, the PL of Albania foontinued appisuse,
oveffons), the other Marxist-leninist parcies and ail true Communists and
revolotionaries stood up with all their mighl. cabled *stop* to revisionisa
and began to wape d§ Merce, prncipled and URSOMIPIOMiSING  ALipgle
agumns| il. fopplense )" (T)

And how can he explain the centradiction ro Comrade [ysni Kapo's speech

al lhe celehration of Comrade Mao Tastung's &0th hirthday?
“The PLA has publicly declarcd that the CP of Ching and especially its
great leader. Mao Fsetung, must be given preat credit [or exposing imodern
eewisionism with Sovied revisiomsm at itz fore and delinding Mancisa-
Leéminian. Regarding this coursgesus, pincipled and delemmined struggle
apainsl e great revisiomisl {reachery, Comrade Enwver Moxha stated:
‘Fall uf eonyiction we Alhanian Communists declare that 1the people ol
the world have the loval and unswerving CP of China with its excellent
ieader Muo Tselung For their freadom, for world peace, for Marxism-
| enimismm and the fate of Marxisom-Leninism !
In the grear siruggle with the Khrushcheviw revisionists on the general line
of the internalions] communist movemant, in the hard sirugglc of defend-
ing Marxism-Leninism apainst the furlive actacks and the vile hlows of the
Soviel Teadership, the CP of China and Comrade Mao Taetung have been
steadfast in principle, determined in the revolulionary cause, marure in
Marxism-Leninisn, persislent and CouUrageons a5 ('Ommunists in going o
1he roots of problams * (K)

Does Hloxhy honestly helieve that Martists-1eninisls o1} over the wodd will
believe his sudden convlusions abour the vacillations and lucking clarity of
principle of the {P wl China under the leadership of Chairman Mao in the
strugple apginsl modem revisionism? That would be rdiculons!

Socialist China's Ecorvmic A for Albanis and Tts Unilzrzral Discontimuance
by the Teng/Hua-Cligue

Contrary to all principles of protefarian internationalism the Soviet re-
visionists extended 1he ideological differences with the CF of China and the
FPLA 10 indergovernmenty]l rolations. [n July 1980, the Soviet guvcrmment
suddenly decided unilaterally in withdrw all Soviet experts from China
within 2 month, and thus broke hundmeds of agreements, (o October 1961,
the Soviet povernmmend unilaterally broke off diplonalv reiations with Al-
hania snd virtually imposcd an econornic blockade. The “listory of the PLA®
says about this action:

"The hostile activities af the Khnslichey group in the economic, military,
political and cultural fields have dane greal harm to the Albanian people.
The credits which the Sovier government was to grant the Albdanian govern-
ment according to agreements constitated a prear par. of the investments
of the 3rd Five-Year-Plan The complete discontinuance of these credits
makes it uncertain if many of the projectsin this plan can be cangtrueted,
Import and cxpont with the Soviet Union covered 305 of foreipn Irade
for twelve years. Therelore, the complete brezking-off of trade eelations
by the Soviel government caused gregt diffiulties for the expont of
Albanian producis and the import of machinery and other industrial
articles necessary fur the development of national econonty * (8)

“In thess vears ol hard siroggle the fraternal aid given to the PLA and the
Allanian paople by the CF of China and the PR of China played an im-
poriant part in masienng e difliculties which had been cansed by the
hostile activities of the Khroheheviie revidonisis, They immediately
granted the PIA (he necessary credits,' (9}

This aid by socialist China was in complete sgreement with the principles of
Marsism-Tepiniam and the FProposal {omeerping the Genoeral Ling’, where
[tem 21 rends 2: follows:
“The relalions between sociolist countries are a new type of inLermalional
relations, These refations between soctalist conntries, be they greal or
smudl, be lheir sconomy hiphly developed of underdeveloped, must be
based oo the principles of complate equality, mutual reapec) {or Lemii ol
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imlegrty, suvereipnty and independence, mutual non-ageression and non-
inteeference in each other's internal affairs. Also, avcording (o the prin-
ciples of prolelardgu inigrmalonalism, they must be Tased on ouiual aid
#nd assistance ™ {10}
Further:
“For socidlist countries it s an absolute necessily to belp cach ather in
economic affairs, Lo eo-operate and to exchange commadilies, Founomic
co-operation of this kind must be based on the principles of compleie
couality, nutoal benefit and ranmal comadely aid.* (11}
The CPC under the leadership of Mao Tseiung gave this aid in che zpirit of
proletarign mtemalionalisn and stresed repeziedly whal a big help Albania
was for China. Chog Frda deelared on bis part:
*“The Chinese people wilt neyver forpet that when tha modern revisionisty
were fiereely slandering ind wéacking the Commwnist Parly of China,
the Party af Labour of Alhaimia fook @ comrect stand and. regardless of ail
pressute, difficulty and danger, courageously came to the fore anel resisted
this countercurient, relenllessy vxposed and scowrged the anii-Chinese
plot of modern revisionian ™ (1.2

After the deah of Comrsde Mao in September 1974, socialist China under-
went a compleie change. Hoa Kuofeng's takeover and Teng Hsiaoping's re-
habilitation paved |he wav fur g new type of bourgeoizsie and the restauration
of capicalism in China, In "China aktuell 4° we have demonstrated how the
dictatorship of ihe proletuniat had been destroyved rapidly. The achievements
of soctalism and the cultursl revolution wers abolished step by atep and re-
placed by capitalizi measures. In addition to and independent of the Sovier
Union, a seeond suctal-imperialist power developed. With Teng's theories,
the new lzadership of lhe CPC universally revised Maxism-Leninism aod Mao
Teetung Thoupght.

This revisionist line is nothing but a new version of Liw Shao-chi's line which
wai smsiicd in the course of the cultural rewglution and a new vanalion
of Klrushehevite revisioniom.,

The “strategic concept™ of the “Three Warlds Theory ™ was developed by the
new leadership as a kind of "new peneral line™. The PLA was the leading
[ree in criticizing this theory, bat faisely and mislcadingly atldbuted this an.
li-Marxist line to Mao Tsetung and thereby indircotly suppuried Teng's di-
VPRSI MANDELYTEY, :

Husha's insidicusness [s 5o disgusting that we have o expose it. Hoxha held
a speech at an clection meaiing in Tirana on Novemhber 11, 1978, where he
maticionsly declarsd:
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*The Chinese leadership accuses us of having publicly attacked Chiaa anl

Maw Tietung at the 7th Congress. In reality, the 7ih Conpress sttacked

neither Ching ner Mao Tsétung, but rather sxposed the theory and poli-

Ligs ol The snti-Marxist “Thaory ol Three Worlds®, repapddlesy of it vemar,

whethier it be Mao Themunrg oy Temg Heizoping " (13; ermphasis by the ed.)
S0 Hoxhy toesn’l scem o know whose theooy Lhis is, but who cares, il jt'y
Teng or Mad, revisionizt or Marxist jz all the same (o him, Mhat nfemy!

In “China wklucll 3 (English edition: The “Theory of Three Worlds' as 2
Straregic Concepiior Smacky of Righ!-Wirg Opporfurisn) we repudiated
the ‘Uheee Worlds Theory and the assertion by the new Chinese leadership
that this theay wai developed by Mao Tsetung. We cleady proved that Teng
transformed certain comnents by Mao Tewetung - which expressed a tactical
concept developed for a specific situation  into a right-wing opportunist
strategic conception. -
What Ticxha said at the election meeting was not a sip of the tongue, as one|
can e from his book ‘Iopeddism wid the Revolution®, published only
shortly afiler;
I af Mo coidlientce o kedow whd vl itvenred fhe tetm the ‘third
workd’, whe was |he (sl o Jivide the work] in {hree parts, but il is certain
(hat Lenin did not make such 4 division, while the Communist Party of
China clainis palermity bo il asserfing that Man Tsetung invented Lhe
thenty ol “theee worlds', £F e [3 ghe aithor who first formolated this so-
called theory, this is further evidence that Muo Taetung i= not o Maomist.
Rul eren if he ondy adopted thiv thear) frnmm abhers, This, too. is proof
enough that e is mod 3 Macxasl. ™ {14 empluasis by 1he ed.)
Howha dosst’l lake greal pains to find out the ariginalge of the “Thres
Worlds T'heory', Mevesthzless, he keeps pamroting Teng’s false claim that it
is “Mac’s Three Worldg Theorny™. And this in spite of his statement:

“Mow we are wiinessing 2 pericd which is characterized by the big charae.
ter posters against Man '[setunp with which Teng Halan-ping’s followerns
are decorating the walls of Peking. It is the period of ‘revenpe’ which hag
twno aitns: fiesl, Lo Tigdale the ‘prestige’ of Mao and eliminate the ob.
stacle of Hug Kuo-fesg and, second, to make Teng Lsizo-ping an ull power-
ful fascist dictator and e rebavilitate Lio Shao-ghi {15)

What makes Hoxha use a witness like Teng to slander Meo Tsetung?

st gx the Khrushchevite revisionists did in Lhe beginning of the sixties,
the Teng/Hua-Clique extended their ideclogical differences te intergovern-
mental celations and in July 1978 unilaterslly cancelled the agresments on
econotitiv and military co-operation with Albanis. All troe Manrcist-Leninisis
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c.undemned thiz as gn acl ol vielation of the principlzs of protetarian inter- Albanian people wilh the Chiness people, which unites our two Maoast-
n_.'-llu.ma_].ts-m. Leninist Parties. The Albanian people and cheir Purty of Labor are pro-
The Central  Leadership of KOMMUNTSTISCHRR  ARBCITERBUND foundly prateful to the Chinese peaple, to the glorigus Communist Party
BLUTSCHLANDS expreased this in a leiler W the Central Committee of the of China and to Chuiman Mao Tse-tunp for the fraternal aid they are
CP of China and the PLA: giving uz Jur (he construction of sucialism, to make our socialist Fatherland
“The Centval Leadership of the KABD ungnmimously condemns [hese prosperous and poweriul, { 19)
measures of the People’s Republic of China. We judge them as a serigus :
bréach of the principles of proletarian intemnationalisnt. They are a damage
lo the Albamian and the Chinese people. This act of the government of
the PR o' China does great barm to the cause ol socialism. s the view of
the Centml Leadership of KABD, these measures can in now way he
founded on Marxism-Leninism and Man Teetung Thought. However,
If soIpeone i set on violating the principies ol Marxism-Lewinism and Mao
Tsetung Theught, he will find not only een, byl o hundired reasons. {16)
But instead of showing the obvious contradiclion herween the aid from the
Peopile's Kepublic of Ching during the lifetime o Mao Tsctong and its su-
- spension after Teng's arvd TTua's takeover, the Central Commiltee of 1he PLA
in @ letler af reply stars attacking Mao Tsetung Thoughl withany eeferring
to Mao dimetly, and to slandes socialist constmction in China under he
leademship ol Mao Tselung. It declaves:

Hoxha is Exposed by his Cram Explanations for bis Change of Course

In an open letter to e Central Commiltee of {he PLA (published in China
aktuell 3y datng [Tom Janwary 1979, the Central Leadership of KARD
aboady poimted sut Lhe ollaweitg comrdiclion
*We have shown that you do not differenliate hetween the leadership of
the CP ol Ching in Mag Tseihung’s lifeline and he present leadership.
Fror cxsmple, you mainiain:
‘This wourse of the Chinese leadership, which has gone through a Zigzag
ol sé, has comne up apainat The constand oppuosition of the Party of Labor
of albamiz which cherishias the canse of sopcialism, he revolution and the
liberalion of (e peoaples above everyihing else. This gecounts for the
entergence of serious ideclogical and politicad comiradictioos (wikich heve
begn yrfoely shurrpening) botween the Parey of Labour ol Albaniy andl
(he Commuordst Parly of China.*
We gre emphazizing ihese 138 words becaus2 we chink that they have key
AT g, Yo see 4 comliniows Tine in the course the CF of China has taken
and in ils internal development from 1960 up until the discontinuation of

“Not only today, but for a long period ol e dhe Chinese side, it vuriows
forms and manners, has browght pressore to bear on Albapin over econo-
naic and other queztions.™ (17}
In his so-called diary, ‘Reflections en Chinw'. T. Hoxha now clainns 1o have
had 1he folluwing opinion as early az {cihier 3], 1964

Il will be impossible 0 prevend the disagreements with the (hiness,
whigh Lave begun on idealogical amd politieal questions, from in Muenc g
our e¢onemie wlations with them. Pethaps the effect will nod com
immedialely and brodally, 25 Khashchey acted, but the eoercion delays
and pressures will come gradually. Therelon:, we must not go blindly mio

aid in the preseni. This way ol looking i it is noet dialectical. All yon see
i a guantitagive inerease in the contradictions, bot not their transfor-
mation inio 2 new quality . . . Either the contradiction between the PLA
and the CFC iz only noo-antagonistic today, or there has been an antage-
nistic contradiction from the beginning of this process. In the first cass,

Investments snd construetions, into an extensve devetopment becaus: such the step you have taken with thiz latter would be weang; in the secand

a thing could break oue backs.™ (18} cese ff weonld have beer your duly to openly take up the fdeologeal
Anyone is fre¢ 1o compare this with ommerous slaicments by Hoxha und Lhe wtrgele peers auo. This iy an evefden! contradiction at e bave of your
leadershig of the PLA  and o draw conclusions about the credlibilily of dereer, " €200
such phony “records™. Listen to what Hoxha said at the 6th {ongress in The Fasl 15 thal the leadershiip of the Parky ol Libour of Albanis has unider-

1971 pote a tusnabeut of 180 degrees in fts wverdict of Mao Tsetung Thought
(Building up Albarian cconomy) “is made much vasicr by the greal, un- after Mao's death. Thar's why Hoxha denounces Mao Tsetnnp's strupgle
sparing. and intetnalionalis! aid which the Iraternal People's Republic of against modem revisionism and socialist China's ald 1o Albania.

China is giving our counIry for this five-yeas-plan, This is a further tanpible The facl 1 thal the works of Mao Tsoleng were translated into Albanian in
expréssion of that singere and rovoludionary friendship which links the the early sixlies and [loxhs even guoled from Lhem in vadous speeches,
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Even a texrile factory in Alhania was named after Mao Tserung. How ihen
can Hoxha explain his sudden change of view withowt losing face?

In ‘lmperializn amd Lhe Rewalotion', be pols Torwanl some “reasons" for
this:

[ .. - ) we Albunian communists have gradualiy formed our opinions and
comviction alml the danger presentad by Mao Taetung thoughl. o ., .}

Dy analysing the [acis, our Party anived a1 yome generat and specific con-
clugons, which made it vigilant, but it avoided polemics with the Com-
munist Party of Ching and Chinese leaders, not bocavse i was afraid 1o
engage in polemics with iem, but because the Fycts, whizh it bad about
the erromeous, anti-Marxist eourse of Lhis party and Mao Tsetung himself,
were Incomplete, and stifl did nol permit the drawiog of s sl conchesion.
(...} :

Besides this, we did not have full knowledpe about the inlemsl political,
econdnic, cullurl, social Ife etc, In China * {21))

If Hoxha wants us to believe thal Mrom 1949, the foundation of the People's
Repubtic ol China, untl Man Tseturg's death in 1976, he was in no position
ta judge China’s internal life, where (id 1his sudden enlightenment come from
which enabled him to form an objective opinion today? Hoxha has neither
found the philusopher's stone, nor cin his two-volumed so-called diary of
about 1600 pages cover up his basically petty-bourgenis way of thinking,
The basic question uf political line and the principlcs of Marxisro-[ enimdsm is
not just a matier of knowing complete facts and figures. If Hoxha within
30 years is not able Lo make 2 difference between a Mandst-Leninist line
which he calls revisionisl und *devcid of the festures of Marxism-Leninism™
— am] a truby revisionisi line, he proves himself incapable. Hoxha and the
leadership of the PLA are well aware of this peoblem. That's why this so-
called diary ‘Reflections on China® trdss in vain to prove Hoxha's “prncipled
stand™, The publisher’s nute announces:
"' *Reflections on Ching' consgsts of excerpts Mrom the Political Diary of
Cowmrade Enyer Hoxha. { . . .} Tn these notes the zigzag course of (he
Chinese leadership, its revisionist, anti-socislist and arti-Albamian course
are revealed. Froem these notes and others which may be published later,
the teader will be able to sec the analysis the PLA has made and the
principled stand it has taken in Jefense of Maryism-Leninism.*
{iranslated fiom the invde cover of the German edition}
Unluckily, his “diary** renders him a bad service. Given, every lhing written
. there wus free, it would have been Hoxha's duty to begin the Meological
debate lung ago. Then it would not make aoy sensc that he stzted coempletely
opposite views at the 5ih, 51k, and 7th Congrees uf the PLA and in countless

T

other speeches and wriling. For example, in the "History of the PLAY pub-

lizhed by the Central Comunittes f the PLA. i says: )
“The PLA has acknowledged the victory of the grear Chiness revolution
13 the greatest victory of the inlernakional working class and the prole-
tagian world revalution sinee that of the Grem Sociulist October Re-
volution. Out of the Chinese révolition emerged the PR of China under
the lcadership of the CP ¢f China with Comwade Mao Tsetung at its top,
the bastion of soeglisim, the mighty Tase of world revelution.™ (22)

And in a specch gven by Envar Hoxha, we are assured:
“The Albanisn Cemnmaists and the whole Albznian people will never
forget that (heir Chinese hrothers stood side by side with them in tones
of joy s well as in moments of hardship. They will never forget Lhe gene-
rous i of the Chiness hrothers, who shared theic rations wilh our p2ople,
They will never forget that the CF ol Ching wlways prolsvied the Party of
Lahowr like the apple of its eye, {23)

These are undzniable histordeul facls that allow only one ¢onchision: Hoxha's

so-catled disry was manipilalad afterwrards to fit his presenc views. [ts pur-

prose is to slander Mao Tsatung and the P of China in the eyes of the Al-

banfan working class and the Marxist-Leninist worldd mevement. !t s an

attack on Mao Teeiung Thought and Marxism-Leninism!
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Z. Hoxha's Methods of Slandering Mao Tsetung: Doubie-talk, Falsification
and Linproven Assertions

Pasticularities of the Chineze Resalutin:

For & long time Ching was a [eudal sociaty with a Feudal cconomy and pu-
litizsl gystem, reflected in 4 fewdsl culture. With the sgeression of Brilish
imperialism i the Opiom War in 1840, feuda] Ching began to transfomm mio
d semi=olanial and semi-feadal country. Since vhen, the bourgeois national-
demucratic revolution began 10 develop as the Mrsd stuge in the strayzsle of
the Chincse people apains the impedalist and feudal forces, for 2 houmgeais-
demoemlic suciety. The bourgeois-demacrati mvidution was troughi to ils
climax in 1911 under the leudership of Dr. Son Yatsen, but it was nel com-
pleted ut that time. With World War I and the Russian Octoher Revolution,
the firsl stuge of the Chinese revolutien was cumpleted, because ihe sourse
of world history had heem chunged by these events. Stalin weode in “The
Oeroher Revolution and the Nalional Question*:
*Thug, the Octoher Ravalulion, by establishing & tie between the peopley
of the backward East and ol |he advanced West, is ranging them in 3 com-
mon camp of strupgls aguinst impetialivm.
Thus, from ihe particular question of combatting nationsl oppression.
the national queslion is cvalving into (he peneral question of emancipating
the nations, colonies and semicolonies from imperalism. ™ (24)
Thus thare wis abio y chunge in the bourgenis-demacratic rovolution in €hina
Hudl it been up till then part of the ol bourgesis.democratic world revobhution
under the leadership of the boungenisie, i now tramsformmed into a new
demecralic revolution under the leadarship of the proletariat and bevams part
of the prolerriansocialist wordd revolution, or, as Stalin sys: The signifi-
vunice of the October Revolution lor the whole world is. that it
“erected a bridge between the socialist West and he ensluved East. having
created a new front of revolutions sgainst world impenalism, extending
frum the proletarians ot the West, thruugh the Russtan revolution, to the
oppeessed peoples of the East.™ (23]
The parlicularities of the Chinese revalution arc a result of (ks devclopment.
Mao Teelung descrihes thein gy follows:
“The century of China's bourgeois-democralic revelution can be dividad
into tw muin stages, a firsl stage of eighey years and 2 secomd of fwenty
yeats. Bach has its hasic historical charscteristics: Chinas bourgeois-
demners lic revolution in the first eighty yeurs belongs to the uld CATEELIY,
while in 1he last twenty vears, owing to ihe chanpe in 1he indecnational

and demesliv political siteation, it belongs to the new category. Old
dvmocracy iz the charactensiic of the first 2ighty yeurs, New Democtacy
is the characiensiic of the last twen iy {26
. Hoxha slanders Mao Tsetung regarding the evaluation of the Chinese re-
volution, althowgh he admits that he had “very little knowledge shoul China™
at this time. He denounces the CF of Chiny:
“The entire devslopment of the {hinese myolution s evidence of the
chaotic course of fhe Conununist Pagty of China, which has pot ecn
guided by Marxism-[eninism, but by the ant-Marxist conceprs of Mao
Tsetung thought” on the character of the revolution, its stages, motive
foroes. e,
Mao Tseieng was never able to understand and explain comoctly the closs
links between Lhe bourgeois-democratic mevolution and the proletaran
revalulion.” (27)
Reading 1hewe words one would swsume that Hoxha has not studied Lhe
selected Worky of Mao Tsetung, but he does know them  and disiorts
thent; for Mao Tsalung explains:
“Frery Comtnist ought to krow thal, (uken as 2 whole, the Chinese
revolutionary movement led by the Commurnist Party embraces the two
stages, 1e.. the democralic and the ancialist revolutions, which are two
essentially dJiticrent revolutionsry processes, and that the second TIONEES
cah be garvied thiowugh only after the first has been eoqnpleted. The demo-
eralie revolution iy |he necessary prepuration for the socidist revolution
cralic revolution is the necessary preparation for the socialist revolution,
and ihe socialist revolution is the inevitable sequel o the democraric re-
volution. The uliimate aim for which all communists strive is to bring
ghout a sovialist and comrgumist society.™ (28)
Hoxba slanders Mao Tsetung by putting him on fhe ssme level with the
lenders ul fhe 2nd Interngional:
O the guestion of relatinesip Berween the demtoveatic revalifiog
afd e soefaliss revolition, Mua Tsetung toker the vtamipoing of the
eftiefs uf the Seeond Intermatiored, ()7 (29)
Lat’s have u closer look at Huxhu's slanderous claims ayainst Mao Tsetung and
Mac Tselung Thuought.

Agsartion: Non-proletavian Class Charpeter of the CP of China
In order to show how viciously E. Hoxha slanders Muo Taetune and with

whut dishonest methods he operales we will quote from his report 1o the
Sth Congress of the Party of Labour of Albania on November |, ] 366:
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iy oan undeniable hislonvs] Gy and o great tortune for the people of
the wold amd inematicmg] Commmumisze Thal e glodoos CF of China
vader the leadership of the ontstanding Marxist-Leninis Mao Tsetung
iz standing ar the force of today’™s slrugele aaiost impenalivm le:d by the
USA and agsinst modein revisionism led by the Soviet leaders feurn-
finuouy aepdange, ovations) The role and e onribalion of the CF of
Chioa and the PN of Ching in the strugele for the revoluionary cquss of
the international praletarial and the peoples of the while wordd orne
colossal. {. . )
The encmies hope v wain thar they cun discredit the gieat Peoples Chiny.
I is victorously marching forwunl under the leadership of the CFP ool
China and Mao Tsctung Though! (eordinied applouse, ovaiions)* (30)
Tuday. Hoxha aets a5 if ne had never zaid this. But becawse e canmod deny
i, he has to start slandeiing. [[oxhy writes completaly the opposite of 1he
abowve in his book "Tmperialisn and (he Bevolution®:
“While renouncing principled sinuggle in the ranks of the parcy, Mao Tae-
tung played the game of factions., sought compromize with some al” them
tor counler some others and thus consolidate his own positions.
With such an organizational platfors, the Communist Party of China has
never heen and never could be a Marxisl-Léninist party. The Leninist
principles ami norms wers ot respected in it {3])
Anyone who can wrile 1wo such completely conlradicling wiulcments can't
te laken serousty, he isn'E eredible, Lk is double-talking, dishomest amd
ruthless, und he setowsly damapes the intemational workers” movement,
Hoxha asserls thal Mao Tsetung exeicised “unlimited power” and that he
sworned the elected parly bodies;
“Mac Tsetung did nod have the sliphtest respect for zither the Central
Croanmitlee or (e conprass of the purly, let alone the party as 3 whole
and its committees al the base (. .} The purly fomums, its elected organs,
had no anthoriy whatlsoever.™ {32)
In ather words: The 30 million parly members are a flock of stupid sheep
blindly following their leader. 11 bad enowgh that the members of the PLLA
tave 1o take this from their chainman. 13w by publishing this book in foreipgn
languages, he challenges the whole commimisl. ynd fabonr movement of the
wonl, Hoxh 5 ulso characterized by his methods. Lle quotes an instoaction
of Mao Tsetung from 1953 -

“From now on. all documents and telegrains sspl out in the name of the
Cenwal Committes can be dispatched omly &ller I have gone ovel therm.
rhevweiie ey ar fvalid (330340

From this quotation Hoxha draws the conclusion:
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“Under these conditioms fhere can be no tulk of coliective leadership,

demewracy within the party, or Leninist, woms (3 5)
This is knowingly misleading, for Hoxha does not say |he ressun for Mazo
Teeting's instruction. |1 had hecome wecessary in craticizing Lis Shae-chi
and ShangKun, who had broken the parry discipline amd] publizhed decu-
ments without authorization in the name of the Pary Central Conmittes.
This shows that Hoxha wses decoptive methuds. Hoxha denies the class
character of the CP of Ching under the leadership of Mup Isetung and
ASIETLE

“Mav Tseteng, howewer, conceives the party as 3 union of classes with
conirdiclory interdsts, a5 an organization in which (wo fooces, the pro-
letamal and Lbe bowrgeoisie (. . ) confront and strngple ggamst each other,™
(360
Thiz is a mabicious insinuation. No Communis| Party can prevent petty-
bourgeods ¢lements {rom intruding into its rmks and carrying in bourgeois
ideas. Even the Bolshevist Party of Russia undeér Lenin's lcadeship was not
safepuarded against that, [n his speech ‘Combat Bourgeois Ideas in the Pary*
Mao Taetung says:
“We must unfold o struggle in the Party agalnst bourgeois ideas. Ideolo-
gically, the Pany membership falls into three calegories: some comrades
are firm and wnwpvering and are Marxist-Leninist in thedr thinking; quite
z number are essentislly Marxist-Leninist bt infected with non-Marxist-
Leninist ideas; and a1 small number are no good, their thinking is non-
Marxist-Lenindst.," (37
Mao Tsetung said this in 1953, in the period between the national-deme-
cratic and the sociadist revolution. Furthermote he said;
“The bourpenisie is sureé to corrode people and am its sugar<oated
bullets at them. Its sugar-eoated bullets are of two kinds, materiat and
spirimual.’ {35
[Toxha does not understand that this ideological siruggle within the Party
is @ struggle of Marxisi-leninist ideas that constantly penetrare into the
Farly, 4 strupgle between the two fines, the proletarian Hne and Lhe petty-
bourgecis line, This requires being constantly vigibant and and applying
enticism and selivriticism- az the law of developmenr of the Farty. In
‘Revolutionirer Weg 19° we have written {p. 301):
“The clasz struggle under conditions of the dictatorship ol the proletariat
shifty in lhe course of the development of socialism from the military
aspect 1 the ideological-political aspecl, which iz no lew dangerous.
Bourpenis ideclogy pencirates into the working class by many channels
and attempis to undermine proletarian ideclogy, This is made easier by
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the existence of pelly-hourgeois situla wavering hetween the bonrgenisic
and the working class. The working class and the petty bourgeoisie ame
interconnected by thowsands of sirings. Thus peily-bourgrois meniality
influgnces the working class constantly. The proleturan pariy, the van-
guard of the proletarat, is not immune to this inMoence, either,™

Aggertion: Lepdership of the Army inzlesd of the Parby

At the Third Naticmal Congress ul ihe Yowh League tn 1957, Mac Tsetung
said:
“The Chincse Commerist Pariy & the cove of leedership of the wiede
Chinese peaple, Withour this core, the cawse of socigliom cannat be vie-
torious ' (39)
But Hoxha claimns that, aceording 19 Maa Tselung, the stmy is e come of
leadership and stands above everything! In his book ‘lmperialism and the
Revolution® be vilifies Mao Tsetung Thoughl vonceming the Parly, calling
it “amti-Marxizr® and declaring:
S0 the ammy was ghove the party, above the stabe organs. above Svery-
thing. Frem this it emerpes that Mao Tsetupp's words repacding the role of
e party, as tha decitive fagtor of the leadership of revoliztion gad socialist
eatstiuelion, were only slopans. Both at the time of the liberation sar
-and after the creation of the People’s Republic of China, in all the never-
ending strugples that have been waged there for the scieure of power by
ong [aeon o1 the other, the anmy has plaved the decigive role, During the
Culiurgl Revolution, too, the aimy played the main role: it was Mao'
last resort. .. )
In order to liquidate his ideclogivsl opponents, Mao Teetung has always
sct the amny in motion ™ {4{)

He cites 2 quedalion, isolated fom its context, from the aoticle "Tum the

Aty into 3 Workimg Force® (41}, Thiz is 2 Party directive lor the ymmy’s

work in the liberated aregs, not a definition of the relationship herween the

Party and the army.

How does Hoxha know thiy. having said about himself that he “déd not kave

falt knowledge obour the interui hife it Ching""

The Communist Party of Ching experenced 30 wears of war and civil war

dusing its exislence - a party in arms. For this reason Mao Tselung says;
“Every communist must grasp the tmuth, ‘Political power grows vut of
the harrel of a gun®. Our principle is that the Party commands the gun,
snd the gun must never be allowed to command the Party.™ (42)

“All our officers and fighters must always bear in mind that we are the
great People’s Liberalion Army, we ae troops led by the great Comomunist
Party of China. Provided we constanfly obsarve the directives of the Party,
we dIe suze to win ™ (43)
In spile ol these clear statements of Mao Tselung, [Ioxha inzists on hia fallacy
and applies il lo the situation today:
“Pawer I Ching Is skl in the hands of the army, whie parey jailc beking
ir. Thiz fs a gewernd characieristic of cowntries where revlsionism prevais.
(44}
With this eclectic method Hoxha implies that Ching was revisionist under
Mao Tsetung.

Agserliom: Leading Fole of the Peasantry in che Chinese Revolution

Hoxhy insinuates that, aceording to Mao Tsetung, not the peoletariat but the
peasxniry played the leading role in the revohation.
“The gnii-Marxisd coneepis of ‘Moo Tseteng thoughi' ebout the revolulion
arc evens more obwous in the way Mo has mrested the movtive forces of
the revelurion. Moo Tietung did ner recosmize the hegemaonie role of the
prolfearat. " (45)
This is a Hunt lie, for as early as 1926, when the indusital proletarise con-
gisted of only two million workers, Mac Tsetung wrote in his class analysis,
“The feading force by our Fevalafion iz the ndustrinl profetariat. " (465,
This has always heen Man Tielong's position; al the sane time he drew a
distinction between the main force of the peasantry, sumbering in millions,
and the fagding foree of the prolatariat:
“As every schoolboy knows, 50 per cent of China’s populstion are
peasants. 5o the peasant problem hecomes the basic problem of the
Chinese tevolution ahd the strength of the peasants is the main strength
ol the mvolution. In the Chinese revolution the workers rank second to
the peasmily in number. There are several miflion industrial workers in
China and several tens of millions of handicralt woikers and agmicultyral
labourers. (. . ] the revolutipn canngt succeed without the modem in-
dustrial working class, becanse it iz the leader of the (himese revolulion
and is the most revoletionary class. (47}
The emnphasis of the leading role of the proletatiat in the Chinese revalution
catt be proven by numercus passages in Mao Tsetung's writings. Compared to
the hoge Chincse populalion s a whols, the working class was small in
numnher, That's why the péasants and not the workess were the main force.
With reference (o Slalin, Mao cmphasizes the importance of the peasants’
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struggle in the national-demccratic wevolution .- which Hoxha calls a
"periy-bourgecis theory”. (4%). He quotes Mao Teelung incompletely.
The vomplete quotation runs as follovs:
“Stalin bas said that Y essemce, the national queslivn is 4 peassant
guesiion’, This meuns that the Chinese revalution iz essentiaily 4 poasant
revelution and #er the regsiance to Jopan mow going on is essantially
peqean e redvionce, Exvensally, the polifice of New Demosnaey megns
Ziving the pegsanis Meir righis © {449)
{Hoxha onfy quotes the underlined passage )
Hoxha conclude: thet Mao held “Hur the pegamery and nor rhe working
class shcauld play e hegemaric role in the revolunion™.
Thiz iz the methed Hoxha empleys against Mao Teetung: [Te traosiorms the
imporrance of the pessants’ struggle inlo the kegemonde role of the peasants
in the revoluton.
Let us see what Lenin says oo Lhis guestion. A the Sth Congress of the
Russian Social Democra e Labowr Party in 1907, e siated:
“For this réason, the agradan cquestion, that iz the struggle of the peasants
againgt (he Japdowners for the land, proved one of the teachstones of
the present revolution. This stmpgle for the land inevitably forces emor-
moug nasses of the peasantry into the demecratic mevolution, tor ooly
detnocracy can give them land by giving them supremaey in the state, The
victnry of the peasantry presupposes the complete destructon of land-
lordism.
Such an alipnment of social forces inevitably leads to the conclusion that

“But China's natignal bowrgeolse has & revolutionary quality a7 certsin
perluds and to a certain degree, hecawse Ching is 4 colonial and semi-
calomigl eountry which 5 a victim of pggression. Iems, the task of the
proletariat is 1o form a united front with the nationsl buurgeoisie against
Inperigism and the burcaucrat and warlord povermments without over-
laoking its revolulionary quality.

At the zame time, however, being a bourgeols class in a colonigl snd semi-
colonial country and 0 being extremely flabby economicatly and politc-
ally. the Chirese nalionzl bourgeoisic also has another quality, ramely,
a proneness o congiliation with the ¢ncmies of the revolution,” (51)

Man Tsetung had no lusions regarding the dual role of the national bour
pecisie and its miconsistent, vacillating charscter in the evoluton, The re-
volutionary LUnited Front mcluded the working cluss, the peassntry, the
uthan petty bourgenisie and the natlonal hourgeoisie, with the wordkdng clazs
as the leading force and Lhe masses of peasands as the main force by number.
The way Mao Tsetung classifies the forees of the democratic revolutien is
in apreement with Lanins sraleymenls:

{The proletariat) “can become a wvictorious Bphter for democracy conly
if "the peasgnt masses join its revolutionary strugple. If the proletariat
is not strong encugh for this the bourgeoisie will be at the head of the

democratic revolation and will impart an inconsistent and self-seeking

nature to it. Mothing but tevolutionary-democratic dictatorship of the
proletariat and the peasantry cun prévent this.” {32} ’

the bowpeoisie can be neither the modve force nor the leader in the -
volution. Only the proletariat iz capable of consummating the Evolubon,
that is. of achieving a conplete victery. But this victory esn be achieved
only provided the peoletariat mcceeds in petting a large ssction of the
peazantry to follopw its lead. The victory of the present myoleton in
Russia is possible only as the revolutionary democratic distatorship of the
proletariat and the peasantry ™ (54}

We think that Mao Tsetung Thought and Tenin's concept of the role of the

After the democratic revoludion in China had succeeded and the PeqpleTs .
Eezpublic had been founded. the Mational United Front was consolidated:

it owas pol possible 1o pass over [om the people’s democratic mvolution to

the socialist revelution immediately. What had to be done was to overcome

the counmtry's enommous backwardness, caused by the oppresion and ex-

ploitation on the part of the foreign imperialists and the national veactionary

regime; for this the national boumgecisié was necessary. During the War of

Resistance againgt the lapanese invesion and occupation, Mao Tsetung wrote

in ‘On New Demociacy*

peasants and the leading part of the proleturist are basically (he same. We
shall now tum to the question of the nationd bourgeoisie m the national
demucmtic revolulion,

Assertion: Free Development of Capitaism after the Democratic Revidution

In his essay ‘On New Dewocrcy' Mao desorihes the role of the naticsal
hourgenisic in the Chinese revolution.
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“The Chinese revohution cannot aveld takiog the two steps, first of New
Demaocracy and then of socislism. Morsover, the first step will nzed guite
a long time and cannof be aecomplished ovemight.” (333

Hoxha calls this ant-Marxist and quotes Map without naming his source.
He has good reason [or this, because the quodation i falsified:

“Dhuring this periond all the elemenis of capivalisn, in rown and CEUmITy-
side, st be permitied. ’




End of quotation. Referring 1o the pusitive role of the waticnal bourgenisie

in the peaple’s damoertic revolution, Mao explains:
“For this reasom and becawse Ching's aconomy is still backward, there will
ke need, for a fairly long period alter the victory of the revohution, to
make use of the positive qualities of urhan and mral private capitalism as
far a5 possible, in the interest of developing the nalivnal cconomy. Ity this
period, all capitalist elaments i the cilies and countryside wiich are mor
kormful bur bencficial o the mokionad economy should be allowed fo
exiss and expard. This &5 pol only unavoidable but also sconomically
necessary. ™ (54 the emphasized parly were omiteed by 1oxha

Against hetter judgment Hoxha asserts that the CP of Ching and Mao Taatutg

“feft a free jreld for the development of the bowurgeoisie amd capitalist social

refotioms . {35) '

A [ew lines heneath the isolated fragments quoted by him. you can read

clearly and plainly:
“But the existence and cxpansion nf ¢apilalism in China will not be nnre-
strcked and uncwhied g in the capitalist ¢ountres™,

and half a page further down;
“Restriciion versus opposition w restriction will be the main fonn of
class struggle i the newdemacralic state. It is enlirely wrong o think
that at present we need not restrict Capitalism and can discard the stogm
of “regulation of capital'; that is a Right opporiunist view." (S6)

s thar enaugh for you, Comrade Hoxho?

Assertion: Class Convilialion with the Bourgeoisie

Hohe accuses the CP of (hing snd Mao Teetung of reconciling clasees and
tolerating counter-revalutiomaries.
"The Communist Party of China has maintained a benevolent apporlumist
stand towards the explailing classes, and Mao Tsciung has openly advo-
cated the integration of capitalist elements into sosialism . (37)
This is nol only evil slander but also reveals hisz ignornee of the situation in
China at that thme. Less than a year after the founding of the People’s Re-
public, Mar winte ‘Thon't Hit Out in AlE Dirgelions-
AU present our relations with the natieng] bourgeoisie are very sirained,
they are on tenterhooks and are very disgrunled, Unemployed inlellec-
tuals and workers are dissatisfied with uz and so are 2 number of small
handicraftsmen. The peasants in most rural aress sre complaining 100
because agratian refonm has not yel been carvied out there and hesides
{hey have to deliver grain o the state ., ),

In order to ianlgle and aiack our Dnmediate enemies, we must convert
those among the people whe are dissatisfied with us inta our supportar,
(...)
The natianal hourpeoisde will eventoally cease to exist, but at this stage
we should rally them around us and not push them away. We should
struggle against them on the one hand amd vndte with them on the other ™
(58] -
This was correct tactics by the (P of Ching in ecordance with the situation
at that time: “Don't hit out in all directiong™ “don’t make (oo maty ens-
mizs," “relax 1he lemsiom 4 little ™ Bor thiz reason the enemies were handled
varefully snd theré was more stross on education than befere. Disregarding
the cirpumstances, Hoxha reacts dogmatically:
“Proceeding from such anti-Marxist comgepts, aceording to which with
the lapse of time the class enemies will be corrected, he (Mao) advocated
chags conciliafion with them and allowed them to continue to enrich them-
selves, to explodl, in speak, and W aot Freely apainst the revolution ™ (54)

Once again it i5 Hoxha's bad trick 1ot Mao into sn anti-Mamdist by
quoting kim incompletely. ln order o “prove™ his abuve sssertion he quotes
Mao Tsetunp again out of contexl:

“We have o lof Fo di new. It s imposibi fo keep on hitfing out af them
day in day out for the next Jifty years. Theve sre people who refuse o
cirrect their misielkes, ikey caft fake Hhemt nto their coffine when they
e o see the King of Hell "
'The people in question arc Rightist intellectuals. Did Man Tseung readly take
2 gonviliutory snd capitulationist stand towards them, as Hoxha wants us {o
believe? In order by unmask [oxha's dishonest method, let us quats fromm
the sarne passage (rom which be dréw his quotation; it beging as follows:

Do we need to fnish off the Riphtists with ome blow? Giving them a
couple of hard knocks i quite necessary. If we don't, they will play
possom, Dont we need W mownl attacks on these types and go after
them? Yes, artacks are necessary. Bul ibe amm is 1o force them to mverse
course. We should use every means in our offensive to isolate them com-
plecely, only then we can win over some, if not all. They aez intellectuals
and sotne are big intellectodly; onee won aver they can be wseful ©

At the end of the passage. Mao emphasizes:
“As I see it even a cemivay kence the diehord Rigktisis will get thelr
punichtent, " (60

From the samoe volume Hoxha quotes another fragment which is meant to

show the conciliation with counter-revalutionaries, and aonclndes:
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“Acting in practice according to these wiews of conciliation with he
enemies, the state administration in China was left in the hands of (he old
officials - (&1}
Cuoding from the same Mao essay. it is easy to prove that applying certain
tactics towards the people’s enemies does not mean clasgg coneligton 2l
all.
“In fotore net oty must the suppression of cownler-revolulionadss in
saciety continue, but we must also uncover all the hidden counlerrevoly-
tiongries in Party and povernment organs, schools and army units. We
must draw a clear distinction between ourselves and the enemy. ™ {G2)
Hoxhka does not distinguish between tactical action against the enemy s was
neeessary in the concrete sitnation after fhe victory of the people™s demo-
cratic zevolution and the principal difference between the masses and the
encmy. He has a dogmatic point of view and thus dees not comprehend
Mao's dislectical method.

Asserttot; Promotivn of Dowrgeods 1deology

In his artempt to stamp Mao Tserunp a vevisionist, Hoxha declares in his

book ‘Imperialism and the Revolution':
“According to Mao Tsetung, it a socialist society, side by side with the
proletarian ideology, materdalism and athedsm, the exislence of bostgeois
ideclogy, idcalism and mligion. the growth of ‘poisonous weeds' alomng
with “Tragrant floweny’. ele., must be permdrted. Such a coiwse is alleged
1o be necessary for the developmreant of Markism, in order to open the way
to detate and freedom of thought, while in reality, through this conrse,
he is trying to fay the theoretical basis for the policy of collaboration
with the bourpepisie and coéxistence with its ideolomy = (63)

This is another one of Hoxha's unfounded asseetions, Mao Tselung always

zaid that cultuzs is committed to 2 certain ¢lass, Hoxha knows chis very well.

- Let's hear what Mao says himeseIl
“In the world foday all cultwrs, all Htersture and st belong o definite
classes and are gramcd to definite political lines. There is i facl no awh
thing as art for art's seke, art that stands above classes or arc that s de-
tached from or independent ol pulilles.” ()

The Revolutionary United Front was formed to ¢arry ol 1the people's

democratic revolution. Its ferces conzisted of the proletariat, the pessantey,

the urban petty bourgecisie and the national bourgeoisie and was led by Lhe

proletariat. It was reflacted in the new-democraeic culture:

“In g word. mewdemocratic cidhure is ihe profeigimided | anii<miperiolisi
wid qrii-feadol cutfnre of the browd masses, ' (53)
Afver the victory of the people’s democratic révohition it was necesgary o
comtinue with the United Fromt policy, beesuss socialist economy and
palitics had not yot been developed. Thar’s why cullure could not yet be
fully sowiglist b rather nativna-lemogratic and pew-democratic.
“Newdemooratic oufture i naltionm, T opposes imperialist opprestion
wnd upholds the digrity end mdependence of the Chinese nation. " (60)
In the tramsition fremn the poople’s demoeratic revoluion o sociadist reve-
Tutinm the preletarist could nol do without allies gither. This silwadion was
reflected in politics, coondamics, and culture, That is how the slogan “Lei @
Ruridred flowers Dlosiom, ler a homdred schinoly of thought confemd!™ ori-
ginjated. blao says:
“They were put furward in the lighl of China's specific comitons. in
recognilion of the conlinoed existence of various kinds of comuradic-
fioms i socialist society and in xcsponse bo the country's ungent need to
speed up its economic and cultural development.™ {67)

Mao Tetung comectly realizes thal class struggle in socialism will 1.3“. i'oE &
long time and lhat for this reasen bourgeois ideology will maintain its in-
fluerice longer. Who will win in this serugple iz nof yel. decided in the slage
of sogialism beczuse the wrong ideas will still have their effecis on people
up o the stage of vommunism. That's why they simply cannot be forbidden.
Bl .
“az for &5 wamistokaeble counter-revolutivnaries wnd sehoreurs of the
socialist oOuse are concerred, the matter ks easy, we simply deprive them
of their freedom of speech.” (68)
It iz abzolulely untrue when Hoxha claims that, according to Mao Tseiung,
the growik of ‘peionous wesds' alomp with Fragrant flowers” etc., must be
permitied, On the contrary, Muo demmands:

“Yistukes mus! be citicized and polsonous weeds Teupghi wherever they
CTOR Up. We are against poisonous weeds of whatever kind, but we must
carefully distinguish between what is really 2 polsonous weed and what
is really a fragrant flower. Togelher with the masses of the people, wi must.
leamn to diffcrentiate sarefully hetwesn the two and use comect methods
to fight the poiscmons weeds ™ [G69)
Hoxha is rothless in skndering Moo Tetung, maging:

“This conciliatary stand towards everything reactionary goes so far as to
call dislutbances i socwlist society inevitable and the prohibition of
epemy activiy mistaken.” {70}




What doss that refer to? Mao melers here o small groups of workers and
studentls who wenl on strike in 1956 for malens] demands which were ol
met. Mao nanes lwo reasons for these disiurdimoees: First, tureaucrcy in
the leadership and sccond, the lack of ideologival and political educalion
of the warkers and stndents. Then Mao concludes:
“We do not approve of disturbances, because conlrgdictions ameng e
peaple can be rewlved ihrongh fhe method of ‘wiity — crificism —
prity’, witile disrurhances ore bound to couse soime lowes and are Rat
conificire o the adwince of socklism. " (T1)
Hoxha's presentation is nulerly speriieial and misleading.
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2. The Culturst Rewalutivn 3z the Parmmount Fam of Class Strupgle in
Sacialisnt and How Envar Hoxha Deniss it

As 2 Method of Strengthening (he Dictatorship of the Proletariat, the Great
Proletamian Culoaeal Revolotion Is the Crearive Forther Development of
Marxism-Leninism by Mao Tsetang

[t is incvitable that after the socialisl myolwliom, a part of the old bureau-
cracy, the boumgeois scientists and possibly the disposseysed bourpenisie will
have o he called on to help baild sociaiism. This cannot be avoided espesial-
Iy in such lurge couniries as the Sovict Union and Ching, where the larpesl
part of the population 8 petty-bourgecis, where many petry-bourgeds
glerncnls penetrate the Conuwawnist Party and move inko positions in gevern-
ment, manapement and rdministration. Very eary Lenin recognized this
damger. 1n April ¥918 he wrots in “The lmmediate Tasks of the Soviet Gro-

. vErnTREnt':

N oy willwwl ssying 1hat the element of petty-hourgends disorpanisation
(which rust feevifebly  be apparent to some extent in ewerp proletarian
revolution, and which s especially apparent in oor mevolelon, owing to
the petty-bourgeois character of our country, is backwardness aed irs
consoquences of a reactionary war} cannot but leave il impress upon the
Hoviers as well,
We mus work noremidingly o deveiop the onmmisation of the Soviels
and of the Sowviet government. there is a petty-bourgeois endency to
rransdform the members vl The Soviets into ‘pariameniarians’, ot else into
bureaucrats. We must vombat this by drawing aff the memhers of the
Soviets into the practival work of administration . ...
The fight against the bureaucraric distortion of the Suviet form of arga-
nization iz aszured by whe firmmness of the connection between the Soviets
and the ‘peopls’, meming y that the working and exploited people.
and by the Nexibilily and elasticity of this conmection.™ (71}
Seeing |he danger of the prily-bourgenis depeneration of lhe hurcaversey,
Lenin szaw ihe best means of encountering Lhis Janger in maobilizing and e-
yolutionizing the masses. The worker and poor peazants must have the mght
- o elect and dismiss their otficials.,
- o goneral the work of [he elficizls,
— to put qualified werkers into responsible posicions.
in order (o pul the dictatarship of the penletariat inte practice. the workers
musl (ake all power into sheir hands and must perfect themselves in gxer-
cising power. With great concern Lenin wrele te Sckelov:
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“Bureancrats are snart fellows, many sceundrels among thew are exrreme-

iy cunmirtg, You wor 't catell them wirkt yopr bave fands. {73}
In the following years Stalin carried out the stiugple apamst buareanymcy
with the help of the Stare Security Service, but even Lhey could not give a
decisive blow to bureaucracy hecanse the masses weren'|, mobilized Lo master
the degancrate petty-bourgeois bureancoats.
Afler Slulin's death the bureaucracy under Khreshchev usurped power,
abolished -the dictatorship of the proletariat and 1estored capitalism of a
niew Lype. As o concequence of this development. Mao Tsctung conceived the
concept of the Great Proletadan Cultural Bevolution. ln China, teo, the
bureaucracy had degenerated o g preat part and become petty bourgeois.
Not anty in governmeni, sdminisiration and manapement, hut even in Lop
positions in the Communist Party, burcaucrats who were raking the capilalisl
road could be foudd. Even old ard experienged revolwionares swecambed
to petty-bonrgedds méentality, which by the long tradition of howrgeons
ideclogy will ¢oroe up ower amd over, Thedr material privilepes made possible
a petty-bourgenis lifes1yle and gave fwe Lo egoisn. Bourgeois ambirion and
4 lust for power drew them away loom (he masses and made it impossible
for them to understand the wanis and seeds of the common people. The
burciucracy within the Party became the biggest dumger to the existence
of socialism. This bureaugracy develnped step by stép to a new class of
capltalist roaders, bringing about the danper of capitalis, esloration, if not
stapped on time.
Mac Tsewung deowe back this development in several campaigns. He cun-
clodes: :

C"In the past we have waped stmpgles in the comicysde. in the factories
and in the Meld of culture and have unfolded the movement [or socialist
edieation, but the problam could not be solved bevaese we have not vet
lound 2 form and methad which could help to mebilizs {he broad masses
it an open and extensive way, from the ranks 1o the top, to uncover our
dark sides ™ {74)

The petty.bourgecis burcaucrats in Party, govermment and managemenl
had alrezdy tzken control of many seclors and had set up their copnier-
revolutionary headquarters in the Party under the leadership of Lin Shao-
chi. The new bourgeoisic was threatening to take power. At this point the
Grezt Prolecaran Culturdl Revclution was initiated and personally ked by
Mao Tsetung, which univlded the broad masses, aspecially the young militant
Ercd Guards.

In the 16Feint-Resolution of the Central Commitiee of the O of China
on August 3, 1966, the Party members were called wpon o mebilize the
TTLE¥EES;

5z

“I'rust the masses, rely on ihem aml respes) their imitdalive {00 ) Make

the fillest wae of big characrer posters and prear debares to argue matters out
50 that the musses can clarily the cerrect views and expose the ghosts and
monsters. In this way (he rnasses witl be able to raise their puliticsl con-
seioosness in the course of the struggle, to enhance their abilities and talents,
to distitguish right fTom wreng and draw a clear line betwecn ourselyes and
Lhe enemny." {75)
Beginning in the schoois and wniversilies of the country, the Cultaral Rewe-
lution spread rapidly to all proviness and ineo all ¢itles andd wilkages, propa-
pating Mao ‘[setung Thouwght. The Red Guards distrihuted the Little Red
Bock, the Quotations frum Mao Tselung', intg the rematest villages and ex-
posed the represcotatives of the Bourgeois kine, The report to the $th Con-
gross of the CPC, hold on April 14, 1969, gves at aceount of the Great
Prole tadan Culiucal Revelution:

“Directed by (he proletarian revolutionary line of Chaman Mac, tha

lrroad rewolufionary masses tock the ficld, Following the appeal of the

Central Comniittes, 3 bigchameter posier was wrillen gt Pekingg Liver-

aty, And all over the counuy bigcharacter posters spread rapidhy, con-

demning resctionary bourgeois ideclogy. Then Red Guards rose up, one
group alier the alher, and revolutionary young people became courageous
plonesrs 0 ). Following the appeal of Chaitman Mao. 'The woerking
clarR st toke the dead inoaff metfers’, this time the working ¢lass, the
main force of proletarian revolution. and its relighle allies, the poor
peasants and lower middle peasants, stepped out ondo ihe political stage
of ‘struggle  criticism — transformation® in the field of superstucture.

Bopinning on JToly 27, 1968, the mighty ranks of the working class

marched into the positions wheee the capitalist roaders had nuled for a

lorg 1ime and ineo all the positions which are full of intellectuals; this is

apreal evolutionagry act' (76} ,

Uinder the leadership of Man Tsetung. the prolotarial of a socialist country
seceaded for the firse time not ondy in defeating the old bourgecizie but
alse in Aghting Track the newly developed bourpeeisie within the ranks ol
the Comnmanist Party. But the fight was not yet hard enoogh, 45 was shown
by the develnpiment of bureaucracy later on.

Lat ug swmmarize:

|t Crreat Proletarian Cultural Revolution is;

1. the héighest form of clngy siregele in socialiy sociery;

2. the ewaferiny and saiden developmeny of socialist cossefowsiess in
the masses of the people by means of critivism and self-crificiom and by
studying and at the same time pellng nlbe praclice Mao Tselung
Thought;
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3. the concrete form of exercizing the diclaioship of the proletariat to
prsvenl Lhe hurgaueratization of the Mary, the government and manage-
ment oppara s (directed apainst the capiralist rooaders);

4. the building of an ideolugival political hamier againsl the danger of
capitalist reslaration.

The voneept of tie Great Proletarian Culturd Bevoluiion & a great further

development of Mamxizm-Leninizna wnder the condilions of class struggle

in socialism. This class sirugele manifests iself as the dictatorship of the

proletariat by =tricl control of bureaucracy ™ (77)

The new Chinese leadership uadet Hua Guofeng and Teng Hsiao-ping has
succeeded in pushing through its revisionist fine and liquideling lhe achicve-
metits of the Greal Prolelarian Cultural Revolution, has reversed |he changes
made in the Party leademship and in government and econonic mumggame L.
rehabilitating  buresuerals, intellacruals and hoorgeois eloments back into
these positions. The sshabilitation of class enemies reached ils pesk in the
posthumous oehwbitation of the arclwrevisionist Lin Shac-chi. The bullélin
of the 5th Plenary Scssion ol the |1th Central Committee of the CP of
Ching lakes position:

..y Comwrade Lin Shao-chi. the former vive chairman of the €0 of the

CP of Ching, who was 2 great Maekist and proleturan sevolulionary,

who in the past decades was always loval to the pamry and the people,

who stood gp for the proletarian revolution all his lf¢ and made mex-
tinguashabie coneributions in the new-democratic and socialist révolulion
and to socislisl vomstrugtion. The way the situation in e party and
country on the eve of the Cultural Bevolution was sven mn (o197l con-

trary Lo rezlity. This led to the incotrect and vnfounded conclusion Wl a

conenigr-revolutionary and revisionist line dominated in the parly, 40d that

snzalled hourpecis headgquarters cxisled wilth Liu Shao-chi al the lead.

"This & the grearest migjudgment in (he history o our party and must be

completely revised,™ (T4)

Hoxha's Change of Cowse in Evaluating the Great Proletarian Cultural
Revalution — Repudiation of his Slanderous AdLadks

Mot only the modem mevisioniss i the leadership of the CP of China attack
the Greal Prolelarian Cultural Revolution directly or indirectly and denounce
it in comnection with the so-alled “Gang of Four™ — suying “Gang ol Fear®
ard meaning Mao Tietung. Envey Hoxha takes o similar position, ooly that he
attacks Mao Tietung mere openly. To gharacterize his power of ndgmen! and
his morils, let us compare two of his statements which complelely comira-

a4

dicl each other. Adfter the Great Proletardan Culteral Beyolution had begua,
at the Sth Congress of the PLA on MNuvember |, 1966, Loxhy said the
folleraing in his repot:
“The FLA welcomes the Proletadan Collural Eeveludion in China, the
purpose of which is the wlenfless siruggle againsl boungsols révisionist
idealopy, which appears in people’s minds in the Held of eullure and i
avery other area of life in the country, spsinst the clase cpemiey and all
open and concealed revisionists who s trying to lead Ching back onto
the capitalist road, and also against Amercan imperislism snd wof
redctionaries.” (79 '
Twelve vears |ater Hoxbha said on this same topic:
“The course of events showed that the Great Proleturian Cullumal Re-
yolution was neither a revolution, nor great, nor cultumal, and m paclicular,
mot i the least proletersn, It wis g palsce putsch on an 3ll-Ching seale
fou the fiquidation of a handful of reactionanes who had seieed powee™
(A¥)
In this matter of principle Hoxha has had a cotplens tym of niind, Perhaps,
ore could object, he didn™t have a complete picipre of the gigation al the
Sth Congrass In 1966 but five years later, at the 6th Congress in November
1971, he still took his origing view:
“The triumph of the preat proletadan cobtural wyoluton indlisled il
puided by the great Marxist-Lenmist Comrade Muo Tee-lumg, i5 4 viclory
and a souree of inspiration for lhe whele wordd revolutionary movement.*
(81}
Supposing that new facis and nsighis had led 1o this principally opposite
view. inen il would have been his duty to practice candid, honest and ob-
jective self-criticism hefore the FLA, the Albandan working cluss and Lhe
whele international conubunist movementi, which openly, honestly and ob-
jectively investigated the alloged muistakes of his [ooner positive opinion
Bur Hoxha did no such thing Inslead. this change of coume s presented
as proof for the never-[ailing “principled analysis and stand of the PLA in
delenling Marxism-Laninism®. Once again he calls upon the faked diary,
accorling 1o which he supposedly said as early as October 1966 about the
Cultural Revobllion:
"Nouthing con be sofved eorrecily, ne correct Morxist-Lerinist line cant be
devided or aovepted, witfiouwr the party, witheut the workwig oftss In the
Jorefront. Arny cther road feads to mictakes, fo things froughl with many
dangers for the future, " (52}
Ten yeyrs laler, in Aprdf 1976, he described the Cullural Revolution as a
revisinnist power sorugple:
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“This revolufion was lhe result of the strogele betwecn Lwo rightist,
Tiberal revislonist trends over who was to seize power: Mao or Lin.™ (83)
Instead of criticizing the siand he tuok at the Sth and 6th Congresses. he says
three months later, in Jaly 1476:
“Al wome siage. when the Lruth aboui what Mao really was comes ot
clearly, the question will be raised a3 10 why we have described hin as
‘a great Marxist-Leniaise'? Tt iz true that we have said this, bul not with
complete convictiom, Then have we not been apportunisi? Ma, we have
always sought to do our best for the Chinese Feopls and the Communist
Farty of China, which openly defended Stalin, and have had the best of
intentions Lowards Mao personally . (B4
Which Ceommonist s going to believe this? Fspecially when he again,
according to fhe docurnents of the PLA, said exactly the opposite at the 7lh
Congress in November T Qi )
“The work of whis ourstonding Morzki-Leninist represents ¢ conirilrwlion
to the enrichment of the revalutionwy thesry wad pracifce of the profe-
fariat, " (B5)
The obvicus mendacity of the alleged diary iz enough to sxpose Hoxha
Methods Tike this .are incompatible with proletsrian mentaliry. Noi the
Crcat Proletanan Cultural Revolution ind Mao Tsetung musl be ve-evaluuled.
Rut rather Enver Hoxbia himseld,
Let us how tum 1o the core of his wanderous attacks. In eomnplete upper
sition to his eaffer views. Hoxha now states in “hnperalism and the Revo-
lutlon:
“Bur the motw fhing was the focl thar neither the poriy war the prokeia-
riat were i the feadership of this ‘preat proletarion revolition il T}
He is nat the first to make such allegations. The modem revisiorists also
clained fhis during (he Cultural Revolution and afrerwards. For example,
i a book called "Criticisn of Mae Tsetung's Theoratical Views, published by
a Soviet Teyisionist collective, it is stated:
“The Culmral Revolution is desipnated -as ‘proletarian® and was allegedly
carried out in the imterests of the proletariat, but the Chinese workers
were. in fact. exchuded (rom participation {. . .}. Mao Tsetung's fallowers
counted on the political immatunty of youth {. . ) and 100k advantage of
this to smagh the Party ciganizations and other social instimtions.™ (87
How the arguments ate alike! However, neither the Soviet rewisionisls ner
Hoxha can prove them becanse they aren’t troe.
The Cultural Revolution was initialed by a cizcular of the Central Commilice
an May 16, 1966. This document was wiitien during Lthe twodline slruggle
againsi he followers of Liu Shan-chi and was distributed for discussion in
the eniire Party, 1 says:
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“The whole Party st follow the directives of Comrade Mao Tsetung,
hold the banrer of the Prolstadan Culinral Revolution high, relentlesly
expose the bourgeols reactivnary position of thase anti-Party | anti-socialist,
so-calted “academic authomiies'. thoeonghly criticize the bouspeois-re-
actionary concepts held in circles of those working in science, eduwcation,
journalism_ literslue, art and publishing houses, condemn these views and
take over leadership in chese sectors of colture. [o order to do this, il i
necessary di the same imne (o ctiticlze and conden those Tepresentafives
of the bourgsoint who heve crept intoe the Party, into government, the
anmy and varous ewllual seccors, They must also be purged out or a part
of them placed inio other poslions" {45)
Based on broad discussion of this civcular, the Cenlral Committee of the CP
of China passcd iy 1&-poini-resolution on the Great Proletarian Cubtural
Revolution, giving an owllipe for camying il owl, I says about the leader-
ship by the Parly and Lhe tasks of the Party comomitees;
“Whal the Central Comniittés of the Party demands of the Parly commil-
tees at all lewels iz that they persevere in miving correct leademhap, put
daring sbuve everyrhing elise, boldly arouse the masses, change the state
of weakness and iweompetence where it exists, encourage thoss comrades
who have made mistakes but are willing 1o comact them to cast off their
menlal burdens and join inthe struggle, and digmiss from their leading posts
all those in auhority who are taking the capitalist road and so make pos-
sible 1he recapture of the lezdership for the proletarian revolutionaries.™
{89)
As a mesubl of the nulitant struggle of the masses against the boonge oisie on
the ideolugicsl front and bascd on the sirengthening and browdening socialist
comscioumess, not the Padly way liguidated but rather the headquarters of
the new bourgeoizie. In the movement “struggle — orlicisim — trans-
formation™', which spread over the whole country, the Party and state of-
ficials were reroulded, o that many of them could remain in office and do
pood work afterwards, The Great Proletaran Cultural Revolution did not
become. #x Hoxha claims, 2 movement o liquidate the Party, but, on the
conlrary. a movement to consolidale the proletarian Party in class struggle.
In the same way onc can prove that Hoxha's slanderous gsserfion that the
Cultural Rewclution did not put the leademship of the working class into
cifect is nothing but an ermpty lie. He claims:
“Thus the working cluss was Jelt on the sidelines, and there were in-
stanges when it opposed  the red guards and even fought them . . 3.
The party was disintegrated, 11 was liguidated and the comrounists and the
proletaiat were totally disregarded ™ {50



Il is a fact, however, that the Great Proletardan Cultural Revolution was
initigled by the resclulion of the Central Committes ol the Communist
Parly of China vn Awguslt 8, 1984, and was led by rcliable Commnnists,
workers, peazants ynd class-conscions memhers of the Bod CGuards not, of
course, by party officiuls against whom the strugele was directed, the capi-
alisL romaders,
Accordingy , o was s1ated in the bulletio of the endanged | Xth Plenary Session
of the §lh Central Commitee of the CP of China;
“The working ofasy taxi fake fhe lead fn ol maditers, in order to realize
the diviatorstip of Yhe proletariat in ke feld of the superstracture, in-
cluding rhe paripuy seofors of ewfrure | in vrder (o secomplish the tasks
sel By Mao i all slages of siroxgle  crticism — Llransformation’ and tu gu
through with the Proletadan Culturl Revolution, {91}
Because aof Lhe long tadition ol bourgeods ideclogy o schools snd univer-
sites, the bourgenisie still had 410l of influenve, especiatly in the educational
instinations. 1L s o eoipeidence that the Colurs Revolwdon began here,
In the courge of its Javelopment il spread cul 10 Lhe faclones and villages,
Before the Cultural Hewolution most factories had overemnphasized pro-
duction.
With “strupgle - criticiem — transformation™ prolelarian politics was put in
first piace. Revolutionary factory workers formed workers' propapanda
tearns which went to the vadous govemment and state bodies and other
aocial instiniliony (o exert ¢onirol in the inleresis of the worang class, to
gshow where conditions were bad and to educate the officials, Their lasks
were described as follows;
“The intclectuals most 1ot thémselves be ve-sducated by the workers.
peayanly ans soldiers, so that they can unite with the workers and
pepsants. The workers propagandy teums should remain a1 the schools
ior o long time to share the tasks of ‘strupgle — critigism — transformaeion:
and to perprtuate their leadership there ™ (92)
Hixaha's tnteniions ame clear. By claiming that there was ne leadavship iy the
Purty and the woelting class, he 5 attacking the Culteral Revolution us Lhe
highest formn of class simuggle wnd convret: form of the dictatorship of the
proletariat againg the burgquratizalion of the Party, the state and manage-
ment apparatus.

Haxha Dendes the Existence of A ntagonistic Classes onder Sucialism

In his beok ‘Imperalism and the Rewolution'. Hoxha claims be have had
doubts about Mao Tsetung's theses before:

“On many of Mao Taotung's theses, such as that abount the handling of the
conttadicrions between the proletadat and the bowrgeoisie as non-znta-
gonistic comtradictions, the thesiz aboot the fxisience of anfagomistic
Eﬂa&!j.es during the entire perfod of soofifs (. . ) we had our rescrvations
*I'hws he {Man) does wof see the sociaiiss revalution as @ gualfutive change
in sactety in which antagonisiiv classes und the oppression and exploitation
of man hy man are abaolished, but conceives it o5 g aimple charge of
Places between the bourgesisie and the proletariof ™ {93)
Seornfully Hoxha says this view is Mao T#tungs “discovery™ and then
(uotes him:
“IF thé bourgevisic and the proletariat cannot iransform themselves into
eqch wiher, how docs it come that, thraugh revefurlon, the profetforia!
becomes ihe ruling coss and the howrgeniske the ruled clam?™ (emphasis
by the ed.)
Hirw an {loxha sssert that this change of place Mao Teetung taks about
is o quakitative change when “through revolution, the proletariat becomes che
ruling clss"? Marx in his time had already made this “discovery™. Stalin, too,
writes Lhat there is class suppression before and afier the revoluton:
“Bul there i= one subsaemsind diffzvence. This difference consists in the
fact lhat all hitherto existing class states have been dietslocships of un ex-
ploitmg mincmity ower the exploited majoritiy, whereas tee diciatorhip
af the prolejprint is the dictatorship of the exploited majositr over the ex-
ploitfag mimority . (24, emphasis by the ed ) :
In attacking Mav Tsetung's stztement that anagonistic classes contiue to
exizl Lhrowghout the whole period of socialism and that the victorows pro-
letariat as the ruling class commands and suppresses the bourgenisie, Hoxha
takes the opposile stand, contradicting Lenin, who in his work ‘Econcmics
und Politics in the Em of the Dictatorship of the Proletariar* siresses ex-
plivitly;
“Llaving overthrown the Gourgeoisie and conguered politicel power, the
prefeterial. has boeeme the ridieg class; it wields state power, it exercises
contral over eans of production already socialised; it guides the wavering
and intermnediary elaments and lasses; 11 crushes the increasingly stubborn
resistenee of the exploiters. All these are speciffe tasks of the class struggle,
tasks which the proletariat formerly did not and conkd not have set ilself,
The class of exploiters, the [andowners and capitalists, have not disap-
peared and cannot disappear all 3t once wnder the dictatorship of the
prolctariat. The exploiters have been smashed, but not destroyed. They
slill haw: an intemational hase in the form of intemutionul capital, of
which Lhey sr¢ 4 branch. They still retain certain means of producton in
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part, they =6l have money, they still have vast social connections. Becauss
they have besn defealed, the energy of their resistance has increased a
hundred- and a thousumdfold. (.. )
But if it is oot {ozgotien, it hecomes obvicus that by overthrowing the
bouwrgsodsle Lhe proleradiat takes the most decisive siep towards the ahn-
Lition of classes. and in ovder to complete the process the proletarial mist
comiinue jta class stmggle, making use of the spparalus of state power
and employing various methods of combating, influencing and bringing
pressume to bear om the overthrown bourgeoisie and the vacillaling petly
bourgeoisie.” (35)
By denying the existence of antagonistic classos and (he emergence of @ naw
bourgeqisie, Hoxha restricts class struggle in socialism to “‘emaants of the
overthrown and exploited classss™ and to “elements who are degenerating
and opposing socidlist constmuction™, bul mainly to exizrnal enemies, the
“surrounding capitalist-revisionist wodd“ (Shehuw),

[n Denying the Two-Line Stroggle, Hoxha Promotes Pureaucratic Methods
within the Party

For Briver Hoxha a thing does not exist if he doesn't wanl il to. That's why

he denies not only the exisience of antaganistic classes but also the objective

law of the twoline struggle. For that purpose he distorts Mao's views. Thus

he mainfaing in ‘Imperiylism and the Revolution®:
“Mao Tsetung himself has advocated the need for the existence of ‘two
lings' in the parly. Avcording to him, the cxistence and struggle between
two lines is something natural, is 2 manifestation of the unity of the
opposites, 15 a flexible policy which unites in itself bath lovalty to prin-
ciples amd compromise " (G6)

As “proof” of Mao’s so-called "sermon™ on the necessry of fwo figes within

the Party. he takes 2 yuomtion from Maw's ‘A Dialectical Apptoach to

Inner-Party Unity” ot of s context:
* Thus', he writes, 'we have two hands to desl with a conrade who has
made mistakes: one hand to struggle with him and the other to unite
with him. The g of this strupele is to uphold the principles of Marxism,
which 1means being principled; that is one aspecl of (he problem. The other
wspect s 1o unite with him, The aim of wndty is to offer him a way out,
to reach 2 compromise with him® . . ) (37}

The open discussion of differing opinions within the Communist Party must

not be suppressed, v long as every member arpugs on the basis of the unity
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af the Party. “The aim of strapgle is to uphold the principles of Mactan.™
{Mao} In his cssay Mao Tsetung deals with the different handling of contra-
dictians among the people and the conimdictions with the enemy. Here Mao
paints oul the following: . )
“f think our attitude should be one of unity iowards every comrade, no
maller wha, provided ke & nar a hostile element or a ssboteur (., ).
The unity of opposites is the fundamental eoncept of dlectics. In accoi-
dance with this concept, what should we do with 2 commude who has made
mistakes? We skowld fasr woge & struggle fo rid kim of his wrong ideas.
Second, we should also help him, Point one, struggle, and point two,
help. We should proceed from goed intentions to help him correct his
mislakes 30 that he will have 4 way out.
However, dealing with persons of another type is differenr. Towards per-
sons like Trotsky and like Chen Tu-hsiv, Chang Kuo-1ao and Kao Kang
i China it was impossible to adopl a helpful attitude, for they wers in-
orripible © (98; ernphasis by the ed.}
The twotine struggle is the ohjective law of development ef contradictions
within the Party. Even if Hoxha denics it. it will nevertheless have its effect
{in the PLA as well). Petty-bourgeois mentality emerges spontaneously
again and again and dogs not only infect people of petty-bouwrgeois vrigin,
Uniess they have a very finm socialist conwdoumsss proletarians, too. are
inflicted by petty-bousgeois mentality a5 a esull of inner influences and
changes, reinforced by ihe influence of bourgeols ideoiogy as an external
cuuse. Particulady vulneérble are the bureaucrats who tend to petty-bour-
geois mentality becauss of feir higher standard of living and a certain
amouni of power they hawe in their hands.

Those members and officials in the Parly who are doroinated by pethy-
hourgeois menlakity will seon come into conflict with the prolelarian line
of the Party. At First these are comtradictions among the people which, if they
can't be mesolved, ehange into antagonistic condradictions. These conira-
dictions are nanifested as the twoline struggle. The peliy-bourgeois line
attempts o undermine the proletatian ling and te change the Party into a
revisionist parfy. This must be prevented by Lhe consequent struggic of
the proletarian line.
How far can the inner-party twoline strugme go? When doesa contradiction
among the people change intu & contradiction between the people and the
vaemy * Mao comunents on That as follows:

“The one i that party discipline must be kepd. the minoritiy must sub-

ordinase Lo the majority and the whole party 10 the Central Commilee;

the ather is that seeret faclions tust not be organized ™ (99)
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~Be il is o necessaTy provess that a mwodline steapale develops on the basis of
inrer-Party contradictions. The objective cause of this is the existence of clus
seh, clusy conimdictions gnd class steugpie in socialism. Hoxha denies this ob.
jective law by implying Lhat Mao Tiewng approves of the constant exi-
stence of two hines within the Party. But he cannot prevent this low from
having itz effects in Albanis and the PLA. The best example is given by
Hoxha himse1fin the Central Copmitiea’s report to the Tth Congress.
“In the educative work, it shoukd sot be forgotten that, for known vea-
sons, the manifestations of the feeling of private property and the farg
avers of pery-bourgecis piyehology still have strong soofs in the
counlrysde (.- ) {100 emphasis added}. _
The 4¢f, 5th, &th, and Tth Plenums of the Central Committec of the
Party have Been great schoobs of class strupgle in the period betwecn the
twao Congresses. These plenums uncovered and made short work ef the
hostile groups of Fadil Pacrami and Todi Lubonja, of Beqir Ballukw,
Petrit Dume and Hito Cako, of Abdyl Kellezi, Koeco Theodhosi and Kico
Ngjela, and others, who had engaged in @ Barreaching undermining and
wabolage acivity i the Deld of ideolopy and euliure, in the army, ndu-
stry, plannjng, trade, and 5o on (101}
“The wncovering aud liquidation of the plot hatched vp by the internal
and external cremies is 2 greal victory ol our Purly and people, 2 viclory
ol Marxism-Leninism over revisionisgn,™ 132
We cannot tell which idedlagical-political questions were represented by the
different geoups becanse Hoxha doesn't describe the contents of the strupgle.
What we can tell, however, is that the struggle between Marxism-Leninism
and revizionism, which IToxha is refeming to, iz always o lwo-hine siougele,
But. according to Hoxha, this was not the case, becanse the “hostile groups
(.. .3 rousked (heir counlerreyolulionany activily [, Y nevar daring ta come
out upendy against the line of the Party (, , 3, {103)
Bul the slriggle against trailors within the Party canks is always complicated
because they wave the red banner in order 10 fighe it and they conceal their
revtsiomist line, Since, accopding to Aoxha, “hostile proups™ had strong in-
fluerice i the Party and amomg the people, it would have been abzolutely
necessary o mobilize the masses in an ideclegical struggle and a comprehen-
give movement of criticigm and salfcriticism. This was not done in the PLA,
as according (o official opinion there was no twodine struggle. There is an
obvicds comnection belween denying the ohjective law of the twodine
stropple and, later on, attacking Mac Tsehung's concept of the Great Prole.
tarian Coltyryl Revolution.
This is the hest way to destvoy criticiem and selfecriticism as both the baw of
develomment of the Party and the driving force of socislist construction.

Frstead, burssoeralic melhods see promoated, 1loxhs hisnsell descnibes these
symptoms in the Central Commities™s report;
“For some linig the encmies managed tooael snd cawss Jamage wilhol
being discowversd, Because hey [ound weak spols im the work of the
Pariy and 1he slate power. They exploiled misigkes and shorbeomings,
manifestations of hureauweracy, liheealism and euphoria, which they did
their best to spread #nd cocourage ™ (104)
“The tendenvics obsrved m osome people to msort to administrative
methnds: where persiasion and education should be used wre also sectaran.
Those who display sectarian tendencies often pose as ‘sonsislent and pon-
cipled revolutionaries'. But in fast they are opportunists and act i this
vay in order 1o be “on the safe side®.” (103}
What Hoxha described as 9 symplom in Mowember 1976 is nothing but the
systematic developament ol a ety howegeois bureaneracy

Hoxha Denies the Emergence of a New BEaurgeowsie

Beoause Hoxha refuses to recogrize the objcktive law of the two-line struggle,
L alse denies that it origivates from elass struggle. Every ideological-poditical
line belongs te s definite class: The class of the bourgenisie brings Forward
its bourgeois line, the working class brings forward the proletadan line.
The proletarian line iy Marxism-l eninism and Mao Tsctung Thought.
Hoxha twists the twodine struggle as 2 seftection of class strugele inte “a
wrion ol classes with contradictory interests.™ (106; emphasis by the ed.)
But that means he dso denies the class character of the hostile elzmeniy
and groups following a revisionisl lioe. In praclice this means defending the
petty-hourgecis bureaucrals within the Marly, That's exactly what he does
when e criticizes that the Pekmg Party Conmmitee, which was the head-
quarters of Liu Shao<chi and his followers. was allacked in the Cultural Re.
volutiom,
Ir his address co the Bth Congress of the CPSU (B} in March 1919, Lenin
drew attention to the fact fhat & new bourgecisie was emerging in socialism
next to the old bouegenisie. This new bourgeocisie emenging from the burean.
cracy was nok yet of grear inportance. However, this was going to change
hasically Taler on. At the Tarly Congress Lenin said:
“Comrade Bykov, who is closely Fanoiliar with the faces in the economic
field. told us of the new hourgevisie which have arisen i our country.
This is truc. The bourgecisie dre emerging not only from among the Soziet
govermmenrt employees - only 2 very few can emerge from their ranks —
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but from the vanks of the peasanis and handicaftsmen who have been
liberated from the yoke of the capilalist banks, and whe are now cul off
{rom raitway cemmunication. This ¢ a fact. How do you think you will get
round this fact? You are only foslering your own diusions, er introdusing
badly digested booklearning into reality, which is far maore complex.
It shows that even in Russia, capitalist commoditly production s alive,
operating, developing and giving rise to @ bourgeoise. in the same way
it does in every capitalist society.” (107} . .
The country's econdmy hud been muined by war and civil wat, and fhe Soviet
power was farced to tolerate a restricled fom of capitalism in the ‘Mew Eco-
nomic Policy” in order to prevent a preat famine, In spite of t]*n:_ danger of re-
staring capltalism, this temporaty MEasure was necessary, but it was siemnly
controlled by the dictatorship of the proletaniat, beacuse this old and new
bureawetacy was clear for everyone th see.
The petty-bourgecis degeneration of 2 large part af l_he bureaucracy wis
Jifferent. This was a long process of ideological transition from plmlletu;aﬂ
ta petty-bourgeois mentality. Degencruted petty bourgecis were sittng side
by side with relisble communists in the Party, state and economic appafatus
and wlapted to the circumstinces in a4 way that they wouldn’t be naticed.
Later om they became the banrgeoisle of 2 new type and carried oul the re-
storxtlon of capitalism after they had come into power, This danger prevails
in every socialist country , may Hoxha believe it or not. 1
We already pointed out above that the objeclive laws have to have their
effeuts in Albania. In his teport to the Tih Party Congress Hoxha gave some
more examples: o
g the recent years especially. the technocratic and lntellﬁ-:lu_allstlmﬂu-
ences have been exprésied, amemg other things, in the overestimation of
technology and special skills, in the failure 1o consider problems from th_e
potilical and ideological angle, in the lack of fuith in the deive and opti-
mizm of the masses * {108) o
" This is & typical feature of bureancrats with petty-bourgeols mentalily in
Party, govermmenl and mimagemen| apparatis. They want to separate them-
selves [roin the masses and despise them. The report reads:

“But this mst in 1o way (. . .) close our eyes to manifestations of mdif-
ference which ar¢ ohserved among many working peoplé 4nd even smong
a number of communists and cadres." (109)
The hostlle groups menkioned had oecupied key postions in ideology and
cnlture, in the anmy and in the sconomy. This development demnonsirated the
ahsolute necessity of mobilizng the masses on a broad scale in ideclogical
struggle and ertician and self-critivism in a prolelasian eultural revolution,

The development of bumauctacy inko a new clas which in the end will -
store capitalism canmol be prevenled only by dismizsing the burcaverats from
office. Contrary (o this, the magazine “Albaniz Toduy® praclicully asserts
that the danger of a restoration of capitalism does nol exisl ay more!
It says;

“The energetic and irvesisiible development of soctalism in Albasvia is Lhe

work of wur heric party (. ) (1109 _

That is why lhe people with the Pany at the head took unprecedenied

elforiy am ghaolished exploitation and opprcssion caee end foralf * (151
“lrregisizblet and “once and for all*  thal s sheer ideslism® How will class
slrugde in Albania devetop further on? Can the resioration o capitalizm be
prevented? Ry attacking Man Tsetung Thought and the Proleladan Culaeal
Bevolution in a Hguidationist way, the leadership of the PLA has 1sken an
exiremely danperous conrse. Hoxha does not sé¢ how petty-bourgeos menla-
lity arises awd develops spontaneously. resuliing in a peily-bougeois poli-
tical Tipe. ‘Ihis is an objective law of the developmeni of conlmdiclions.
He denies the twodine struggle and also deénies the emergence of a new bour-
geoisie. He doesn't accept this boesuse he himself iz already predominated
by petty-hourgeois mentality. If this perty-bourgenis mentality, which arises
gpontanecusly sguin and again, i nol fought hack constantly, If it is not
overcome  that Is, il il is nol finglly defeated hy the proletarian mentality,
it the saclalist. consclousness of the masszes is oot advanced and strenglhensd
— them the PLA will inevitably be confronted with the sltemative:

EITHER PROLETARIAN CULTURAL EEVOLUTION GR KESTORATION
OF CAPITALISM!
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4. Far the Unity of tha Communist Wordd Movemant on the Basic of
Marzizm-Leninign and Mza Tsetung Thought

The Betrayal by the Teng/Hus-Cligue and Huxha's Slandervus Arfracks on
Mz0 Teluog and Maoe Tsetung Thought have Promowd Wordwide Liqui-
dationian

The clique of modem evisionists ander the leadership of Hua Kuo-feng and
Teog Hsiae-ping  petly-bourgeois degenerate bureaverats who came i
porwer after Mao's death — have reslored cupitalism and have turned inte a
hourgs tisic of 4 néw type. In vrder to matntain their mle over the wowkers
awd powsants, they noeded dlics {rom other classes and steata: high-ranking
former capitalists, petty bourgeois and intellectuals. They were given bhack
leadling positions iy economic, state and academic sectors. What is expeceed
[rom Lhe old capitdists under the conurand of the new hourgeoisie i5 plainly
expressed by a révealing report about a banguet of 2,300 represenlatives of
thes ria ol howrgeoise: .
“¥ige-Chaimam Deng expressod the hope that all 1he demosrntic parties
and the Ail-Ching Federation of Industrialisis and Buvinessmen will play
their role as musters of the cowmay, make ciiticians md suggestions o-
parding the povernmenl’s major poiicies and work in wariouy Gelds, be
the Pariy s gncere fifends who will give their forthright views and comt-
ments, and work iopeiher with lhe Communist Party to an the stale
well. (112; emphasis by the ed.}
Ope van well imagine their enthosizan . Numerons intelectosls snd business
man who had been dismissed from their bigh posiions during the Great
Proletaran Cultural Revolution were rehabilitated . In order to decorate (hess
anbiwoviddist messures with 2 socialist appearance, the Chinese revisionists
think np new heones;
“If the appropoation of the means of producton by 2 class ceases and
llos same group of people is no longer ahle o approprae (e labour
of anothier growp, the class itself noturally ceases 10 exisl, " (L3}
That stands in fundamental contradiclivn to Marxism-Leninian and Mao
Tsetung Thought. Lenin explained clearly and plaindy:

“And claszes sUll remdn and Wil remai o the era of the ticlalomship of
the prolelanal, The dictstorship will become unnecessary when classes
disappear. Withewt the dictateship of the proletaciaz they will oot dis-

appear.
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Classes have emainad, but in the cra of |he dictatorship of the prolctariat
erery class has undergone 1 change, and the relutions helween the classes
have also changed. The class strupgle does not disappear under the Jictstor-
ship of 1he proletanal; it merely assumes diffetent Form 5 {114)
Avcordingly, Mao Tsewung paints out, “in the histurical peried of socialian
there wre stifl classcs, class contradivtions and class siuggla™. ’
Realily shows how the concept of “basic chinges in oluss relation in Ching™
works amd how the former exploiters have been “remoulded™ i Lo working
peuple who “live by the work of their own hands™ lp January 1979 the
{n:luaving decision of the Ceniral Committee of the CPF of China was pub-
ishiesd
“According to this decision, their {the old capitalists’ — fhe ed.) bank
deposits attd other property confiscated with the ypproval of Lin Brao and
the ‘gang ol [our during the Great Culluml Revohition will be relwmed
to them, and the money deducted from their original wages over the
yeurs will be refounded. From pow on they will receive the same high
salary as they used to ge| before the Cultural Revoiuton ™ (115)
Thj_s appalling fuct Is camouflaged as the “reinstatement of Chatmyan Mun's
policy towards |he national bourgeeisie™. This is blunt demagogy! The TP
Policy towards the natiomal houmgeoisie which had taken part in the re-
volution — 4 policy which was a wecessary part of peupie’s democratic re.
volutiun after liberation in 1949 — is applied 16 the period after the sociatise
revolulion in 1956 and raised to 3 principle. This is 4 frontal attack on the
Cultirl Revolulion.
The CP of China had pursued 2 policy of huyingup |he means of productica
owhed by the nalional bourgecisic which hag supported the e w-democratic
revolulion. In 1956 the small and middle prvate business became mixed
state-private property. For  transitional period these capitaligls werg com-
pensated with 7 per cent interest for their capital, the old bosses were often
allawed Lo remain in leading positions in their [oomer Tactories and often re-
ceived higher salaries, But that was under stale contral, This Agrecment wag
_nnly applied until September 1966, when all fuctories were transfommed
intd the property of the people in the Great Proletarian € ultural Revolution.
IJII a lieree class struggle Lhe still existing influence of the national hourgeoi-
si€ was broken, The revolutionary masser confiscated ang scoumuizeed
IACETESLS, saving accounts, public loans, gold und silver, privale mansions
eic. The high salaries of the businessmen were #dapted {o Lhose of the com-
mon workers, Most ol them were fired from their kigh posdtions and were
seitt by dhe workshops and stores for manual Jabour.
Thfese revelutionary meames of the dictatorship of the proletagiat are now
being slardered 25 an expresdion of 3 “fascig dictatorship”. The capitatisis
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arc getting back eheir money and twierests and are re-inslated in their former
povitions, Now the question comes up: Where does the moey come from Lo
pay back lhe interests, to pay back the fortunes? Where dres their orginal
capital vorne from? 1t comes from the surplus value pressed out of the waor-
krry!
Purthermare, Lhe Marxist-Loninist line wwards the intelleciuals was revised.
These are the measein:
“Shortly after countrywide liberation in 1949, the Chinese Comrmunix
Party brought oat the policy of uniting, educating and remoulding intel-
fectuals a3 most of them wore bogrgecis and petty-bourpeais intallectuals
from the old society. More than twi decades have passed and many fanda-
mental changes Dave taken place in the ranks of Lhe incellectuals. Today,
the policy is no looger applicable in regard to the overwhelming majorily
of intelleciuats. They aee no longer the object uf uniling, educating and re-
moulding, bur are now s part of the werking ofes engaged in menval
Lebowe and 2 force the Parly relies an ¥ {116; ¢mphasis by the ed.)
Howaver, it is a fact that usder socialian, toe, the intellectuals sfill vacillate,
Many utellectuals eojoy a highes standaed of living thum 1he wowkars, cul-
tvale a petty-bourgeols lifestyle and are mare vuinemble for hourgenis
ideology. ‘that's why Mac Tsetmunp emphasizes the necesity of remoulding
the inlellectuals in socialism, The new Chinese leadership has champed the
policy towards the intellectuals fundamenlally. Formerly the students were
semt o the countyside duriag their wnivetsity years in order o become
acyuainted with the life of the simple peasants and to unite with them,
today they are expeviad o concentrate exclusively on their acadesnic 5mdis?_
Alsn they are exemped from taking parl in physical labour, which hourgeois
intellectuals often comsider an snnoyiog doty. As early 4§ in March, 1978,
Teng declured at the Nationa) Seience Conference:
“Seientists and technicians should concentrate all their epergy on scien-
tific and technicsl tasks. When we say that they should spend at least
5/6 of their time un their prefessional work, we consider this as the mini-
i time, The mote tine they myest, the better it iz, (117)
For him, idevlogical-political educalion is of no importance: _ ]
“We cannot expect that scientists and technicians — at least in Lhetr ma-
jority — read a lot of political and theoretical books and take part a grear
deal in social activities and maetings which have nothing o do with their
subject.” (118)
The new Chinese bourgeoisie peeds these intelleciuals to maintain its e
For this reason a goowang number of intellectugls is piven leading positions
in economy, the acgdemic fleld and Lhe state, even in the tevisionist CP.
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In ‘Beijing Review®, Mo 31/1979, in a report ‘Experis in Leadimg Positions',
one could read: '

“For inslanee, after the recrganization of the Farty committee in the

Shanphui Oil Refinery, seven of its cleven members now are eppineers,

lwo are 1gchnicians and onc is o specialisl in management.™ (119)
Jusl wmagine — M inigllecluals on w “récrganisod“ Party committee con-
sisting of Il people, obwousdy cleared of wotkérs. The workers are to be
taken ot of the leadership aud administration of the factodes. This shows
that a new proletarian revolulion is nrecessary
With its ‘Wew Policy® the Chinese leadership sharpens the contradicton
botween manval and brain woek and destroys the revolwbivnary allisnoe
ol working class amd mtellectuals. The intellactuals are mtanded to becoms
Tailhiul inslruments in the hands of the new bourgeoisie under the new cun-
ditions of rcvisionist rule and to % detached from the working class. Teng
and Hua need a mass basis among the pecple in order to strongthen their
mle. They find this amonp the mass of patly hourgeois intelactuals and
bribe them with privileges and profitabile positioms. The dictatorship of the
pruletapal was abolished and the achievements of (he proletadan revolution
wire destroyed .
Until recently this betrayal of Marxism-Leninism and socilis by the Teng/
Hua liquidationists has, for tactical reasons, ol yel gone s far to criticize
Mao Tsetung and Mao Tsetung Thought openty. Frequently capitulist mea-
sures are evan coverad up by using words of Mao, made 10 {11 their purpose
— just 45 the Soviet evisionists hide their revisionism behind a screen of
Marxist-leninist phrases. The revisionist betrayal of the Teng/llua<lique
has dome as much danage to the internatonal cominunist and labour move-
ment a; the worldwide mvisionism introduced by Khushehes did at the
20th Congress of the CPSU in 1956,
Marxists-Leninists condemn the revisionistn which has been pricticed since
Mao'y death by the new leadership with Teng and Hua at the top, As a con-
saquence of mvisonian, cepitalivm has been restored and China has, in &
socialdmperialist manner, invaded Vietnam. The Chinese leadership’s helli-
vose stand and its bogidicking of the superpower USA and the leading re-
actonaries in the capitalise countries have erated o profound mistrust
om Lhe part of working masses throughout the world. A great split has divided
the Murxisi-leninist mowvement worldwide, 3 split into followers and
oppenenls of the new Chinese leadeship. The dispute has led to Liquidation
oF sitting-up of many vrganizations. This wodd-wide [iquidetionizm was rc-
inforced by the fatal position Laken by BEnver Hoxha and the Party of Labour
of Albania. On the one hand. they condemn the betrayal of the Teng/Hua-
cligue, wihich is fully justiffied, and were the first w Rjec the socalled
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‘three worlds theory®, on the other hand they clam that Mao Tsefung is
respongible for the wholc negative development in Ching. dencunce him as
a2 revisionmist and a Chinese Khrushehey, slander his thought as anti- Mamist-
Leninist, and thereby creale profound confuson in the communist and
labour muoverneni, encowaging world-wide liguidationism.

In the ideclogical struggle sgeinst modern revisionism of the Soviet and the
Chiness variety, Enver Huxha is a shady figuze — on the one hand he is
against it, on ihe other hand he is on a revisionis| path himself in attacking
Mao Tsetung and Mao Teetung Thought. This discredits him in the cycs of
many Marxists-Leninists all over the warld. In his hlind effort to degrade Maa
Tsctung in woder 1o put himself in & more favourable Hght he hay ecome very
close to people like Roberl Sicigetwald, the Jeading (heorelician of the re-
visionist Gernan Commanist Party (DEF).

Emei- Hoxha in Apreement with Robert Steigeroald

In 1978, the vear Hoxha launched his anearcampaign by publishing b
book ‘Imperisfism and the Eevolution', Robert Steigerwald wTofc an “un-
finished manuseripe®, titled “Whal Mehods did Mao Tsetung uwse? - On
Manist Anti-Soviessan®. Both wrilings are directed against Mao Telung and
Map Tsetung Thought, and the sinilarty i obvious. This we shall demon-
strate by juxtaposing cssential passapes from both writings.
Hoxtw o Mae Teetung Thoughe:
* Mag Teetung Thoupght iz 2 theory’ devoid ol the faatures of Marxism-
Leninism.” {120)
“When one talks ol ‘Maa tsetung Thought®, it ix dif ool to discern a single
clear line in it, singe, a8 we sald at the beginoing, il % an amalgam ol
ideologics, of anarchism, Troiskyism, modern revisionism a la Tito, 1 la
Khrushchey. @ la ‘BEuwroconununmist’, and down to the use of some Marxs
phraszes. In all this amalgam the old 1deas of Confucius, Mencius, and the
olher (hinese phiosophers, who have directy influenced the foomation
al the idess of Mao Tsetung, his culrurs] apd theoretical devclopmenl.
also occupy an honoured place.” (121}
Steigerwodd on Moo Tserury Thought:
“Mao Tsetungs theoretical point of view was never pletarian, although
he bomowed quite 4 bit {Tom the terminology of Marxism-Leninisn (.. .)
122
Erhe, JS.GIlIEES of Mao Teetung's ideas are miscellaneous. Concerning (he
class aspect, variols CUrients come wgether: feudal Chinese, bonrgeois
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‘Western® and petty-bouergeois anarchist soutces. 1o has not been sufficient-
ly investigated how [ar the modem diseiples of Kant have influeneed Mao
Teetung. His teacher of philosophy and later futhes-in-law Yang Changchi
was a pupil of Friedrich Paudzan. a Gremnen disciple of Kant in Mingter.
Lt is 4 proven Fact that Mao studied Paulsen's “System of Lthics'. Certain
traly ol Mao's philossphy are, at any rate, set up in his spitde.® {123)

Hoxho pn ' Maa arid the role of ihe proleloriar;
“Mae ‘Tsetung alyo presshed the theds on the hegemonic role of the
peasantry in the revolution ax the toad of the world revolution. (| .}
According to the Chiness wviews, the proletariat is 2 second-rate souial
force. {. . 3" {124}

Sreigerwald an Mao and rhe role of the prolejarias.!
*While Mao Teetung analysed the sination of lhe peasants extensively,
we find a0 traces of 3 comparable analvsis of he Chinese working class
iy b
The non-proletadan characrer of Mao Tsetungs's ideology smd policy
tepeacedly led Lo severe Jispuies willl hitn in the history of the Parry
which did noc even cease alter his usurpalion of power in the Party ™
(12%)

Hoxtur an Mao ond dalectivs:
“In dealing with contradictions, he (Mad) does not proceed from the
Marxist theses, hut from those of ancient Chinese philosophers, sees the
oppusites in 4 mechanival way, a5 cxlernal phenomena, and imagines the
transformation of the opposites as a sitaple chanpe of places betwocn thom,
(...}
{He} nogates the intcinal contradiction inherent in things 4nd phenomena
amd ireals development as dimple vepetition, as a state of unchamgeable
states in whivh the same opposites and ihe same relationship belwesn them
are nhserved, {126}

Steigervald on Mao and digleciics:
“When sudying Man's explanations of sweh genezd slslements, one
mediizes that he is far behind not only the Marvist-Leninist solulion bul
alun Flepel’s setulion of the problem of contradictions. it s evident what
darape has been <aused by his narrew-minded adlierence o the elemen-
tary dialectics of fendal Chinese philusuphers, which were great in their
time but backward under todday’s conditions. Mao's theory of contradie.
tivms comes down to a theory of complameniary definitions transfoming
ko ¢ach other in a simple cireular way = {127)

Wilhin this booklet we have to cotfine owcselves b these few cxamples.

{Jur purpesc was to demonstrate how Far these owo theorelical vicws co.

inctde. [ is obvious how they harmonize with each oither in Lheir revisionist
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evaluation and condempation of Mac Tzewing and Mao Tsetung Thowgh.
What is the mason For this? 11 i the sutne petty bourgeois mentality pre-
vailing froth in Hoxha and Steigerwald. Thair petty-hourganis attacks on the
preat Marxist-Leninist Mav Tselung and Mao Tsetung Thought damago the
international commminist snd labeer movement and promote world-wide
liquidationisr,
ln the ‘History of the Pary ol laboor of Alhania®, published in 1971, the
PLAs leadership was sifll erilifled Lo wrile alvont its own Internations] ol
“The PLA has Tulfilled a geat international duty in taking up a conse-
qucnt, pringipal struggle against imperialisnl and modem revisionizm.
In this struggle the parly simmed L prolecl the sogialist camp and the
mtemalionsl communist toverneat from the arnperialist and revisionist
Allempds o liguidare them, and to preserve and confinm this wnity. Alter
the Khmshchesite revizionists had spiit the socizlist camp. the parly
ateempted to restore its wniny on o revelutionary basis withowl revisomasts
and traitors and or the basts of a foreeful stouggle agaimst them.™ [ 128)

This histerival role of the PLA was tumed inlw ifs very opposite when the

FLA slandered Mao Treming os an ant-Marxist and revisionist and Mao Tse-
tung Thoupht a3 an arti-Marxisl feaching and as ehauvinism. Today Enver
Hoxha argues in linc with the West (rerman revisionist Robert Sieigerwald.

Class Struggle and the Proletarian Word Revolution Requive Unity vn the
Basis of Marxism-Leninism and Mao Tsetung Thought

- The inlernational eovmmunist smd lahour movement is split as never before.
The innimerable partiss, organizations and groups can be divided into o main
ideqlogical-palitical categuries!

1. The rvisionist CPSU and its revisiomist satellites like the German Commu-
nist Parly (DKM,

). The sowalled “Eurccommunis!™ parties - revisionism wilh wationalist
[eatures. Their relationship with the CPEL are Yoose and cpportunist.

3, The revisionist CP of China aleng with those parties and gromps which
accep! its policy without criticism, including the gradual and tacit dis-
mantling of Mue Tsewng Thought. Among them you con Nind the raranily
dissolved Comenumzst Parly of Germany' (BEPD} and e 'Coolmunist
League of West Germany - (KBW).

4, The FLA along with those parties and growps which in an opparunist way
accept their whole political line, including the slanderous attacks on Mao
Tserung and e condemnation of Mao Tsetung Thought. Qne of them is

the uaprincipled Communist Party of Germany/ML (KPD{MI. "Hoter
Morgen'), which only mecenlly has changed itz name inte ‘Commvanist
Party of Germany' {KPD).

5. Troteyiles, yparehias and liguidationdst groups of all kinds with all their
opporlumist and sabyversive activitics,

&. Muyrist-Leninist partice und sroups which reject and combat bl the
revisionism of the CPSU and hat of the CP of China s+ well as the slan-
derons atiacks oo Mas Tsetung inidated by the FLA. Antong them you can
(nd the Comenenist Workess' Leagoe of Cermany (KA BD)Y and its sub-
sudiary organizations.

The ideclogical-political strugele hus beeome more acule wonld-wide and Las
brogdencd and deepened the split. At the same time class struggls has shae-
pened cverywhers asa result ol state-meonopely capitalism and ity neogalenial,
imperiglist activities and oppressive measurey 41 home and abroad. Tn our
thepreticad organ “Revolutionirer Weg 19° we have described the situation
as follows:

“The camplexity of stale-munopoly capitalisn has made proletarian class
slrugple mare difficult. The complete subordination of the state apparans
to cthe monopolics, the wnalgamation of the monopolist orgAnizations
ang institutions with the bodies of the state, the domination ol the nass
media by the monopolics, police acticns against struggling workers, (he
emergency taws rady for use, the internarionalization of monopely
capital - all in all 4 giganlic economic and pelitical power instranent of
modemn capilalism, ’

Howewer, in reslily this enormous and complicated structure of state
monopely capilalis is exoemely vulnerable, its prevailmp mosecurty
sprealds out all ovar the world (. .. (129)

“The situglion in the whole world is datermiined by disturhancas, strikes,
demonstralions, . armed intermcntion of the oppmessive state machine,
givil wars and mass uprisings directed not only against the imperizlist ex-
ploiters, but wso ageinst cheir puppet regimes (the Shah of Iran. Somoza
im Mivaragna). All these national and social strugples and the sharpening
clags srcenpgles in the inpenalist covntrdes confimn whae Mao Tsetung
taught and what characterizes the pressul development in the general
crisia of capitafiany: THE MAIN TENDENCY IN THE WORLD I8 REVO-
LUTTON {130

The internafional economic and politics] siouation requi'.res that the revolu-
licrary forces unite and overcome the split. That is not an easy fask. Lenin
YS!
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“Any practical step toverds unfy must be preseded by o prefiminary
clarificarion of exisring differenoe ¥ (131)
In our publications we have pointed out: Unity with Lguidationists is not
possible, you oust fipht and isolate them. Nat can wes unile wilh revisiondsts
of any kind hecausz that would mean not strengthéning, but dungerously
weakening and paralysing fhe Tahonr mosetoend, We can unite onby with
thoze who abanden a tevisichist and ligquidationisi. viewpoint, who by hard
class struggle have come to take 2 revolutionary stand and who stdve for
Uity based oo principle. Such uwnity is founded on the prnciples of Ma-
xlym-Leninism and Mao Tsetung Thought. Any other basis s liguidationist
and must be foupht and repulsed. We apree with Lanin, who said:
"It is obviously a mere mockery of ‘unity’ if one proposes to a Marvist
organizetion 2 “platform’ which muarantefs the liquidationists the *full
possiblllfy' of liquidating this organization  if, “in the name of unity”,
ong refiuses fo achnowledgs and respect the will of the overwhelming
majority of the dasconscious workens, You want unity? In that caze,
break thoroughly with the liguidationists, with the ‘struggie for legal
exlstence’, subardinate lovally to the majority. You don'l weml w07

(.. .0 {132)

The Struggle sgminst Modem Revisionisin and Liquidationgsn i Theory and
Practice s Part of Proletarizn Class Strugile

In 191Q Lenin wrote m "The Staie of Aflars in the Party";
It is no mere chance thal the masses, whom the revolution drew inta
the sharp serugple over questions of tactics, have subsequently, in the
pericd characterized by the abwence of oper struggle, shown & desine for
Fenendd theorerical knowledge: that was nevitable. We mwsi aggin expldin
e fundimentals of Marxism to thess masses; the defence of Murxist
theory is agein on the order of the day.* {133}
Today in owr daily work, especially in preparing amd leading slruggles of the
wirking class, we must at the same time Jdefend Marxist-Leninist theory,
including Mao Tsetung Thought, agzinst ihs geuly-bourgenis liquidationists
with their damaging views, thelr slander and distortions. T this way we re-
alize the concrete wnly of theony and practice.
Madern revigionian, as it was proclaimed by Khmshcher at the 20ih Con-
gress of the CPSU {together with the slanderous secrel address condemiting
Stalin), was secepted by most of the Commnonist Parties in the world and
adapled to the specific national features of their respectve countdes, The
warking masses were nffered a colourful spectrum of different furms of

revisionism and reformizm; from the West German OF (DKL) as the helping
hand of the Last German Party (SED) with Soviet revisinnism leading buth
uf them by the nese, to Dalian revisionism, standing in the service of thedr
ownt bourgeaisie led by the Thrstisn Democrats', or, for instance, the re
visionist Commumist Party of France, which cxplicitly delsted the “dictator
ship of the proletariat™ fron it program: or the Spanish revizionists who
officially dropped notonby Stalin, bt also Lemsn,

The CF of Chinza under Mao Tsetung’s leadesship had rezaluiely Laken wp the
stmpgle against modern revisionism as represented by Khrushehey, Brezh-
nev, Suzlov, ete. and had inidated ‘The Polemic on the General Line of the
International Communist Movement*. On the occadon of Khmgdiches's
Tath hirthduy, the ‘Frunkdurier Bundschan' (3 hourgeois-liberal daily news-
paper in West Gemmany ) wrote on Apdl 16, 1969:

“'Anticipating the foture, Khnishehey had realizsd the necessity of moder-
nizing both Communism and its methods of rule In an opportunist way
be chose the path of least eastance by ceticizing Stalin and thoupht this
{o be the best way of strengthening his own posltion of power.”
That's how a honrgesis paper describes this low-down revisionist whose
secret adueess was distributed by the Amezcan Secret Service; he was re-
garded by many with conternpt, 1o contrast, “The Polemic on the General
Line', initiated by the CP of China, met with positive response all over the
world. In many countrics thiz was the impolse Tor [oundiog Marxist-Leninis)
groups end parties, thus luking up the ideclogical struggle against modem e
visionism, Elowever, the majericy of the members of these Marxist-Leninist
movemnents, especially i the countries under state-monopoly capitalism,
had their roots in the disinreprated student roovement and weore of peity-
bourgenis urigin, They were ideologically and politically weak and had no
experience with the woking class movemeni. Bacause of their petry-hour
geois anpatience, lack of clarity and instability they could neither cope with
the difficulties of building a party, nor with the ideological and political
conflict with roodern revisionism. The ideclogical-pelitical delute and the
administrative methods of Lhe Grea Proletatian Cubtural Revolution in Ching
ofien were ool wnderitood and in some cases even caused confusion and dis-
CouTagement.

Only fragments of Mao Tsetung Thought were known at that time, as Tate a3
1968 1he il iww volumes of Mao Tsslung's selooted wodcs wete published
i German. Mao Tielung’s China becamie the cor of ideological-political
strupple against modem revisiomisto, The Declaration of Prnciples (Grind-
sazerklinung) of KARD, adopied au s lst Matlond] Congress in Aupgust
1977, expresses our stand a5 foliows:



“Fyll wl sdmiration, afl true communisls ook up o the historical decd
of the CF of China, holding up the banner of Mandism.Leniniam againsl
all assaulis of revigionists. The CF o China has encouwraged all Marxist-
Leninisl forces in che world te take up the simggle against revizionist prc-
dominanee and ta unfald a new revolulionany movement. The Conudnist
Workers’ | eague of Gemany recognises Mao Tselung's China as the ve-
volutionary centre of the Communist world moventgne. " (134)
The death of the great Marxist-Leninis Mao Tsejung i 1476 opened the
path for the victory of modemn revisionism in Ching, led by the degenerate
buregucratic leadership under Hua Kuo-feng snd lor the rehahilitation of
Teng Hsiaoeping, the Chinese Khrushohev. A Jdehals fon or against the poli-
tical line of the Chiness leadership tonk place all over the world, resulting in
the split of many psrties and groups. World-wide liquidationists of alb kinds
have undermined the Communist and labour movement.
All Marxist-Leninists looked up W the FLA Bbecanse ic had been the first Lo
openly challenge the modeny revisiondsts — which remlted in China’s
hreaking off bilaterdl relations and stopping its aid to Albania. This contlict
was brought to its cllmay by the repediation and condemnation of the
‘Theee Worlds Theory® s21 up vy the Chinese leadership,

In China aktwell ¥ {*The Theory of Three Worlds as a Strategic Conception
Smacks of Right-Wing Opportunism’, Fnplish edition, March, 1980} our
organization has laid down it basic eritical position on this revisionist heory
s a strategic conception. This “Three Worlds ‘Theory® gives fresh impelus 1o
world-wide liguidativnism . We eriticized that the Party of Labuur ol Albania
waged the ideological struggle against the ‘Three Wortlds Theory” as anony-
mous criticism:
“IL was the Albanian Party of Labour which first cnticired the sirategic
conception of ke ‘Theory of the Three Worldy', although they neglectad
ta name the culpots. The article in the party paper “Zer i Popullit' of
July 7, 1977, eotilled ‘The Theary and Practice of Revolulion®, mentions
neither the leaders of the Chiness Communist Parly nor even China it-
gelf. In our opinion criticisn and self-cobicism is the criterinm of the
further devefopment of a revolutionary workers’ party, and mwsi beo
candid, sincere and objective.™ (132)
A yeur Juier, Hoxha surprisingly launched his open assanlt without uny
seruples. this time not so much gimed ac the Chinese leadecship, but againsi
Mao Tietung and Mac Tsetung Thought — in complete contradiction to all
previous specches and official declarations of (he PLA, This was a slap in the
facc of #ll Mardist-Leninists-Hoxha i no longer trustworthy. He slanders
Mao Tz=wung and condemns him, as Khrushchey slandered and condemned
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Stali al the 20 Coegress of the CPSU. Companng onee agsis [loxha’s
statermnents, we coine to the following eonchasions:
Either Haxha% speeches and the official dectarations of e PLA in the past
concerning Mag ‘Usetung and the Comnunist Party of China were honest,
frank and correct according to Marxism-Leninem — nn one in the inter
national communist and labour movement doubted the sincerity of these
words — then the statements Hoxha i making today on the Conununist
Party of China under the leadership of Mao Twetung and especially against
Map Tsetung Thoupht and Mao Tsetung personally are vile slander, lies,
distartinn and usnfounded claimy and are s challenge to the international
working class mosement,
ur the position Hoxha takes today against Map Tsetung Thought and the
Comnunist Farey of China with their allegedly anti-Marxist ad revision ist
platform is his true opinion and was - according to the twg wolumes of his
“diary™ — the theony of Hoxha and the PLA during Mao Tretung’s lifelime.
I'hen Hoxha's earlier speeches and the declarations of the FLA ou the Com-
n:u.m it Parry of China and Mac Tserung are nothing bt a fraud, hypocrisy
imy s.ul:nmmswcness, unworthy of a communist.
'-‘-’]uchmfe[ way it is: Enver Hoxha and the Party of Labour of Albania have
p.:ssed judgment on themselves! The leadership of the PLA can expect
neither credibility nor recopnition as Marxist-Leninits. Therefore we appeal
Lo all Marxist-Leninists:
Raise the baomer of Marxism-Lenmbm mmd defend Mao Tseinng and Mao
Tyetung Thought!
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