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The Workin
And lts Wo

THE POSITION OF THE PROLETARIAT IN THE PRESENT-DAY
CAPITALIST SOCIETY. THE KHRUSHCHEVIAN REVISIONISTS
DISTORT THE ROLE OF THE WORKING CLASS.

THE MARXIST-LENINIST VIEWPOINT ABOUT

THE REVOLUTIONARY . iisiorc mesit of sasx and Engets, - v. 1. Leni
TASKS OF THE WORKING  teane of ol the counies he rel, teis misson: fo b6

the first to rise in the revolutionary struggle against capital,
rally around themselves in this struggle all the working people

CLASS AND ITS LEAD'NG and the oppresseds. (V. I. Lenin, complete works, Russian

edition, vol. 37, p. 169). The idea of the world historic mission

of the proletariat as gravedigger of capitalism and bearer of

ROLE lN SOCIETY the new socialist and communist social order has been
descrided by V. I. Lenin as «principal in Marx’s doc-
trinen.

Life has fully confirmed this great revolutionary discovery by
K. Marx. The working class, the most progressive and the most
revolutionary class ever known in history, stands in the center

 — A

' —== of our epoch, of the epoch of the world proletarian revolution
Foto Cami, Member of the C.C. of the PLA, professor, a spe- and of the transition from capitalism to socialism. That is the
cialist in the field of Marxist philosophy social force leading the whole present-day revolutionary process
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for the transformation of the world on mnew social-political
bases. Wherever the proletarian revolution has triumphed and
socialism has become a reality, this has been achieved under
the hegemony of the working class and its Marxist-Leninist

party.

In order to reject Marxism, socialism, their enemies have
always sought to deny the revolutionary character of the wor-
king class, its decisive role in society's life, its hegemony
in the revolution. During his life-time V.I. Lenin had to carry
out a great fight to defend the world historic mission of the
proletariat against the distortions of the Russian and inter-
national reformists and opportunists. In this fight he created
a complete doctrine on the hegemony of the proletariat, which
became a starting point for the working out of a correct stra-
tegy and tactics of the communist movement, that led this
movement to great historic victories.

At the present time also the stand towards the working class,

by FOTO CAMI

towards its role and hegemony has become one of the most
cardinal and burning problems of the ideological struggle bet-
ween Marxism-Leninism and the bourgeois and revisionist
ideology. «The ideological opponents of Marxism-Leninisms,
comrade Enver Hoxha pointed out at the 6th Congress of the
Parly, «beginning with the bourgeois and revisionist, radical
and petty-bourgeois ones, in words and deeds, are striving to
negate the wosld historic mission of the working class, its
role and hegemony in the revolution. All together, in this or
that way, they seek to prove that the ideas of Marxism-Leninism

about this question have become obsolete.»

Under these conditions, the exposure of these attempts and
the defence of the teachings of Marxism-Leninism about the
revolutionary character, role and hegemony of the working
class, in close connection with reality and the revolutionary
practice, is today as much an important as urgent duty in order
to carry onward the cause of the revolution and of socialism.
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WORKING CLASS AND PRESENT-DAY CAPITALISM

Speculating on the new phenomena of present-day capitalism,
especially on the development of the monopoly-state capitalism
and of the technical-scientific revolution, the hack-writers of
sneo-capitalisms are seeking by all sorts of falsifications to
refute the world historic mission of the proletariat and to
prettify and perpetuate the capitalist order of oppression and
exploitation.

NOT «DEPROLETARIZATION», BUT FURTHER PROLETARI-
ZATION IS THE MAIN CHARACTERISTIC OF THE PRESENT-
DAY CAPITALIST SOCIETY

According to many bourgeois and reformist ideologists, the
technical-scientific revolution which is unfolding in the world
today, is allegedly leading to the wdeproletarizations of the
capitalist society, to the liquidation of the working class, or,
as they say, people with sblue collarss, to the advantage of
people with «grey collarss (of the sphere of services) and of
people with =white collars» (intelligentsia). Thus, K. Marx’s
conclusion that the proletariat is a class which grows along

with the very development of capitalism allegedly stands no

more.
No doubt the technical-scientific revolution is bringing about

!;/%ﬂchnnga in the social structure of the capitalist society. In

e develo capitalist countries one notices a greal
increase of the employment of people in the sphere of the ser-
vices and of the intelligentsia. From the economic viewpoint
this has come about, on the one hand, as a result of the
increase of labour productivity in the sphere of material pro-

duction and, on the other hand, as a result of the fact that in the

non-productive sphere labour productivity is lower; that is
why more people are required in this sphere.

These changes however by no means speak of wdeproletari-
zation» of the capitalist society. Capital cannot exist without
its antipode — the proletariat. «By wproletarians in the economic
sense, — K. Marx has said, — one should understand only
the wage-earner who produces and increases «capital» and is
fired out in the street as soon as he becomes superfluous to
the requirements of the increase of the value of «Mr. Capitals
(K. Marx and F. Engels, Works, Russian edition, vol. 23,
p. 628).

From this viewpoint the specific weight of the wage-earners
in the total number of the working population grows conti-
nually in the United States of America, Britain, in the Federal
Republic of Germany, France and other developed capitalist
countries, they account for the 70-90 per cent of it. In these
countries there is no wdeproletarization» but a further pro-
letarization of society. Taking the cue from this phenomenon
some revisionists are striving to wipe out the demarcation line
between the classes describing as workers all those receiving
salaries or wages irrespective of their size. The way of ensu-
ring incomes is a feature, but not the sole nor the main that
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conditions the fact of pertaining to a class. Salaries are paid
also to high state officials and managers of the big capitalist
firms and trusts, but they have nothing in common with the
workers.

According to some data in the developed capitalist countries
it comes out that of 5 wage-earners only 3 are workers. Despite
this, the number of workers, too, has been and continues to
be rising. While in the middle of the past century the prole-
tariat was counting 9 million persons, at the beginning of
the 20th century it reached 30 million, and in the years 1960-
1970 it amounted to 450 million. The working class produces
today 3/4 of the total world social production. The growlh
of the proletariat comes about not only as a result of the depo-
pulation of the countryside from which depart every year in
the F. R. Germany 100.000 persons, France 150.000, Italy 120.000,
and as a result of the expropriation of the small owners of the
city, but also in the form of reduction up to the social-
economic condition of the proletarians also of a growing part
of various specialists and technicians working directly in
production, of the men who work in the sphere of services,
and of women. As a result, it is not the proletariat that disap-
pears, but its social makeup becomes more complicated, with
more numerous strata,

K. Marx has never identified the proletarian with the man
engaged simply in manual work. The more so today this
narrow concept cannot be taken as a basis because the bor-
ders between manual and mental work in the process of the
development of the technical-scientific revolution are ever
more narrowing up, the weight of mental work is growing
in the work of every person. The bourgeois and revisionist
ideologists make all sorts of speculations on this phenomenon.
Some of them from the camp of the bourgeoisie are striving
to prove that the working class is disappearing and its place
is being taken by the intelligentsia, whereas some others from
the camp of the revisionists are seeking to include the whole
of the intelligentsia in the working class by inventing a new
definition, according to which the working class is treated as
«the totality of the working people of physical and mental
works, The difference in the degree of culture and qualifica-
tion are not class differences, are not features determining
the pertaining to a given class. To determine the class to
which this or that person belongs one must not judge of the
education, culture and speciality he has, but first and foremost
of the place he occupies in the social production system, of his
relations with the means of production, of the role he plays
in the social organisation of labour and, consequently,
of the quantity of the incomes and the way he receives
them.

Groundless are also the other claims of the bourgeois and re-
formist ideologists that allegedly the working class is ceasing
to be proletarian, as it is becoming «co-owner and co-managers
of the capitalist enterprises, or, as one of the chieftains of the
social-democratic party of West Germany, V. Knjoringen, says,
«the workers and employees are turning into small capitalistss,
To wprove» this they use as an argument the participation of
the workers in shares. But what do these shares represent?
According to the data of the bourgeois statistics themselves,
in the United States only 7 per cent of the population own shares,
whereas the shares of all the workers do not account even for
the 0,2 per cent of the value of all the country’s shares. The
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Dupont family alone has 10 times more shares than all the
American workers together, 1.6 per cent of the population in
the USA owns about 80 per cent of the shares of private
corporations.

The bourgeois ideologists say that also the capitalists are no
more capitalist, for they have departed and continue to depart
from the management of the enterprises. This management has
now passed over to the hands of the technocratic administrators
and is allegedly carried out in behalf and in the interest of
the society. On this basis they speak also of a «revolution
of the managers.. While in fact there can be no question of
any kind of revolution in this direction. Irrespective of who
administers them, the means of production are private proper-
ty of the capitalists, the profits go into their pockets. Managers
are nothing else but lieutenants, representatives of the capita-
lists and carry out their will. They themselves are great share-
holders, ensure great privileges and incomes from their posts,
they appropriate a part of the increment value created by
the workers. The separation of the functioning capital from the
owner capital does not in the least change the essence of
the capitalist order, as an order based on the exploitation of
man by man.

The indisputable facts speak not of filling but of deepening of
the gap between classes in capitalism. The poor and the
rich are two poles turning ever more away from each other.
According to the data of the bourgeois press itself, 0.5 per
cent of the population in the United States of America own
25 per cent of all the private riches, 5 per cent of the British
have in their hands 3/4 of such riches, while 5 per cent of the
French have 67 per cent of the riches under private personal
ownership,

THE REVOLUTIONARY POSSIBILITIES OF THE WORKING
CLASS ARE INEXHAUSTIBLE

Faced with indisputable facts, some other bourgeois and
reformist ideologists do not negate the existence of the working
class, but they say that it is no more a revolutionary class,
for it has allegedly bourgeoisified and it has been integrated
into the capitalist system. H. Marcuse, American theoretician
of bourgeois radicalism, in his work «End of Utopia», openly
says that the working class of the capitalist countries «has
been definitely integrated into a system and adopts a negative
stand towards the necessity of radical transformation». The
French sociologist R. Aron admits that the working class has
given up revolutionary transformation because it can reach
its aims also within the framework of the capitalist order.
Whereas the other French sociologist and economist J. Chaverny
writes that the working class is neither capable nor prepared
to becoming a leading class. Another wellknown ideologist of
the bourgeoisie, J. K. Golbraith, is seeking, in contrast with
the objective reality, to ignore and wipe out class borders
between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie under the condi-
tions of the ssociety of abundances which remains the society
of the exploitation of those expropriated on the part of the
owners of the means of production.
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It is true that the monopoly bourgeoisie, by giving some
crumbs from its super-profits, corrupts a part of the workers
and creates of them the socalled worker aristocracy. But,
although this section has greatly increased, especially in the
developed capitalist countries, yet it makes up a small minori-
ty in the total number of the working class. And it is precisely
this section and not the whole of the working class that has
been bourgeoisified and integrated into the capitalist system.
The bourgeois and reformist ideologists purposely identify
the worker aristocracy with the whole of the working
class.

Life has confirmed and continues to confirm Lenin's idea that
the working class under the conditions of capitalism manifests
two tendencies in its political and economic activity. On the
one hand there is the tendency of arranging one's self comfor-
tably and well in the conditions of capitalism, which is reali-
zable only for a small section of the proletariat, for its high
section. On the other hand there is the tendency to come at
the head of all the working and exploited masses for the
revolutionary overthrow of the domination of capital in general
(See V. I. Lenin, Works, Albanian edition, vol. 27, page 238).
With the development of the productive forces, thanks to the
struggle of the working class and labouring masses and under
the influence of the ideas and victories of socialism, the bour-
geoisie of the developed capitalist countries has been compeiled
to make to the working people some concessions in the field
of welfare, with a view to creating the material base and the
ideological atmosphere to hold them slaves to the bourgeois
way of living and thinking. On this basis Marcuse says that
«the working class has ceased being a ferment of the revolu-
tions,

But Marxism has never automatically linked the revolutionary
character of the working class with its living standards. In
reality, the proletariat is the most revolutionary class of society
not only because it is the poorest and the most pain-stricken
class. The situation of millions of small peasants, of the other
poor masses of the city and of thousands upon thousands of
lumpenproletarians is by no means better, it is indeed worse
than that of the proletariat, and nevertheiess this does not
cause them to be more revolutionary than the proletariat. The
revolutionarism of the proletariat is connected also with a
series of other objective and subjective factors. Relating to
this question the 6th Congress of the PLA pointed out that
sthe conditions making the working ciass the decisive force
of the present-day social development, the leading force of the
struggle for the revolutionary transformation of the capitalist
world have not changed at allw.

The working class in capitalism is the only class that has
nothing to lose from revolution. It is more than any other
class interested in upsetting the old exploiting relations of
production. As a class owning nothing except its labour power,
as a class connected with the big modern production, which
has reached today a high degree of concentration, as a class
with great possibilities for education and organization, which
has its own scientific theory and its own political leading
headquarter, the working class not only is the most revolutio-
nary class, but also the sole class that can play the leading
role in the struggle for socialism.

On the other side, it must be pointed out that the pushing
of the working class and of the other labouring masses to
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revolution does not come about only from the economic factor,
from the material situation of their livelihood, but also from
other causes not less important. The general political crisis
which served as an objective basis for the outburst of the
people’s revolution in Albania, was created in the first place
by political factors, such as the question of national liberation.
Also today the throwing of the masses into revolution can come
about not only from simply economic factors, such as poverty,
misery, the deep economic crises, but also from political and
social factors, from the anti-popular and aggresive policy
of the bourgeois ruling circles, from the danger of fascism,
from the elimination or limitation of national sovereignty
and independence, from the loss of or threat to the democratic
freedoms and rights, etc.

Of course, this does not mean at all, as the bourgeois ideolo-
gists advocate, that the economie interests and demands of the
working class and of the other labouring people in the
capitalist countries have allegedly been fulfilled and that in
this direction there is no trouble whatever for them. From
the economic viewpoint, too, there are a series of factors
pushing the masses to struggle, as the increase of exploitation,
the broadening of the gap between the great intensification of
the work and the small increase of wages, the social conse-
quences of the technical-scientific revolution, which leads to the
elimination of many traditional professions, to the increase
of fear for the morrow, to the firing out in the streets of
many workers, to the increase of difficulties for the younger
generations to find jobs, etc. These difficulties increase further
as a result of the deepening of the contradiction between the
high level of the productive forces and the limited
purchasing power of the masses, as a result of the fear
of the working people to lose even those that they have
gained by their struggle in the living standard, as a
result of the increase of inflation, high cost of living,
militarism, taxes, etc. Even such very much developed
countries as the United States of America, are unable to
cope with the burning and great problems of poverty,
unemployment, lodging, medical service, which seriously
worry the labouring masses.

The most convincing argument to refute all the inventions of
the bourgeois and reformist ideologists is life itself, the deve-
lopment of the working class struggle, the waves of which
are rising ever higher in all the capitalist countries. The wor-
kers taking part in strikes and demonstrations are counted
by millions. In some countries, as in France and Italy, these
strikes have assumed colossal proportions shaking the founda-
tions of the bourgeois order. The class struggle is encompassing,
besides the working class, also other broad sections of the
population: peasants, rank and file office workers, progres-
sive intellectuals, women and especially school youth. The
circle of their demands is broadening and the struggle for
economic, social and cultural interests is being ever more
integrated with the political struggle. This integration has
today also a stronger objective basis. The growth of the
monopoly-state capitalism and of the role of the capitalist state
generally in the whole national life, which is noticed every-
where, creates such a situation that every struggle, from the
very logic of things, assumes a political character, for the wor-
king people clash with the capitalist state which stands guard
over the interests of the bourgeoisie.
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All this shows that the working class is a class with great and
inexhaustible revolutionary potential, that the class struggle
is not a wnostalgy of the revolutionaries that have become
outmoded», as the propagandists of wneocapitalism» say, but
a realistic, objective and inevitable fact showing that the
working class interests are irreconcilable with those of the
bourgeoisie and that the sole road to its liberation from
capitalist oppression and exploitation is the carrying through
to the end of this historic struggle.

WITHOUT THE LIBERATION OF THE WORKING CLASS

FROM THE INFLUENCE OF THE BOURGEOIS AND

REVISIONIST IDEOLOGY ITS REVOLUTIONARY CAUSE
CANNOT BE LED ONWARD

It is a fact that today the working class, especially in the
capitalist countries of Western Europe and North America, has
not come out yet with great revolutionary deeds. The reason
for this situation is that many workers are under the influence
of the bourgeois and reformist ideology and are not aware
of their mission. The socalled w«society of consumptions, by
its reforms of spiritual enslavement of the working people
through the spower of things», introduces elements of bourgeoi-
sification into a considerable part of the workers. The working
class in these countries finds itself from morn till night under
the strong pressure of an all-round and continuous propaganda
in service of the bourgeoisie. The high concentration of the
economic, political, ideological and cultural power in the hands
of the bourgeoisie results in that the life of the preseni-day
capitalist society is determined to a very large extent by the
policy of the ruling class. And when the conscience of the
working class is low, the concessions the bourgeoisie is com-
pelled to make to it lead to the rise and spreading of all
sorts of reformist illusions in its fold.

The bourgeois and reformist ideologists are seeking to use
this temporary situation as an argument to negate the hegemo-
ny of the proletariat, its historic mission. But K. Marx has
said more than 100 years ago that the communists accept
the world historic role of the proletariat not because they
consider the proletarians as god. On the contrary, this role
stems from the fact that «...man lost himself in the proleta-
riat... It is not a question whether at this moment this or that
proletarian or the entire proletariat sees his aim. The question
is what the proletariat is in reality and what is it historically
bound to do in compliance with this being of it» (K. Marx and
F. Engels, Works, Russian edition, vol. 2, page 40).

On the other side, it must be pointed out that the infection
of a part of the proletariat by the bourgeois and reformist
ideology is not only an objective consequence of the capitalist
development. In this direction a great negative influence has
been and continues to be exerted by the betrayal of the mo-
dern revisionists. By their opportunist viewpoints about the
peaceful road, peaceful coexistence, structural reforms, par-
liamentary illusions, the collaboration with the bourgeoisie and

Working class youth
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its parties, the modern revisionists have poisoned the conscien-
ce of the working class and of the toiling masses and have
paralyzed to a large extent their revolutionary activity. As a
result of the revisionist betrayal, the working class in many
countries was bereaved of its revolutionary vanguard and
remained disarmed in the face of the bourgeoisie, in the face
of its reactionary power and ideology.

Under these conditions the liberation of the working class from
the influence of the bourgeois influence cannot be achieved
without waging a determined and through to the end struggle
against modern revisionism, the most dangerous and the most
powerful agency of the bourgeoisie in the present-day labour
movement. Without this struggle the revolutionary cause of
the working class cannot be carried onward. Herein lies the
great importance of the struggle being waged today by the
Marxist-Leninists against modern revisionism and of the crea-
tion of the new Marxist-Leninist parties which are everywhere
taking in their hands the banner of the revolution abandoned
by the revisionists.

In this framework a special importance, — the 6th Congress
of the PLA pointed out, — is assumed by the struggle also in
the fold of the reformist trade unions, against the line and the
stand of their bourgeois chieftains for their exposure and isola-
tion from the masses, for it is a fact that social-democracy
and the modern revisionists are seeking to use the incorpora-
tion of the workers in these trade unions in order to curb
their revolutionary impetus, to suppress their militant spirit
and transform them into a class docile and submitted to the
capitalist bosses.

WORKING CLASS AND INTELLIGENTSIA. AGAINST
TECHNOCRATISM AND INTELLECTUALISM

All the efforts of the bourgeois and reformist ideologists to
negate the historic mission of the working class, its hegemony
in the world revolutionary process are needed by them to
affirm their technocratic and intellectualist theories which
have become dominating theories of the time in the capitalist
world. Technocratism and intellectualism, comrade Enver Hoxha
has said, are the offspring and food of bureaucracy, they are
a perfection of bureaucracy in complicance with the great
role that science and technology have assumed in the develop-
ment of society, they are an expression of the bourgeois ideo-
logy and policy at the present stage of the monopoly
capital.

According to the ideologists of technochratism and intellectua-
lism, the unfolding of the techmical and scientific revolution
is leading to such a growth of the weight and role of the
technical and scientific intelligentsia that it is turning into
a enew class» which is allegedly shifting the role of both the
working class and the bourgeoisie and is taking into its own
hands the whole direction of the country, Thus, in their opinion,
present-day capitalism is undergoing a qualitative change. The
place of old capitalism is now being taken by the snew indu-
strial society» or wpost-industrial societys, the «cybernetic-
electronic societys» or more briefly the «cybertronic societys.
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In this society, they say, it is no more financial plutocracy
that will reign, but meritocracy, i.e. the intelligent and clever
scientists in intellectual technology. There is allegedly being
created a new type of production relations which are charac-
terized by the intellectualization of all the social ties. The wor-
king class will disappear and the overwhelming majority of
the population will be employed in the sectors of services
and in those work places where wwhite collar» men are
working.

In reality, despite the perceptible changes that the technical-
scientific revolution brings about in social relations, in the
situation of the classes and of the social strata, in the political
superstructure and in the ideology of society, these changes
have not led nor can they lead to an automatic transformation
of capitalist society, to something qualitatively entirely diffe-
rent. They are changes which are made within the framework
of the bourgeois order, changes which do not affect the foun-
dations of the economic and political rule of the bourgeoisie.
The technical-scientific revolution prepares all the material
premises for the transformation of the capitalist society on
socialist bases, but it can never replace the proletarian social
revolution, which is the only means by which this transforma-
tion can be done.

One of the most important social consequences of the techni-
cal-scientific revolution is no doubt the increase of the weight
and of the role of the intelligentsia. This is related to the fact
that present-day science has become a direct productive force,
that not only industrial production but all the other sectors
of economy and culture cannot successfully develop if not
based on science. The thirst for greatest possible profits and
life and death competition compel the bourgeoisie and its state
to make ever larger investments in the development of science
and technology. In the most developed countries the number
of scientific researches is doubled in every 7-8 years. The
timelimits separating a scientific discovery from its practical
implementation and industrial use are being curtailed. The
number of students in higher schools and of the engineering-
technical personnel as against the total number of the working
people is growing.

But all this by no means testifies to what the bourgeois and
reformist ideologists speak about — that the intelligentsia is
allegedly turning into a new class which is taking into its
hands not only the whole direction of national life, but is
allegedly becoming also the decisive force producing the ma-
terial blessings. «In spite of the increase of the weight of the
intelligentsia in the present-day society, — the 6th Congress
of the PLA pointed out, — in spite of the changes suffered by
the position, character and role of its work as well as the
class makeup of this stratum, it is not a class in itself. The
intelligentsia is a stratum standing between the different clas-
ses of the society and which comes from various classes...
it has never been and it cannot be an independant social-
political forces.

In our times, with the great increase of the intelligentsia, with
the change of its class makeup, especially of the engineering:
technical intelligentsia, which is partly formed also of the
middle strata and representatives of the working people, and
in connection with the fact that a part of the intelligentsia
suffers from capitalist oppression and exploitation, the stand
towards it assumes a special importance, the possibilites of
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the alliance of the working class and the progressive strata
of the intelligentsia increase. But in connection with this ques-
tion three things must be pointed out:

First, taking into consideration the important position which
the intelligentsia is holding, the bourgeoisie is seeking by all
the ways and means to corrupt it materially and spiritually,
to better place it at its service in order to oppress and exploit
the working people and to strangle the revolution. «The capi-
talist bourgeoisie, — comrade Enver Hoxha says, — trains its
cadres with definite political-ideological tendencies so as to
rule by their means over the working class, to direct and
exploit it and deceive it through demagogy in order to perpe-
tuate thereby its rule».

Second, by its very class and social position, by the charac-
ter and conditions of work, the intelligentsia is characterized,
as V. . Lenin has said, by individualism, by the incapacity
to be disciplined and organized, by instability and political
waverings, by the mixture of the opposite principles and view-
points, by the manifestations of intellectual arrogance to rise
above others, by academic discussions and incapacity for con-
crete actions, etc.

Third, also the progressive part of the intelligentsia, if it is
to play its role and make its important contribution to the
revolutionary movement, must merge with the broad masses
of the working people, be included in the genmeral trend of
the revolution, accept and place itself under the leadership of
the proletariat and of its Marxist-Leninist party.

«All the revolutionary forces fighting for the overthrow of
the bourgeois order, comrade Enver Hoxha pointed out at the
6th Congres of the PLA, can achieve victory only if they merge
themselves with the struggle of the working class, if they re-
cognize and accept its leading role and that of the Marxist-
Leninist proletarian party. This is an historic necessity. Any
other alternative leads to adventurism and defeat.

WORKING CLASS AND MODERN REVISIONISM

As servants and allies of the bourgeoisie also the modern revi-
sionists echo the propaganda of the bourgeois ideologists, they
have appropriated the technocratic and intellectualist theories
and negate the historic mission of the working class, its
leading role in the struggle for socialism and communism.

AGAINST THE PREACHING OF SPONTANEITY

To V. L. Lenin belongs the great merit of having been the
first in the history of Marxism that discovered the ideological
roots of opportunism which consist precisely in advocating
spontaneity in the labour movement.

Following in the wake of the old opportunists of the II interna-
tionale, the modern revisionists, too, have completely slipped
into the positions of the ill-famed theory of the productive
forces and negate the role of the conscious factor, of the
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working class Jeadership and of its revolutionary party, in
the struggle for the socialist transformation of society. Accor-
ding to them, the technical-scientific revolution has given
such an impulse to the development of the productive forces
in the present-day capitalist countries that a spontaneous and
objective push towards socialism comes from them. This push,
they say, has become still more imperative and realistic because
of the change of the balance of power to the advantage of
socialism. Proceeding from these positions, many revisionists
present present-day capitalism as an almost non-capitalist order
into the fold of which socialist «elementss, «forces» and «ten-
dencies» are willy-nilly finding their way.

Hence the modern revisionists draw two anti-Marxist and
counterrevolutionary conclusions.

The first revisionist conclusion is that, under these conditions,
the socialist transformation of society can be done even
without the need of the proletarian revolution, through reforms
and on a peaceful road, using for this purpose the bourgeois
state itself, the nature of which can gradually change to the
advantage of the working people. Thus, they wipe out any
distinction between revolution and evolution, between revo-
lution and reforms. These notions, according to the Soviet
author Drabkin, have in our time drawn so near to each
other that they would be an entirely incomprehensible and
irrealistic thing not only to the Marxists of the past century
but also to those of the first half of the 20th century. In
order to make the evolutionist and reformist road more con-
vincing, the hack-writers of the Soviet clique refer to the
whole historic development of mankind and strive to prove
that the social revolutions have not been and are not a law
of transition from one ecomomic-social formation to another
higher one, that revolutions have not been and are not the
locomotives of history. They arrive, thus, at the absurd con-
clusion that locomotives disapper, whereas cars spontaneously
move in the given direction. *)

The second conclusion of the modern revisionists, which comes
as the logic continuation of the former, is that as long as
the development towards socialism can be dome also on a
peaceful evolutionary road, by means of reforms, in other
words as long as capitalism can be gradually integrated in
socialism the leading role of the working class and of its
Marxist-Leninist communist party is unnecessary, that bearers
and leaders of the process can be also other classes, parties
and social and political forces, beginning with the bourgeoisie,
petty-bourgeoisie, students and intelligentsia and ending with
the socialist, social-democratic parties and reactionary trade
unions. Similar theses are preached by the revisionists Garaudy
and Gilas, other known and unknown revisionists in the East
and West.

These preachings of the modern revisionists, as pointed out by
the 6th Congress of the PLA, have become a basis for the
spreading of the most extremist viewpoints which entirely
negate the role of the revolutionary theory and of the working
class party. There have come out men posing as revolutiona-
ries, but they go to such lengths as to say that «in Marx's
theory on revolution there exists neither the place nor the
need for the partys, that «Lenin's ideas about the party of the

* See the book wHistoric science and some questions of our
times russ. edit. wNaukas, Moscow, 1969.
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new type are a revision of Marx's theory», that «the vanguard
of the revolution cannot be equaled with the Marxist-Leninist
partys, that «the vanguard role can be carried out also by
an «active minority» that comes out as a «ferments of the
revolution, that wrevolutionary conscience and organisation
can be formed spontaneously in the process of the spontaneous
development of the movements, etc., etc.

Even when some of the various revisionists and opportu-
nists recognize the need for the existence of the party they
badly distort the leading role and the organisational prin-
ciples of its construction. They attack in particular the princi-
ple of democratic centralism, of the unity of thought and action
as well as the fact that the party is the leading force of
the whole revolutionary activity in every field it is conducted
~ political or economic, ideological or military. Some conceive
the party as a club of discussions, as an illuminist organisation,
others conceive it as a coordinating and information center,
some others identify the party with a military detachment,
with the wguerrillas, still others put the party on a par with
the mass organisations and go on record for the equal «part-
nerships between them, elc., etc.

Refuting all these anti-Marxist preachings which aim at disar-
ming the proletariat politically and organisationally, comrade
Enver Hoxha forcefully pointed out at the 6th Congress of
the PLA that «without its own party the working class, under
whatever conditions it may live and act, does not spontaneously
become consciouss that «if the political party with a clear
programme, with a scientific strategy and tactics does not exist,
the struggle either remains in the middle of the road or
fails», that «the leading role of the working class party in
the struggle for socialism, as well in the conditions of the
existence of one party as in the conditions of the existence
of many parties is an objective law» stemming from the fact
that the struggle for socialism has as a theoretical basis the
ideology of the working class, Marxism-Leninism, and the
communist party of the proletariat is the one bearing, working
out and implementing it.

THE LEADERSHIP OF THE STRUGGLE FOR SOCIALISM
IS THE QUESTION OF THE WORKING CLASS OF EVERY
COUNTRY

In order to prove their viewpoints that allegedly the transition
to socialism is possible without the leadership of the working
class and its Marxist-Leninist party, the revisionists quote as
an example a series of underdeveloped countries that have been
liberated from the colonial domination of imperialism and
which allegedly have engaged or are engaging in socialism
through the socalled snon-capitalist road of development..

The development on this road — the propagandists of the
Soviet Khrushchevian revisionists write — can begin under the
leadership of any democratic class: the working class, peasan-
try, the petty-bourgeoisie of the city, in some countries even
the intelligentsia, including also the revolutionary officers,
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may be a leading force. They say that the hegemony of the
Marxist-Leninist party in the struggle for socialism, as a gene-
ral law, has to do with the development of society as a whole
and not with the development of each individual country.
Therefore, in a series of countries where there are no Marxist
parties, according to them, the vanguard role can be played
also by the class unions of the proletariat — the trade unions
or other democratic parties and organisations.

Feeling that these arguments are not so much convincing
and are not confirmed by life, the Khrushchevian revisionists
are seeking to adduce also other arguments. They say that
there where the weak development of the proletariat does not
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allow it to play the role of hegemon in the revolutionary mo-
vement, this vanguard role in this or that form can be fulfilled
by the triumphant proletariat of the socialist countries.

But how do the socialist countries play the role of the hegemo-
ny of the proletariat in the underdeveloped countries to draw
them towards socialism? It is known that there is no other
road than through the internal factor. But in these countries
power is held by various exploiting classes, mainly the na-
tional bourgeoisie and landlords. According to the revisionists
it comes out that triumphant socialism has allegedly such a
magic power as to be able to convince even the bour-
geois and feudals not only to accept the socialist road but also
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to lead the development of the country on this road (!)
Triumphant socialism exerts a great and all-round influence on
the peoples of other countries by its example, aid and support,
but all this can never replace the direct leadership of the
revolution which is the duty of the working class and of its
Marxist-Leninist party of each country. The Soviet revisionists
purposely merge these two things in order to impose their
traitorous policy on the oppressed nations and peoples or
newly liberated from colonialism, to subjugate and exploil
them, to realize their expansionist and imperialist objectives
for the sake of which they sacrifice and strangle the revo-
lution in these countries.
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The weak development of the proletariat in these countries, as
shown also by the experience of our country, cannot serve
as an argument to negate its hegemony. The question is that
the working class does not play its leading role directly but
through its party, and this party can be created even there
where the working class is small in number and politically
and organisationally not formed. The proletarian class makeup
is of very great importance to the revolutionary character of
the party. But this is not all. «...whether a party is really a
worker political party or not, — V. I Lenin has said, — this
depends not only on whether it is made up of workers but also
on who leads it and what is the content of its actions and
of its political tactics. Only the latter determines whether we
have really to do with a political party of the proletariats
(V. L Lenin, Works, Albanian edition, vol. 31, page
285).

In many countries liberated from the colonial rule of impe-
rialism they speak a lot about socialism. But the socialist
theories in these countries are very far from the real theory of
scientific socialism. There are in them many obscure, unclear,
confused, eclectic things; a mixture of the principles of socia-
lism with those of capitalism, of socialist ideology with those
of the bourgeois and religious ideology. These ssocialist» theo-
ries are on the one hand a testimony to the popularity of socia-
lism, of the attractive force of its ideas, they are an expres-
sion of the efforts to find a new way out from poverty and
backwardness; on the other hand they are an attempt of the
bourgeoisie and the other reactionary forces to deceive the
masses and to turn them away from the real road of the strug-
gle for socialism.

Speaking about this question at the 6th Congress of the PLA,
comrade Enver Hoxha pointed out that «the Marxist-Leninists
hail and support any sincere inclination and aspiration towards
socialism, but at the same time they point out that socialism
in every country has won and can win only on the basis of
Marxism-Leninism and under the leadership of the working

class and of its party armed with the proletarian world
outlooks.

THE DICTATORSHIP OF THE PROLETARIAT AND THE
LEADING ROLE OF THE WORKING CLASS AND ITS
PARTY

The Khrushchevian revisionists accept in words the leading
role of the working class in socialism and say that this role
will end only when communism will have been ultimately
built up, when classes will have been completely liquidated.
But how does the working class play this role when the com-
munist party and the state of the dictatorship of the proletariat
are no more of the working class, they have lost their prole-
tarian character and have changed into wparty and state of
the whole peoples2

The Khrushchevian revisionists, on the basis of the program-
me approved by their XXIT Congress, used to explain this by
the fact that the working class is the most advanced, the most
organized, the most united class from the ideopolitical view-
point, with strong revolutionary traditions, bearer of the ideals
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of communism, it is connected with the big industrial production
which constitutes the basis of the development of the whole
economy, it has its own class organisation, trade unions, which,
in Khrushchev’s expression, stand «shoulder to shoulder with
the party in the directing cabin of the captains.

But is is known that all these conditions exist not only since
the first steps of socialism, but already in capitalism. Then
what is the use of the working class party, the communist par-
ty; what is the use of the dictatorship of the proletariat, why
was it necessary to wait until the XXII Congress to declare
them as unnecessary? The conditions mentioned by them pro-
vide to the working class only the possibility to be a class
leading the struggle for socialism and communism. But these
possibilities become a reality only when the working class
creates from its fold its own revolutionary party armed with
the scientific world outlook of communism and when after
the overthrow of the bourgeoisie it creates, consolidates and
perfects its state power — the dictatorship of the proletariat.
Without having its own party and without the proletarian
state the acceptance of the leading of the working class is a
big bluff.

So much groundless from the theoretical viewpoint were the-
se socalled arguments that today Khrushchev’'s successors, the
Brezhnev-Kosygin clique, for definite purposes, have begun to
question them. At present the Soviet propaganda no more
speaks of the «party of the whole people», there are in it even
manipulations with the idea of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat. The present-day Soviet press criticizes those who detach
the leading role of the working class from the role of the
communist party and defends the viewpoint that in all the
stages of the struggle for communism the leading role of the
working class is realized through the party.

What dictated this «turning-point» and for what purposes is
it made?

It was dictated above all by the events in Czechoslovakia.
The Czechoslovak revisionists, Dubcek’s partisans and on be-
half of the socalled ssocialism with human face», openly rose
against the leading role of the communist party and were
demanding the full restoration of the bourgeois system of ma-
ny parties, the accelerated restoration of capitalism. One of
their chieftains, U. Svitak, was noisily declaring that the wor-
king class could perform its mission even without the direc-
ting influence of the communist party, that this mission should
not be mixed with the leading role of the communist party in
as much as they are two entirely different things. To justify
its aggression in Czechoslovakia the Moscow ruling clique was
compelled to criticize these viewpoints as counterrevolutionary.
But this criticism was a two-edged knife because the Czecho-
slovak revisionists were admitting in fact those same things
which the Khrushchevian revisionists, too, were propagandizing,
with the sole difference that they used to openly say what
the Soviet revisionists were stating in a more camouflaged
way.

The demagogic manoeuvre of the Soviet revisienists to give
up the term wparty of the entire people» get deceive but the
naive. The Communist Party of the Soviet Union is neither a
party of the entire people nor a party of the working class,
but a party of the new Soviet bourgeoisie. The change of
terms by no means changes the reactionary and counterrevo-
lutionary character of this party. They are only masks to con-
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ceal the Soviet Union's degeneration into a new bourgeois sta-
te and into an imperialist power. People judge of parties not
by their names and declarations but by their deeds, by the
policy they pursue, by the fact as to whose advantage they
are.

The demagogical character of this manoeuvre comes to the
fore also by the fact that the Khrushchevian revisionists, while
having given up the term wparty of the whole people», con-
tinue to uphold the viewpoint of the sstate of the whole peo-
ples. They say that the working class hegemony in socialism
is embodied in the dictatorship of the proletariat only at a gi-
ven stage, that the notion of the working class hegemony, in
the historic meaning, is broader than the notion of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat. Therefore, they say, while the wor-
king class role extends up to the complete building of the
classless communist society, the dictatorship of the proletariat,
as a form of the realisation of this role, is preserved only du-
ring the period of transition from capitalism to socialism and
that with the victory of socialism, with the strengthening of
the social-political and ideological unity of the working peo-
ple it ceases to exist, it turns into a wstate of the entire peo-
ple~.

Our Party of Labour has longsince refuted the revisionist
concept of the sstate of the whole peoples as a thorough-going
fraud and has defended with arguments the thesis that the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat is indispensable not only during
the period of transition from capitalism to socialism, but du-
ring the entire period of tranmsition from capitalism to com-
munism on a world-scale because during the whole of this
great historic period the class struggle, the struggle between
the two roads of development — socialist and capitalist — con-
tinues. And as long as this struggle continues the leading role
of the working class is indispensable to ensure the victory of
the socialist road over the capisalist one, a role which cannot
be understood without the dictatorship of the proletariat. In
final account, the notions of socialist state, socialist democra-
cy, dictatorship of the proletariat express the same thing -~
that the working class is in power, that it directs and leads
the whole national life. «The dictatorship of the proletariat, —
V. I. Lenin has written, — if this Latin scientific historic-philoso-
phical expression is translated into a simple language, means
the following:

Only a given class, precisely the city workers and in general
the factory workers, the industrial workers, are in position to
lead the entire mass of the working people and of the exploi-
ted in the struggle for the overthrow of the yoke of capital in
the process of this overthrow itself, in the struggle to preser-
ve and consolidate victory, in the work to create the new so-
cial order, the socialist order, in the whole struggle to com-
pletely liquidate the classess (V.I. Lenin, Selected Works, Al-
banian edition, vol. II, page 520).

Every state, as long as it is such, cannot fail to have a class
character, cannot fail to express the leading role of a given
class. Otherwise it cannot be a state. The class in power uses
the state precisely as a means to realize its hegemony in the
whole national life. If the dictatorship of the proletariat, as
the revisionists say, is only a form of the realization of the
leading role of the working class in socialism, then the hege-
mony of what class does the present-day Soviet state express?
They say that also the wstate of the whole people» is led by the
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working class which under these conditions realized this role
through the communist party. The revisionist logic here great-
ly stumbles because it is an anti-Marxist logic. It turns out
that the state is above class, while its leadership is by the
working class. It turns out likewise that the party leading the
state and the policy it pursues are of the working class, whe-
reas the state led by them is allegedly of the whole people.
Seeking to avoid one contradiction, the revisionists create the-
reby other contradictions. You cant’ help it, such is the revi-
sionist logic.

With such «theoretical» acrobatic feats the Khrushchevian revi-
sionists are seeking to conceal what cannot be concealed, the
complete negation on their part of the leading role of the
working class in the struggle for socialism and communism.
They need them in order to cloak the restoration of capitalism
and the transition to social-imperialism with a more revolu-
tionary phraseology, to throw dust in the eyes of the Soviet
people and the world public opinion that the present-day
Kremlin clique is allegedly making «correctionss, that it is al-
legedly returning to healthy or at least healthier Marxist-Le-
ninist positions. This whole demagogy must be exposed and
destroyed through to the end.

THE PARTY OF LABOUR OF ALBANIA AND THE
WORKING CLASS

In contrast with and in struggle against all the preachings
of the bourgeois ideologists and the modern revisionists, the
Party of Labour of Albania has defended and continues to
defend with determination the Marxist-Leninist viewpoint about
the leading role of the working class, it has consistently
carried it out in practice in all the stages of the revolution
and socialist construction and is developing it further in
compliance with the present-day conditions of the full con-
struction of socialist society.

As far back as during the National Liberation Struggle the
PLA refuted the views of those who, under the pretext of
the absence of a developed working class, were negating
the possibility of the creation of the party and of its leading
role in revolution. The Party did not wait for the creation
of a developed working class, but it strongly relied on
the existing ome, it created and strengthened its alliance
with the peasantry which was constituting the overwhel-
ming majority of the population, and by its work, struggle
and correct line came out at the head of the people as the
sole leading force of their liberation struggle.

In spite of the general anti-imperialist and democratic charac-
ter of the revolution in the first stage, the Party insisted from
the very beginning on its leadership by the working class, it
did not allow the sharing of the leadership with other political
organisations, such as «Balli Kombétar» and «Legaliteti», it
preserved its full independence on the National Liberation
Front and this became the decisive factor that led the libe-
ration struggle of the people to victory and opened the
road of socialist development of our country.
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Also after the country’s liberation from the foreign fascist
occupationists and traitors to the people, the Party carried
out a determined struggle as well against the viewpoints of
the Yugoslav revisionists, who were negating the leading
role of the communist party and were preaching its merger
in the democratic front, as against any attempt to share poli-
tical power with other classes and parties at home. Although
acting under the conditions of a backward agricultural country
with a mainly peasant population, the Party has known how
to defend and strictly carry out the leading role of a working
class party in the system of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat, without which, as V. I Lenin has said, there is no
dictatorship of the proletariat.

In the struggle for the further revolutionisation of the
country’s life which burst forth especially after the 5th Con-
gress of the PLA in November 1966, the Party has forcefully
stressed the need for the strengthening of the role of the wor-
king class as the class in power and the leading one. This
is one of the most fundamental ideas without which this
great revolutionary process, aimed at continually leading the
revolution onward, at ensuring the victory of the socialist
road over the capitalist road, cannot be understood and reali-
zed.

On this question our Party proceeds from the Marxist-Leninist
thesis that the historic mission of the working class does
not end with the building of the first stage of the com-
munist society —- socialism, but this mission will continue
up to communism and it will end only when its complete and
final victory will have been ensured. As a result, for as long
a time will preserved also the party of the working class and
the latter’'s state power - the dictatorship of the proletariat.
Without the rule of the working class, without its leadership,
which is realized through the proletarian party and state,
and without its control from above and below, not only no
forward stride can be made on the road of communism, but
any violation of them inevitably leads to the bourgeois dege-
neration of socialism.

Our party attaches a special importance, above all, to the
establishment of correct relations between the cadres and the
intelligentsia in general and the working class. The cadres,
the intelligentsia have their own deserved place and play a
great role in the socialist society. But the Party stresses thal,
without underevaluating their necessity and contribution, we
should strongly rely on the working class as the class in
power and the leading one, as the decisive force for the
production of the material blessings and for the whole develop-
ment of the society on the road of socialism and communism.
«Les us never forget this, ~ comrade Enver Hoxha teaches, —
otherwise .... we unwillingly create the erroneous opinion that
these are created only by the intelligentsia, a «new class», as
is occurring in the Soviet Union and in all the other countries
where the revisionists are making law.» In these countries,
comrade Enver Hoxha continues, «....there was created a
broad stratum of cadres, an intelligentsia with dangerous ten-
dencies and inclinations, a stratum with bourgeois features,
issued from the working class and the cooperated peasantry,
which has received education under the socialist regime, it has
been trained in socialist schools and universities, but which
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has bureaucratized, it has degenerated, for the reason that il
has been given an extraordinary importance, to such an extent
that it managed to become the master, it took power in its
hand and now it ignores the working class, collective farm
peasantry, Marxism-Leninism which it falsifies in theory and
practices.

Drawing lessons from this sad experience, our Party has
taken of late a series of measures of great principled impor-
tance for the strengthening of the ties of the cadres and intelli-
gentsia with the working class and the working people in gene-
ral, such as the curtailment of the personnel of administra-
tive organs, the lowering of high pays, the rotation and par-
ticipation of the cadres in directly productive work together
with the workers and peasants, their placing under the direct
control of the working class and the working masses, the
determination of their position not only from above but also
from below, the reorganisation of the school, etc.

The importance of the measures consists in that not only lo
educate the cadres and the intelligentsia, but also place
them under such conditions as to never consider themselves
as leaders and commanders of the working class, never place
themselves above the class and above the working people but
consider themselves everywhere and always as servants of the
working class, servants of the people and together they should
manage, work and produce. This is one of the most effective
roads to prepare right now the premises of the communist
society. without class distinctions, where all the working peo-
ple should directly work in production and at the same time
they all be able to study, think, create, manage.

Of special importance to the increase of the working class
role is the increase, in all the links of our life, of the leading,
managing and organizing role of the working class party, and
the improvement of the class makeup of its ranks, especially
of its leading organs.

In the process of socialist construction the role of the party
does not weaken, as the revisionnists preach, but it keeps
growing; the more complicated the tasks and the broader
and more active the participation of the masses in this direc-
tion is the more this role grows. Our Party has criticized all
those viewpoints which lead to the weakening of its role and
which are propagandized by the revisionists under the labels
of «party of the whole people» or «party of the masses», «illumi-
nist party», weconomic partys sunique partys or a «partner
party, equal to the other parties and mass organisationsn.
One of the most important causes of the revisionist degenera-
tion of many communist parties was the deproletarization and
intellectualization of their leading organs which fell into the
hands of the bureaucrats, technocrats and bourgeoisied intei-
lectuals. V. I. Lenin had longsince warned against such a
danger. He used to say that he would prefer the party commit-
tees had 8 workers for every 2 intellectuals. Bearing in mind
these teachings as well as the conditions created our Party has
taken in these recent years effective measures for the further
improvement of the class makeup of its leading bodies, bringing
into them more workers and working people who even after
this continue to directly work in production. This orientation
is valuable also to all the other organs of the state, economy
and mass organisations.

Finally, of special importance are comrade Enver Hoxha's
ideas about the direct control of the working class over every-
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body and everything. They are another new contribution to
the Marxist-Leninist doctrine about the working class role
in the system of the dictatorship of the proletariat. The new
consists in the fact that the working class fulfills and must
fulfill its controlling role not only from above, through the
party and the proletarian state, but also from below, directly
as a class. This is of vital importance.

The sad experience of the revisionist tragedy in the Soviet
Union and elsewhere showed that the working class and the
labouring masses not only at the beginning found themsel-
ves unprepared and were caught off base, but even later on
they fell into passiveness and could not react by force against
the revisionist betrayal. Our Party is striving never to allow
such a situation. It is working to make the working class
fully aware of its mission not only as the main productive
force, but also as the main political force which must hold
tightly and with a high conscience in its hands the banner
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of the revolution and socialism and smash out by its powerful
fist any counterrevolutionary plot by whoever it may be framed
up and from whatever side it may come.

From this viewpoint the direct control of the working people
is one of the mcst effective roads for the defence and consoli-
dation of the dictatorship of the proletariat, for the consolida-
tion and the successful development of the whole of our socia-
list order. As pointed out by the 6th Congress of the PLA,
the direct control of the working class «<is one of the most
concrete expressions of the leading role of the working class
and of proletarian democracy in action. It constitutes a sharp
weapon in the struggle against bureaucratism and alien influ-
ences in social life and in the conscience of the working people,
a very much effective form of proletarian education of the
working class itself; it is a powerful encouragement to lead
socialist construction onward. We see in the worker control
one of the fundamental guarantees to avert the danger of revi-
sionism and of turning back to capitalisms.

The measures adopted by the PLA for the strengthening of
the leading and controling role of the working class are
measures directed against bureaucratism, technocratism and
intellectualism and are aimed at defending and carrying for-
ward the revolution and the cause of socialism in Albania.
They are by no means directed against the intelligentsia, as
the bourgeois and revisionist ideologists slanderously state.
The Party has always correctly appraised the place and role
of the intelligentsia and has done a great work for its growth
and education, creating a large army of intellectuals loyal to
the working class and its revolutionary ideals. The whole thing
is to most correctly understand the place and the role of the
working class and the intelligentsia, not to put things upside
down as the revisionists have put them.

The intelligentsia must deeply understand and accept with
full conviction that in Albania it is the working class, the la-
bouring people that are in power; that the intelligentsia issued
from their fold must merge with them and serve them with
loyalty and devotion. Not in intellectual haughtiness, in claims
to leadership, in the idealization of its talents and abilities,
but in the service to the working class and the people, in
placing all its mental and physical abilities at the service of
socialism, herein does the intelligentsia see and must see its
mission in our socialist society. «The aim of the Party, comrade
Enver Hoxha said at the 6th Congress, is to preserve the intel-
ligentsia pure and revolutionary, to closely link it with the
workers and peasants, to make it capable of facing by itself
the alien bourgeois and revisionist influences, fighting, as until
now, with determination for the great cause of the working
class and the peoplels

ALBANIA TODAY _L

g i

SR

Albanian workers making borings in the ground in search for oil







f
|

The Dictatorship

Of The

Proletariat And The

Fight Against Bureaucracy

The practice of socialist construction in Albania has proved
the correctness of the Marxist-Leninist thesis that the constant
strengthening of the socialist state is the premise for the
extension of socialist democracy, for the broadening of the
social base of the dictatorship of the proletariat. All the poli-
tical, economic and cultural successes of our people
in the building of socialism, under the leadership of the
Party, would have been unthinkable without the major role
of our socialist State. 27-years experience has also
confirmed, under the specific conditions of our country,
the correctness of the Marxist-Leninist doctrine about the deci-
sive role of the dictatorship of the proletariat as a powerful
means in the hands of the working class for the construction
of the new order, for the development and deepening of our
socialist revolution.

The 6th Congress of the Party of Labour of Albania placed
important historic tasks before the Party and the whole people
for the deepening of the process of revolutionization in the
political, economic, ideological, and cultural fields, for the
further development of the country on the road of socialism.
A fundamental condition for the realization of these tasks

Luan Omani, professor jurist, dean of the faculty of the po-
litical-juridical sciences under the State University of Tirana.
— He deals with problems of the theory of the state and law.

is the unceasing strengthening of the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat. «The key problem of the revoiution, — said comrade
Enver Hoxha in his report, — has been and will continue to
be till the attainment of the victory of communism, the pro-
blem of the state power, of the dictatorship of the proletariat.
In whatever field the class struggle between the two roads —
socialist and capitalist, may develop — in the political or eco-
nomic, ideological, cultural or military field, it is, in the final
account, a struggle over the question of whether the dicta-
torship of the proletariat will be preserved and strengthened,
or will degenerate and be overthrown, as occurred in the
Soviet Union and in some other countriess.

Experience of the construction of socialism has proved that
the strengthening of the dictatorship of the proletariat, the all-
round development of socialist democracy cannot be ensured
without a resolute struggle against bureaucracy. The Party
of Labour of Albania and comrade Enver Hoxha have always
warned against the danger of bureaucracy, and especially in
the recent years, keeping in mind the negative experience of
the Soviet Union and of some other countries, they have pro-
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OUT WITHOUT A PERMANENT AND CONSISTENT STRUGGLE
AGAINST ALL MANIFESTATIONS OF BUREAUCRACY

ceeded with an all-round analysis of its sources and roots, at
the same time also defining measures for an effective struggle
against it.

This struggle of our Party against bureaucracy has always
been waged in the spirit of the teachings of Marx and Lenin.
In the Marxist-Leninist theory on the state and society the
problem and analysis of bureaucracy occupy a special place.
Although other thinkers before Marx have also written in the
political theory about bureaucracy, the founder of scientific
socialism is the first one that has defined bureaucracy as a
social-political category, as a component part of society and
state. In Marx’s work the theory about bureaucracy constitutes
an element of his general world outlook about society and its
development, especially about the state. In his «Critique of the
Hegelian philosophy of rights Marx criticized Hegel's theory
about the administration, i.e. about the bureaucracy in the
bourgeois state. Marx’s answer to Hegel's thesis that «the
administration is the soul of the states contains in itself the
whole Marxist concept on bureaucracy. «Bureaucracy, — Marx
write, — is not the soul of the state, it is its lack of souls.
Developing and completing his theory about the bureaucracy,
especially in his works «The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis
Bonapartes and the «Civil War in France., Marx explained
bureaucracy in the field of economic-social relations, disclosing
the essence of this phenomenon.

Lenin’s concepts about bureaucracy were developed especially
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under the conditions of the building of socialism, after the
October Revolution. He discovered that Soviet bureaucracy
had its origin in definite economic relations. Although the
old bureaucratic apparatus had been smashed, following the
October Revolution at the 8th Congress of the Communist Party
of Russia Lenin spoke of a partial revival of bureaucracy,
while two years later he said that «we see this evil before us
even more clearly, more accentuated and more threatenings.
(V. I. Lenin, selected works, vol. 2, p. 770).

Lenin pointed out the classical characteristics of bureaucracy:
lack of ability, lack of responsibility, administrative procrasti-
nation, etc. He showed how these phenomena, arisen on the
basis of a backward peasantry, of an undeveloped capitalism,
the feudal traditions and police despotism of the past, remai-
ned under the new conditions, too, and can develop
and reproduce themselves. Aware of the danger of the develop-
ment of bureaucracy, Lenin pointed out that the Soviet appara-
tus was still «true to the type of our old state apparatuss,
therefore he demanded a rapid change in it, seeking new
forces in the deepest roots of our dictatorships, that is in the
development of institutions based on the broadest possible par-
ticipation of the workers and peasants.

Despite of Lenin’s warnings and despite the struggle carried
out by Stalin, who continued his work, against bureaucracy,
this did not disappear in the Soviet Union, but under given
conditions it became further developed and this, in turn, led
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to the creation of a parasitic stratum detached from the people,
a stratum that became the social basis of the birth of Krushche-
vite revisionism.

The teachings of Marxism-Leninism and the critical analysis
of the negative experience of the Soviet Union and of some
countries of people’s democracy provided our Party with the
possibility of drawing accurate conclusions about the nature
and causes of bureaucracy and at the same time of taking
more effective measures to attack the roots of it. Such historic
documents of our Party as the Open Letter, comrade Enver
Hoxha's report at the 5th Congress, his February 6, 1967
speech «On the further revolutionarization of the Party and
state power», «Working class control» and now the report at
the 6th Congress of the Party, are important stages in the
struggle against bureaucracy. They are materials of greatl
theoretical and practical value the importance of which trans-
cends the borders of our country, for they are based also
on the summing up of international practice.

In his report to the 6th Congress of the Party comrade
Enver Hoxha pointed out that «the gencral road for the
strengthening of the dictatorship of the proletariat, of the
entire socialist order, is the development of mass democracys.
Our state power radically differs from the state power of the
bourgeoisie. It emerged as the power of the working people,
which is reflected in its content, as well as in its construction.
The very establishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat in
Albania as a direct result of the broad National Liberation
Struggle, is an original characteristic of our state. The breadth
of the social base of the dictatorship of the proletariat in Alba-
nia which stems from these historical conditions, is a fundamen-
tal characteristic of socialist construction in our country. Our
state power, under the leadership of the Party, has constantly
strengthened these powerful ties with the masses. The consoli-
dation of our social and economic order is an important factor
for the extension of the social base of the dictatorship of the
proletariat. In the present period of the building of the material
and technical base of socialism the socialist character of our
State is reflected not only in the objective it aims at — the
complete construction of socialist society —, but also in the
fact that it is based on the socialist relations of production,
which are predominant in our country today.

This fact creates particularly favourable conditions for the
all-round development of socialist democracy, for the eradica-
tion of bureaucracy, which is the antithesis of this democracy.
for the establishment of the closest possible ties between the
state power and the masses. The people’s state power can have
no interests apart from those of the masses. It relies on
the powerful support of the masses, its aim is the broadest
possible activation of all the masses in governing the country,
in the control of the state apparatus on the basis of the prin-
ciple that the people in power manage, lead, administer the
country.

Since the 5th Congress of the Party appreciable results have
been achieved in the fight against bureaucratism, for the
development of socialist democracy. The measures adopted
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against the manifestations of bureaucracy, for the strengthen-
ing of the dictatorship of the proletariat, have promoted the
improvement of our socialist superstructure, its strengthening,
and cleansing of everything alien, so that it will always preser-
ve its pure proletarian class character. Resulting from these
measures the political organisation of our society is
responding ever better to the economic base of so-
cialism that has been built. But the swift progress of the
productive forces in our country and the improvement of the
relations of production cannot be reflected immediately on
the whole superstructure of our society. During this process
of development separate elements of the superstructure lag
behind in comparison with the development of the economic
base. This relative lagging behind of the superstructure as
compared with the relations of production manifests itself in
the existence of some negative phenomena which, in essence,
reflect the resistance of the old forces, traditions, ideology and
morality of the feudo-bourgeois society. Among these nega-
tive phenomena the most important is bureaucracy which
is, as comrade Enver Hoxha says, «a great and deeprooted
evils that can lead to the degeneration of the dictatorship of
the proletariat. After the victory of the socialist relations of
production and the liquidation of the exploiting classes, bureau-
cracy is the most dangerous internal enemy of the dictatorship
of the proletariat.

Our Party has mobilized the inexhaustible revolutionary ener-
gies of the working class and of all the working masses to
fight these negative phenomena to the finish, to eliminate
the «blemishes» which pave the way to bourgeois and revisio-
nist degencration. In this respect, there is no doubt that our
Party has drawn the proper conclusions from the negative
experience of the Soviet Union and the other countries where
the revisionist cliques seized power. The measures for the
further revolutionarisation of our entire national life are
not simply preventive measures, dictated by this negative
experience of other countries, but are, in the first place,
measures for the further development of the socialist revolu-
tion, in conformity with the objective demands of the develop-
ment of our society on the road of the full construction of
socialism and communism. These measures, adopted by the
Party of Labour of Albania, especially since the 5th Congress,
such as the further enlivening of all the organizations and
forms of socialist democracy, the strengthening of the people’s
control over the respresentative organs, and of the represen-
tative organs over the executive ones and the administration,
the direct working class control over anyone and everything,
the simplification of the state apparatus and the rejection of
over-concentration of competences at the center, the purge
of bureaucratic distortions in the legislation, the abolition of
rank in the army and the improvement of the system of
command in the armed forces, the closest possible integra-
tion of the cadres with the masses through their rotation and
direct work in production — all these are measures which, on
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