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THE FURTHER REVOLUTIONIZATION OF
THE PARTY AND GOVERNMENT!)

Comrade Communists!

Our Party organizations are looking forward
to an important event. During the coming two
months meetings will be held everywhere, in the
local organizations of the city and of the country,
in various institutions and army units, to render
account and elect the leadership of the Party local
organizations and committees in regions and remote
districts.

Rendering account and elections are an event
of major importance to the further consolidation
of the Party. In meetings held for this purpose
every communist is called upon to draw a balan-
ce-sheet of his work and of the work of the or-
ganization, to weigh, in the spirit of criticism and
self-criticism, all successes and shortcomings, to
formulate the objectives which he will strive to
achieve in the days to come, to elect the secre-
tary, bureau or committee from among the com-
rades who have done better, who claim distinction
for their ability as organizers determined fo carry
out the line of the Party.

Meetings of local organizations for rendering
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account and elections must in all cases justify their
holding. What I mean is that each should be asked
to render account, not of how we have carried out
our tasks in general, but how he or she has carried
out his or her task as a communist in particular, not
only in the field, factory or office but how he or
she has fulfilled his or her duty in society, how he
or she is mobilized to tackle social, political, and
family problems, and, when I say family problems,
I do not, by any means, refer to the internal affairs
of the family but to the social and political pro-
blems that preoccupy the Albanian family.

In local organizations a revolutionary commun-
ist demands a rendering of account from his
fellow revolutionaries, for the problems under dis-
cussion are not private, personal affairs, but poli-
tical and organizational problems of the Party,
problems of the collective, of the masses; therefore,
we, as communists, bear great responsibility as a
Party collective and as communist members of this
collective,

We are constantly waging a major bat-
tle to further revolutionize the Party and have
achieved good, very good results. Revolutionizing
the Party means revolutionizing the communists.
The latter should be steel-like soldiers, politically
enlightened, courageous, kind, straightforward and
frank and, when need be, severe as well. They
should deal destruction to every thing that is wrong
and decrepit and fight in the forefront to uphold
the new and progressive. If what I am saying ap-
pears to be general principles then I will be more
specific.
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Let me begin from the very simplest. How can
a communist, who treads six times a day on the
filth that covers the staircase of his apartment
house and takes no trouble to remedy this situation
and educate all the dwellers of the apartment
house, be called a revolutionary?

How can a communist be called a revolutio-
nary when he takes part in meetings of the ward,
of the Front, of Trade-Union organizations, only
when he is summoned, and even then fries to
turn tail or attends just for the sake of being
present, and when there, sits mum as if exempt
from any responsibility to take part.in discussions,
let alone putting into execution what the others
have brought forth in their discussions?

How can one consider on vanguard positions
that local Party organization of the Durrés whar-
ves, or how can one consider a revolutionary that
worker of these wharves, who does well by day
and is even praised for his work, but who at home
by night makes church icons and sells them to the
faithful in the morning?

Furthermore, how can one consider on revolu-
tionary positions the local Party organization in
the mountain village of Zgjan, in the Hysgjokaj
locality of the Lushnja district, where almost all
girls from 13 to 14 years of age and below are
betrothed, and some of them are even married off
young by their parents contrary to the law?

Still furthermore, how can one consider on
revolutionary positions the entire Party organiza-
tion of the Lezha district where the scandalous
custom of selling off girls in marriage has become
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a tacit law? The entire Party and country should
wake up, throw into the flames and twist the
neck of any one who tramples underfoot the
sacred law of the Party in defense of the rights
of women and girls. These are problems of major
moral and political importance.

Calling communists to task is necessary, but
it should be done in a revolutionary, not a mean
spirit, for paltry, apolitical matters, not in the
form of an inquisition, not for trumped up charges
or vindicative personal attacks. All these kinds of
taking one to task are alien to and punishable by
the Party, for they are all inspired by petty bour-
geols viewpoints.

Therefore, I think we should abstain from such
forms of rendering accounts in general which
vield no results, or from resorting to stale eriti-
cism and self-criticism which bears no effect, which
does not educate comrades politically and which
does not help them solve problems aright.

In order to make the Party pre-eminently re-
volutionary, every communist should assume and
bear responsibility by carrying his tasks to the
letter and by rendering account for his work to the
letter, Accounts are often not rendered properly
because obligations, first and foremost, political
obligations, are not duly grasped by every one.

Let us take, for instance, the members of
Party committees or members of the bureaux of
local organizations and even the communists of
the basic organizations. It is usually claimed that
not all are duly mobilized for the various affairs
of the Party; the bureau of the Party committee
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is criticized that its secretaires or the secretary of
the basic organization fail to organize the work
with them, and so forth and so on. These are to
the point and just and they should even be more
strongly criticized since the only more or less or-
ganized and planned work of the Party committees
and their secretaries is carried out with the com-
mittee instructors, with the people of the apparatus,
and now and then, at occasional meetings, with
the secretaries of the basic organizations. Looked
at and done in this way, this work smacks of
bureaucratic officialdom.

But the blame does not rest on these comrades
alone, it rests also on other comrades who are
criticized only after a fashion, or are not criticized
at all, and when the time comes for them to
render account of their work they fail to do it,
proceed to elections and are re-elected. T am re-
ferring in the first place to the members of the
plenums of the Party committees and of the
bureaux of basic organizations. They are elected
by the Party to direct, organize, mobilize and fight
like revolutionaries, and not just to wait for the
two or three meetings a year of the Party commit-
tee and to think that that is all the job expected of
them. At these meetings their job has just begun.

They may say, «Well, the secretaries do not
call us together, they do not mobilize us», and so
on. We have, however, never seen these comrades
call the secretaries to task for this, and finally, to
even throw them overboard if they fail to do their
job properly. Let us suppose that the bureaux and
secretaries are to blame for this, but we have
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rarely seen members of Party committees avail
themselves of the rights the Party has given them
and use these rights in a revolutionary way.
Rarely, if at all, has any one gone to check, assist,
instruct and take steps on the spot in other basic
organizations besides his own, or visited and as-
sisted economic organizations besides the one he is
directly connected with, without having been
assigned to do so. He won’t raise a finger without
consulting and getting the permission of the se-
cretary. A Party committee member should coordi-
nate this work with the secretaries, should demand
facts from the Party apparatus, he should discuss
with the secretaries what he has seen, what he
has done and what he suggests should be done. To
take no trouble, no initiative within one’s compe-
tences but to attend only to the simple tasks under
the jurisdiction of one’s own basic organization
cannot be called a revolutionary style of work.
This is simple concern over local interests.

The proper exercise of all prerogatives and
duties by every communist at the grass-roots or
elected to the leading organs of the Party does not
mean violating the Party norms, to which I shall
refer later, but, on the contrary, striving to steel
them. If he fails to exercise these rights, he tole-
rates, in this way, a method of work which in-
tensifies the bureaucratic spirit in the work of the
apparatuses of the Party and leads to a state of
affairs in which those appointed to the Party
apparatuses emerge as all-powerful, tread the
stage as «infallible specialized Party workers», and
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the organization at their fingertips». This is true
also of certain rank and file members of the Party.

No doubt the work in the basic organization
should be organized, there should be a proper di-
vision of jobs among communists. In certain cases
this is done well, in others not so well; this we
should improve but in no case should a com-
munist idle his *ime away when no specific job is
assigned to him. There are numerous jobs waiting
to be done. Then, what kind of a revolutionary is
that communist who waits for someone to assign
him to a job?

No, a communist of this type cannot be cal-
led an energetic, enterprising revolutionary with
initiative. The Party has no need of such mem-
bers; its members should know that it is only
in revolutionary struggle that heroic communists
can be created and tempered.

Therefore, all Party meetings, particularly
those In which accounts are rendered and elec-
tions are held, are a great school in which the
Party cadres are revolutionized.

Rendering accounts and elections should set
in motion also all the non-Party workers of the
collective who are not, and cannot be, indifferent
towards successes or shortcomings at work, to-
wards tasks the party organization will assign
for the days to come, or as to who will be
elected to the leadership of the Party organiza-
tion. Therefore, while getting ready to go to
meetings to render account and take part in elec-
tions, the communists should talk to workers,
discuss with them their ideas, remarks, criticism,
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and suggestions, and study these carefully, so as
to bring to the Party meetings not only the opinion
of communists, but also that of the non-party
masses. A preparation of this kind will go a long
way towards conducting these meetings in a mi-
litant revolutionary spirit.

Our Party goes to its meetings to render
account and hold elections strong and monolithic
and armed with the historic decisions of its 5th
Congress. In comparison with last year’s elec-
tions, it goes this year with a richer balance-
sheet of successes achieved by our workers in
battle under the leadership of the communists. The
1966 State plan was accomplished with better
success than that of any other year. The total
industrial production plan was realized 104% or
12%, above that of 1965. For certain products, in
comparison with 1965, the oil industry turned out
9%, more products in 1966, that of coal — 17%,
copper — 56%, iron nickel ore — 43%, electric
power — 24%, machine-building industry — 40%,
light industry — 10%, food-processing industry —
5%,, etc. Good results were likewise attained .in
agriculture. In comparison with 1965 the areas
planted to food grains increased 7%, potatoes —
nearly four times. 18,600 hectares of virgin land
were reclaimed, that is 70%; more than in 1965, etc.
The accumulation plan for food grains was ful-
filled 112%, potatoes — 106%, cotton — 103%,
sugar beet — 123%, sunflower — 115%), etc. Im-
portant successes were achieved also in other sec-
tors such as in building, transport, trade, educa-
tion, culture, public health and sanitation.
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1966 was the year of major creative initia-
tives by the working class as a consequence of
which many new shops and factories were set up;
for the first time all the peasants in mountainous
regions were organized in their agricultural coope-
ratives; it was the year of a further strengthen-
ing of the defensive potential of our country
and of a revolutionary mobilization of every ci-
tizen of our People’s Republic.

These successes are a major incentive and
encouragement for every communist and every
worker of our country. They strengthen our con-
viction, that just as we accomplished the tasks
of the first year of the 4th five-year plan, we
will fulfil successfully, and even better, the tasks
of 1967 and the future years of the 4th five-year
plan which the bth Congress of our glorious Party
has set forth for us.

Our Party teaches us communists never to
rest on laurels. We should not overlook our
shortcomings and cover them up with our suc-
cesses. We know that, in spite of successes achie-
ved by our Party organizations in mobilizing the
masses, there have been and continue to be de-
ficiencies against which the Party should wage
a resolute struggle.

The Central Committee of the Party has
constantly emphasized that the grass root organi-
zations should exercise more initiative in their
work., But this matter is at times not rightly in-
terpreted. Thus, there exists an idea, according
to which, taking up for study the decisions of the
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Party committees in the basic organizations, lays
a heavy burden on the latter and curbs their
initiative. Taking up for study decisions sent from
higher organs should not be considered as some-
thing superfluous and unnecessary. Such an idea
would be erroneous, for thus it would follow that
the Party as a whole should not be informed,
instructed either on how to act and think. or on
how 1o impart directions and generalizations of
experience gained.

We should not lose sight for a moment of the
fact that democratic centralism lies at the very
root of our Party. That is to say, the democratic
life, ithe democratic activity of our Party, is con-
ducted under a centralized leadership, eclected by
most democratic methods by the entire Party. On
the basis of this democratic centralism, therefore,
the important decisions of the higher organs of
the Party should not only be made known to all,
to the lower organs and to the Party as a whole,
but the lower organs should make a deeper study
of them and find the best ways and methods to
carry them out, to realize them in practice,

These vital decisions of the Party cannot be
carried out when a liberal; petty bourgeois spirit
prevails, when the dangerous attitude of «what do
I cares exists in the Party. No, in our Marxisf-
Leninist Party, in a militant proletarian Party,
there is no room for liberal political and organi-
zational disintegration, for sham democracy.

Our Party leads the great proletarian struggle
of the people, and in order to win every battle,
it enforces an iron discipline which is such in the
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Party because it is conscious. These norms of the
Party, and the ones I will refer to shortly, should
be preserved and strengthened and one should in
no way think that, since the Party is in power,
that, since we are building socialism successfully,
we can afford to be lenient in enforcing the norms
of the Party to the letter. By no means! These
norms consolidate the Party, make it a vanguard
and an invincible Party.

Studying decisions or suggestions pertaining
fo work, to forms of work and tasks coming from
higher organs is essential. Such a thing does not
limit the horizons, does not curb the initiative of
any basic organization. But the question is what
specific aid is given to them to understand and
carry these decisions out under the actual condi-
tions in which the basic organizations live and
lead. Here we have a great weakness.

The field of action of every grass root organi-
zation looks alike but it is not entirely so. There-
fore, we cannot recommend that the elaboration
of a decision should be done alike in the city, in
the countryside, in the workshop and at the bri-
gade of a cooperative or in a school. We should
not Insist that every organization should treat all
the problems which a decision may raise in a
uniform way.

An organization should get its bearings, be
well informed and understand well the substance
of the decisions as a whole and then take up and
tackle certain parts of it dealing with its own
acute and actual problems. But what happens
among us sometimes? Instructions with regard to
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this work are at times given in a perfunctory way,
the seminars are conducted in a general way and
this creates a situation in which some secretaries
of basic organizations fail to refer the instructions
or information received at the seminars to the
basic organizations.

Why does this happen? Either because those
things told to the secretaries are common run and
the secretaries of the basic organizations feel they
have nothing to impart to the comrades in the
organizations, or because what are said are good,
new things but the secretaries of the basic organi-
zations fail to take accurate notes, or fail to un-
derstand them thoroughly, and the notes taken
are so poor that when brought to the basic orga-
nization they turn into stale, stereotype formulae
heard thousands of times before.

Therefore, the Party committees and the
secretaries of the basic organizations should de-
vote great attention to making preliminary ar-
rangements for this work. Party committees should
realize that the work done in the countryside has
its own specific nature, which often, and especially
under our concrete conditions, is quite different
from the work in the Party organizations in the city.

To forget or ignore the differences of our town
from the countryside, the life and customs of the
city from those of the country, and to use in an
automatic and stereotyped way the same method
of work in both the city and country, is bound
to yield unsatisfactory results. Secretaries and
instructors of Party committees pay no great heed
in this respect. They do not take duly into ac-
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count, for instance, that our organs of the press,
for various reasons, do not go where they should
or as quickly in the country as in the city, that the
cultural center at a cooperative does not function
and is not frequented like that of a factory or city,
that the backward vestiges in the consciousness of
the peasant are guarded with more stubborness than
in that of the worker, that the cultural level of
the peasants is still lower than that of the city
man. Then, what is left for the secretaries and
instructors to do? There are two ways: either to
plod along like cart horses or to crack their brains
to find the appropriate way out. A recipe could
hardly be given, for, as I said before, every village
or group of villages may have particular ways out
in compliance with the situation and environment.
But one recipe is infallible and the main remedy
to cure and set the work on its feet. It is knowing
thoroughly the situation prevailing in the coun-
tryside, to know the people and cadres of the
village individually, to know their capacities, their
inclinations, their will and their hearts. This holds
good also for the city organizations. It is only on
this basis that the basic organizations can exercise
their initiative and self-action, it is only on this
basis that the Party committees and instructors
can give qualified assistance. Improvement of this
shortcoming in the method of work of the com-
mittees and basic organizations will help to make
the Party organizations more combative and ca-
pable of leading the work to accomplish better
the great tasks lying ahead.

Now that the Party organizations are prepa-
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ring to go to their meetings te render account and
hold elections they should bear well in mind their
peculiar characteristics as well as their shortco-
mings, and discussions should be centered espe-
cially on the latter since elections are on the
agenda.

It must be said that in connection with elections
the Party committees have created a tradition
which must be rid of things that yield no fruit
or of out-dated forms. One of these things is the
_ habit of talking about all problems when rende-
ring account and proceeding to elections. It seems
to me that comrades should delve deeper into this
matfer. We may adopt the practice that reports at
these meetings should be confined to one or two
main issues, let us say to production, or only to
matters of culture and education, to those topics
where there are more weaknesses and deficiencies,
and every communist should render account,
should make criticism or selferiticism on them. Just
what problems to take up depends on the characte-
ristics of the basic organization, on its specifica- "
tions, on its weaknesses and deficiencies.

Our task is to keep tempering our Party so that
it may always be militant, dynamie, active, irrecon-
cilable with deficiencies and weaknesses. In order
to achieve this it is essential to infuse new blood
into the Party ranks, to admit new members from
the ranks of the working class, cooperative farmers,
from the most outstanding and revolutionary ele-
ments of our intelligentsia. The Constitution?)
adopted at the 5th Congress of the Party clearly
defines the conditions necessary for admittance to
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the Party and the steps to be taken to train can-
didates. The task of the basic organization is to
explain these requirements and their objective
well so that they may be correctly understood. If
the directives of the Party for admittance are
explained well and are correctly understood, then
it will be clear that the new reguirements of the
Constitution do not close the doors of the Party, but
on the contrary, fling them wide open. But to
whom? To the honest, to the revolutionaries. Whe-
reas for those who are not deserving, they shut them.

Why does some comrade or other now think
that the new conditions might hamper the injection
of new blood into the Party? Because, until now,
Party members and organizations have not follo-
wed sound criteria in proposing and admitting
people into the Party without testing them well.
Now the criteria are sound and tests differentiated,
people should get used to these new forms, and
there is no reason to think that the doors of the
Party are closed. If the doors were closed to the
people, that would be very bad just as it would be
very bad to have the doors flung wide open for
any one io enter when it pleased him. But some
take the directive of the Party wholesale, whereas
it is differentiated into various grades — for wor-
kers, for cooperative members, for intellectuals
and for employees. If these grades and require-
ments, established for people of various walks of
life, are not taken into account and both the miner
and cooperative member as well as the intellectual
or office employee have to go through a period of
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trial as a candidate, this means that the directives
are not grasped, and this is fraught with risks.

Let us take the case of those who reconimend
a candidate for Party membership. The instructicns
of the Central Commitiee have it that «a stand
should be maintained» against those who make
thoughtless recommendations. This should be in-
terpreted aright, recommendations should be made
and he who recommends is responsible to the Party,
but this should not be interpreted to mean that
punitive measures should necessarily be taken
against him for errors and offen<es committed by
the candidate during his membership period in the
Party ranks, for then he would ne longer recom-
mend any one. The matter should be approached
in accordance with the dialectical development of
events.

Or the requirement of the Constitution that
the candidate may change his profession when he
is under trial. This may be done in principle but
not as a rule, for a procedure of this kind is to the
detriment of both the work center and the candi-
date.

A candidate may be transferred from his own
district but this should not become the rule. When
the candidate is a bachelor this can be done more
easily. And then, there are many, various and dif-
ficult sectors of work in every district to which the
candidate can be assigned. The question of educa-
tion in centers of adverse conditions of work should
be viewed also in regard to workers and cooperative
members: particular attention should be devoted
when dealing with women, especially when they
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are married and are rearing children, but we should
be more exigent towards employces and intel-
lectuals. Thus, the directives of the Party should be
interpreted correctly, and the problem of admitting
members on these new grounds to strengthen the
Farty with new blood should be followed with
great care and ceaselessly, for this is a matter of
vital importance to the Party.

The aforesaid matters are of importance to the
improvement of the work of the Party. But it is
not these alone that should be borne in mind in
connection with the campaign of rendering ac-
count and elections to the Party. Further revolu-
tionizing of our Party and State organs, the tem-
pering of the Party and the Government depend
on a complexity of problems. I want to talk to you
on two problems of principle:

First, about the strict implementation and
observation of the revolutionary principles and
norms of the Party.

Secondly, about a consistent and determined
fight against bureaucratism.

On the implementation of the norms of the Party

Right from the time it was founded, our Marx-
ist-Leninist Party has given primary importance to
democratic centralism, to ecriticism and self-criti-
cism, to proletarian democracy, to a critical ana-
Iysis of problems and events, to sound secrecy,
iren and conscious discipline, to the mass line,
class struggle, and s¢ on and so forth. Good results
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in this respect are confirmed by the moral and
political situation in the Party, the ideological
uplift and revolutionary spirit in the Party and
among the people, the realization of the Party line
without disquieting mistakes, the realization of
plans.

It would of course be a mistake and short-
sightedness on our part if we felt self-satisfied
and said that everything has reached perfection
among us. Self-satisfaction, resting on our oars
creates that condition of inertness which lets mista-
kes pass by and covers them up with the idea «we
have achieved successes», «now everything goes
well», «we need not bother about certain dangerous
manifestations which we may consider as acciden-
tals.

Self-satisfaction over correct decisions taken
and thence the ideas that those who have formu-
lated them on the basis of the experience of the
Party and of the State are infallible, above re-
proach, by maintaining towards them an idealistic,
mystie, anti-revolutionary. anti Marxist-Leninist
dialectical attitude, is a wrong idea, a wrong
concept. One should always proceed according to
the principle of believe and check, lay great store
by and respect every person who works and sirives
hard, correctly and with perseverance. following
the Party line, but let no one, whoever he be, pass
unreproached and un-corrected when he errs: do
not hesitate to expose and deal harsh and merci-
less blows at any one who takes the inimical course
against the Party, against the people. against so-

cialism. i
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To continue to revolutionize the Party with
firm tenacity — this should be our greatest concern.
The Party cannot be revolutionized except through
a thorough knowledge and deep philosophic un-
derstanding and striet application in a revolutio-
nary way of the Marxist-Leninist principles which
guide the Party and the Leninist norms, which
govern its life and that of the communists.

This great vital problem cannot be understood
in a formal way and we should not allow these
principles to be applied mechanically, to be learned
as cut-and-dry, lifeless formulae. One of our main
tasks is that, while learning and applying these
principles and norms properly, we should, at the
same time, find out the real, deep rcasons why
these norms are not understocod and applied pro-
perly in general, or by some in particular, in this
basic organization or the other, by this communist
or the other.

The workers of the Party are now capable
of continually making this necessary diagnosis of
their work and they should therefore prescribe the
necessary remedy both on a general level for the
Party as a whole as well as for particular com-
munists. The remedy for particular communists
who do not grasp and apply properly or violate
norms is the study of the theory of Marxism-Le-
ninism, is the revolutionary battle, and this is
part and parcel of the general education of the
Party in these directions.
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Let us look at some lessons the experience
of the Party imparts to us

In spite of the great progress achieved, in the
basic organizations of the Party there is a lack of in-
tensive life, a lack of lively debates and discussions,
of exchange of opinions on opposites, from which
comrades can learn and correct conclusions can be
drawn and just measures can be taken which will
enhance and assert the personality of every com-
munist, sharpen his vigilance and make it easier
for him to carry out the directives, the line of the
Party, in a correct way. This is a cardinal matter
in the life and struggle of the Party.

Should we devote special attention to this pro-
blem and find out the real reasons that hinder the
basic organizations from being at their revolutio-
nary peak? Most certainly! Without more ado! Or,
should we be satisfied with the results we have at-
tained and take no account of the fact that a num-
ber of communists take no active part in discus-
sions and debates? Should we be satisfied to say
that «they are uninformed-, or consider the faults
of a communist who is being criticized as mercly
subjective and not delve decper into the matter
and come to the conclusion that, though this or
that communist is to blame for having erred, we,
the basic organization bear a share of responsibility
for having failed to help him? Or, when a com-
munist or group of communists fail to accomplish
their tasks and fulfil plans, should we merely say
that it is their fault, whereas we, the basic orga-
nization, disclaim any responsibility if things go
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badly and solidarize with them when everything
goes well? No, by no means!

But why do such things happen in basic or-
ganizations, why do such things happen among
communists? It is not the first time we have analy-
zed these things, at times superficially, at other
times in more detail; it is not the first time we
have called aitention to them and yet they still
occur despite the organizational and educational
measures we have taken and are continually faking.

In no matters. I think, should we create illu-
sions, should we let ourseclves be swept away by
self-gratification or think we have accomplished
our duty by taking these measures, or, in fine, say
that we have results (and in fact we have results)
but «it is inevitable for such things to happen. This
is the dialectics of life and struggles». These ideas
should not lull us to sleep, therefore we should
always delve deeper into analyzing things and we
should enforce and organize better the measures
we take. On this. I think, should we lay more
stress.

I have emphasized at other times that the
meeling of the basic organization should be an
event of great importance for the communist and
in order to make it such it is necessary that better
preparations be made by all and not only by the
secretary, not only in drawing up a good agenda
but also in having all communists take part in
solving the minutest details of the problems which
the basic organization takes up for examination
and discussion. If this procedure is followed, it is
impossible not to have discussions in the basic or-
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ganization, it is impossible not to have debates and
controversies, not to have new ideas, right or
wrong, not to have criticisms and self-criticisms.
This is the kind of basic organization we are after.
For it is here that every initiative originates from,
that the right education is received, it is here that
the communists are imbued with the correct norms
of the Party, that their political and ideological
enlightenment and even their technical and orga-
nizational uplift are achieved, for the organization
of work, the performance in life of their duties,
the individual and collective efforts to raise the
technical level of communists and non~-communists,
depend a great deal on the revolutionary debates
in the organization.

Where else. if not in the basic organization.
will he be asked with insistence to render account
for his deeds, to maintain discipline? Where else, if
not in the basic organization, are criticism and sclf-
criticism properly made according to the norms
of the Party? If the communist does not have the
courage to express his opinions in the basic orga-
nization, will he be able to express them properly
in his meetings with the masses? If the communist
is not educated fo grasp and carry out the dicta-
torship of the proletariat and all the norms that
emanate from it in life, in his conscience and in
his work, then the question arises: How will he go
about it that the masses may grasp what the
dictatorship of the proletariat implies, what its
political, ideological, ethical, organizational and
repressive norms are?

We teach and want the broad masses to speak
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freely, to criticize shortcomings and people with
a view to educating and correcting them. Of
course, a thing of this kind cannot be carried out
properly by the masses if the Party as a whole, and
a communist in particular, do not understand
and carry it out properly.

The question is not that our Party and our
communists are not acquaihted with these norms
and do not put them into effect. No, but here there
is quite a touch of formalism, of automatism, a
lack of profoundity, an improper insight into the
good or evil that may result from their understan-
ding and implemention or the contrary.

I think the basic norms that govern the life and
struggle of the Party, hence, of the basic organiza-
tion and of each communist, should be understood
well and in depth, that their ideological and poli-
tical sides should become familiar to all. On this
we have not insisted as much as we should and
in the way we should have done.

In order to illustrate this conclusion let us take
the Constitution of the Party as an example. The
Constitution is the vademecum of the communist,
it is the basic document which regulates the life
of the Party. It synthesizes the principal directions
of the Party, the rights and duties of the commu-
nist, according to which, unless he knows them
thoroughly and carries them out in life, he cannot
be considered a good communist.

If he violates these norms of the Constitution
he is subjected to punitive measures which may
reach to expulsion from the Party. But a queer
thing happens: the Constitution is not learned, is
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not used as a basic material by the communists,
rank and file or leading members. Many of the
latter have not read it at all. Some read it and say:
«We agree. We know these things well. We abide
by them. It is true that we know many things,
but then why do we blunder, why do we violate
the articles of the Constitution? This shows that
we do not know these articles well. At times we
are completely ignorant of them and they have not
become a stumbling block for erroneous things in
our consciousness, they have not hecome an inspi=-
ration to always proceed along the right path and
in a revolutionary manner.

Every year, eversince our Party came to being,
we have been giving lectures on the Constitulion.
This work has yieldad and vields results, but we
should continue to leok for reasons and also find
better mathods to make every communist keep the
Constitution before his eyes, in his mind and in
his heart at every step he tukes.

If one asks a worker how much his pay is,
what his rights as a worker are, and when his va-
cation begins and ends, he will tell you in most
accurate terms what they are and on what law
they are based. He knows the consequences of
coming shor{ of reaching the work targets and all
that, but when it comes to the articles of the Consti-
tution he pleads ignorance. We should no longer
folerate a practice of this sort, for this brings
about undesirable results in revolutionizing the
Party.

Let us take the question of dodging the issue
of taking part properly in discussions on various
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problems at the meetings of the organization.
I am not referring here to some mechanical thing
that all the members of the basic organization
absolutely must discuss everything, but to the
phenomenon itself: Why do they not discuss? This
should preoccupy us first and foremost. _

There are no discussions, or discussions are
dull when the problem is not well understood, when
it is not properly delved intc and is not raised
correctly with well founded arguments.

There are no discussions when the problem is
communicated to the organization in a cut-and-dry
way and at the last moment, taking the organiza-
tion by surprise and placing it in a position of
either not discussing it at all or discussing it in &
perfunctory way. Indeed the problem is raised just
to have it done with, it is dragged in as a drudgery
intending in a round-about way to impose on the
organization the ideas of him who raises the pro-
blem and there are those in the organization who
find it easy to get up and speak but who often have
no ideas to offer but mere words.

It is not hard to see what negative effect a
thing of this kind has on work, on education and
what relations are established between the leader-
ship and the base.

The only way to invigorate the organization
is to prepare for the problems to be brought up for
discussion. Only he who grasps the problem can
discuss, offer suggestions, criticize, look beyond and
propose. If everybody appreoaches the matter in
this way then there is little doubt that good and
bad opinions will jein issue, will be sifted, the best
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ones will be chosen and measures will be taken to
surmount any obstacle that might lie in the way.
But during these debates one will also come to
know people for what they are worth. This is what
revolutionary struggle is in the organization.

The rules of procedure at the meetings are
there not to hamper these debates but to promote
them. Care should be taken and we should combat
the bureaucratic aspect of these rules and regula-
tions. Sticking to these rules for the above purpo-
ses, the Secretary should not feel superior to
others nor think that it is for him to draw the
conclusions he desires or that his is the last word,
«God’s own» word, or that his opinion is the best,
for otherwise he «will raise hell», because he has
the committee behind him, or formulates the mi-
nutes of the meeting which are exiremely neces-
sary to be in touch with the debates in the orga-
nization and formulates them entircly wrongly.

All this dissuades many a person from discus-
sing. Many take the floor and put forward proposals
but their ideas and proposals go with the wind
and they, willy-nilly, feel obliged to give up
discussing. There atre others who try to eriticize the
work or people but who are hooted down, and
thus, willy-nilly, a dull state of inertness is created
in the organization. People abstain from discussing
and criticizing, for they see nothing to discuss or
criticize. Others see what to criticize but do it in
soft terms lest they offend some one. Still others
see what to criticize but do not have the courage
to criticize out of sheer fear,

We are all well aware of the importance of
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eriticism and self-criticism and it is easy for us to
say: «What communists are these who are afraid
to criticize correctly? The Party demands this of
its members every day.» That is so. But facts and
events are such that we should always strive to
find the reasons why a communist who is not
and should not be afraid, under certain circums-
tances feels timid and is afraid to express his views
freely. There may be subjective reasons, but there
are also objective reasons, that place communists
in these situations.

There is a remedy in each case. We should
treat a communist with an intensive doze of ideo-
logical education, and cure his subjective and
objective shortcomings by the work and endea-
vors of the basic organization, by a persistent
struggle to impart the rules and regulations of the
Party and make him observe them strictly and in
a revolutionary way. All this should be considered,
at the same time, as a broad ideological and organi-
zational education involving all, not merely as a
speciality of the cadres engaged in the organiza-
tion, but of each party member without exception.

Neither the communist who is afraid fo ecriti-
cize and to say openly what he thinks on all matters,
nor he who suppresses the criticism and ideas of
the comrades, is an enlightened and a good com-
munist. not to say a bad one, for in that case he
should no longer stay in the Party. If they fail to
become enlightened, to be corrected, they should
by all means quit the Party, for it cannot keep
within its ranks persons having these vices, incor-
rigible persons, just to fill the roll call.
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When a person asks to be admitted to the
Party and his request is granted he assumes prero-
gatives and duties which he must know absolutely
and ecarry out courageously. You cannot be a
member of cur Party and, on the other hand, be
a coward. A Party member may not be well
versed in many things or may know many things
perfunctorily: the Party will always teach him these
through its many ways; but those things he knows,
those things he has learned, a Party member
shouwd express as ne knows them, as much as he
has learned them, and set them forth for discussion,
and as the communist that he is, should listen to
the revolutionary criticism of the comrades, that
is, he should calmly accept bolshevik criticism
and couragecusly rebuff un-bolshevik criticism,
honestly recognize his mistakes and march ahead.

Everybody says «this is right» but, unfortunq—
telv, there are also persons «who do not dare» and
s0 on. but who is to blame for this, the Party, its
rules, or because it constantly urges them to forge
ahead like revolutionaries? If such persons judge
the Party by the person who suppresses their cor-
rect ideas, who smothers their criticism, it is they,
themselves, who are to blame, nor the Party nor
its rules. If such communists allow the person they
themselves have invested with function ‘o over-
shadow the collective strength of the Party, then
they are far from understanding the Party rules.
But there are also persons who are well acquainted
with the formal side of the Party rules but in
Whose hearts other Petly bourgeois norms are
brewing, in which case the Party should point out
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these alien «norms» to them, should strive to edu~
cate them.

We should view this major problem from all
angles since there are directors, heads of depart-
ments and secretaries who err, but there are also
persons who are neither directors nor managers but
cannot bear being criticized or being called to fask,
or being made to submit to discipline, and who
consider any remark or observation made to them
as being prompted by personal considerations. We
are acquainted with such phraze-mongers (just as
we are acquainted with arrogant directors) who
slander directors, but when the matter is brought
before the organization it is judged aright by the
¢ollective and it is only here that the truth is found
out.

The only correct and complete judgment is
the check up of the collective which verifies and
should verify the case. This means «the control by
the masses> and «the policy of the masses». All
without exceplion should submit to the judgment
of the masses on their work and conduct in society.
The communisis should submit to a two-fold con-
trol, to that of the Party and to that of the masses.
No one can say that this is a personal, private af-
fair, when it is related to society, to socialist and
Party norms. No one should interfere in the perso-
nal affairs of another, but when this other person
maltreats his wife, for instance, or leads a luxur-
iant life beyond his means and incomes, and so on
and so forth, then the collective is fully justified
in criticizing, and if it turns out that norms and
laws are violated, then another course is followed.
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A process of this kind strengthens our society and
does not weaken it. On the other hand it weakens
the petty bourgeois views on life, on the out-dated
norms of life which turned main into a slave,
which deprived him of his personality, freedom
and initiative.

These moments of elections and rendering of
accounts play a major role in tempering the Party
and cadres, in further revolutionizing them. It is
hecessary to do away with formalism at these
Important meetings, to have no hesitation in car-
rying out the norms that govern the life of the
Party. The leadership should render account at
these meetings, should verify by facts that it has
done its duty, and not only submit general observa-
tions and criticism of others. Conversely, every
communist, too, should do the same.

Elections of the leadership should be made on
sound criteria in conformity with established rules,
without any one forcing a leader or leaders on the
basic organization of the Party. They should no-
minate the candidates themselves, sift them
themselves, elect their leaders themselves, and re-
voke them themselves in a democratic way when
they fail to do their duty.

In nominating candidates we seem to have de-
parted somewhat from the revolutionary proce-
dure we used to follow. Now, under the pretext
that cadres have already become familiar figures,
we almost fail to look into their biography, or
if we do, we just do it formally. This must be
looked into correctly regardless of whether we are
familiar with the nominee, who should stand be-
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fore the comrades himself and render account of
himself, not to boast of his past merits already
recognized by the masses, but to point out concre-
tely where his weaknesses lie in his work or any
erroneous views he may have cherished in his mind,
and pledge his word that he will correct them.
These norms should be preserved and deve-
loped aright in the Party and before the masses
and, as regards those who are appointed to state
functions, we should also apply, I think, certain
norms more or less similar, especially with regard
to principal cadres like directors, assistant-direc-
tors, heads of planning, accountants, chief-accoun-
tants, and so on. These cadres are appointed, and
we may not have to change many things in the
principles and norms pursued so far, but the eco-
nomic organs or any other enterprise should, by all
means, know who the new person is who comes to
lead it. We should not only introduce the newly
appointed employee o the masses, and do this not
in a formal way, but we should adopt the practice
of making him come before the masses himself to
give a frank account of himself so that the masses
may pass judgment on him and tell him: «Look
here, brother, do your job well, behave well, apply
the rules and laws correctly, demand from us to
render account to the letter, since we will demand
the same thing from you; listen to us because we
will help you also if you do your job well. But,
mind you, if you blunder we will pull your ears,
while if you keep on blundering we will throw you
overboard, and bear well in mind that there is no
one who can help you; the Party is ours, the re-
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gime is ours, it is we who are in power, it is the
dictatorship of the proletariat which reigns, there-
fore, we shall break your neck if you commit
crimes; conversely, we shall love and respect you
above measure if you do your job wells.

If we stick to these norms we will see how
smoothly the work will be done and how fast those
persons who roam aimlessly in life will be correc-
ted.

Why is it so important to know and apply
aright the Party rules, and why should we insist

so much on getting to know and making these

rules the motto of our lives?

We know that our Party of Labor is, like all
genuine Marxist-Leninist Parties, an organized
detachment of the working class. This implies that
those in the Party are the best, most revolutionary

and most unbreakable persons of the vanguard..

Such persons do not fall as manna from heaven;
they emerge from the ranks of the people and
distinguish themselves at work and in battle by
their virtues and conduct. Persons who are admit-
ted to Party membership come from various clas-
ses of our society, from the working class, from
agricultural cooperatives, from employees, from

intellectuals and people of other walks of life. Ne~

vertheless, our Party is not an arena of classes in

which each class has its proportional number of

representatives defending the individual interests
of each class, and so on. No, the hegemony in our
Party is possessed by the working class, with its
ideology, Marxism-Leninism, regardless of the fact

that the percentage of members of working man’s:
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origin or status may, at present, for known rea-
sons, be lower than that of those with peasant
origin.

The organized detachment of the working class
in our country, which is the Party of Labor, is,
likewise, not an arena where a class struggle, in
the classic sense of the word, is waged, but it leads
the class struggle. This means that our Party is a
monolithic Party with steel-like unity of thought
and action; there is no room in it for anti-Marxist,
revisionist, Trotskyite, liberal, social-democrat and
other fractions and opposition. It has defined its
strategy and tactics always based on Marxist-Le-
ninist theory and on the objective conditions of our
country, connected with its peculiarities and time,
analyzed in the light of dialectical and historical
materialism. Thus, the tactics of the Party cannot
evade or run counter to these principles.

It is on this basis that the Party has fixed its
own norms to attain its end, which is its program,
the complete construction of socialism and of the
classless society, communism. This is achieved only
under the hegemony of the working class which is
led by the organized Marxist-Leninist detachment
of this class, the communist Party, with us, the
Party of Labor.

Why should there be perfect organization, an
iron discipline and bolshevik norms in the Party?
These are needed since they are, so to say, the
concrete groundwork of the Party. Our Party is
not a multitude of persons without ideology, wi~
thout criteria and without aim or with opposite
criteria and aims, going patter-scatter to a wedding
feast. No!
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The Party of Labor of Albania was set up
and embarked on as terrifying a war as was ever
met with by mankind and by our people. The
destiny of our people was at stake and only a
Marxist-Leninist party like our own could and did
save them. Thus, our Party was the sharp-edged,
glistening, unbreakable and irresistible sword in
the grip of the Albanian working class and people.
And this sword became this because it was an alloy
of Marxism-Leninism and tempered in battle and
with the norms it had established for itself. Thus,
it was under the leadership of the Party that the
National-liberation War was won, that our people’s
revolution was effected and that socialism is at
present being built with success. Our Party will
have completed its noble task when communist
society is built in our country, when proletarian
revolution has triumphed everywhere in the world.

Many are the battles the Party had to fight
to achieve what it has achieved. It fought against
the German and Italian fascists, against the Fron-
tists, against the feudal-bourgeois coalition of the
country; it fought against the Titoites and their
innumerable agents both within and outside its
ranks; it fought against the joint conspiracies and
agents of imperialists: it fought against the Khru-
shchevite traitors and their agents both within and
outside its ranks; it fought against the ruthless
fascist coalition of modern revisionists headed by
the Khrushchevites.

Our Party warded off all these dangers and
came off victorious due to the reasons cited here,
and not because our people counted millions of
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souls or because our Party numbered millions of
members among its ranks. Qur Party attaches no
importance to the quantity but to the quality of the
steel, and the Albanian communists, thanks to
abiding by Marxist-Leninist principles, have really
become as unbreakable as steel.

Our enemies do not fail to say that we stand
on our feet, that Albania exists thanks to others.
This, of course, is piffle. We would not be Marxists
if we denied the international solidarity of the
world proletariat, but one must struggle and defend
oneself first, one must exert oneself in the right
direction and only then expect others to help.

Many things occurred in the Soviet Union and
in the countries of People’s Democracy that led to
the overthrow of the socialist regime and to the
degeneration of their parties. Why did these things
not occur among us? For the reasons I mentioned
above, and precisely for those reasons nothing will
occur in the future either. Has the continuous im-
perialist and revisionist coalition against the Party
of Labor of Albania and socialist Albania ceased
to exist? This coalition is on its feet but so are we
and always have been. We have grappled with
them and have won and may come to grips with
them again and we shall win again. This will hap-
pen again and again. Therefore, the victory will
be ours, our people’s and our Party’s to the end of
time.

We should all study the materials of our Party
from its very beginning, for in them we will find a
colossal experience. These materials may not have
the proper form of philosophical dissertation which
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our intellectuals or writers of high style are so
fond of, they may contain unnecessary, trivial re-
petitions and, at times, even erroneous things, but
they are of the kind that tempered a Party and
inspired a small but unconquerable people who ne-
ver kowtowed and were never defeated because
they stood loyal to Marxism-Leninism and its
norms.

The modern revisionists and reactionaries eall
us Stalinists thinking that they insult us and, in
fact, that is what they have in mind. But, on the
contrary, they glorify us with this epithet; it is an
honor for us to be Stalinists for while we maintain
such a stand the enemy cannot and will never
force us to our knees.

Of these documents of major historical signifi-
cance of our Party, I wish to mention some mo-
ments during which, had we acted differently from
what we did act, we would have brought a lot of
trouble to the people if not a total loss of the in-
dependence gained with so much bloodshed.

Our Party did not allow the sharing of State
power with bourgeois elements even if they were
liberal at that. It did not tolerate the creation of
bourgeois parties either within the Front or outside
the Front, and not only because this was the expe-
rience of the Soviet Union, but because our Party
and people knew beforehand, came to know du-
ring the war and after the war, who were the na-
tional-frontists, the «democrats», the «independent
democrats», and others, like Riza Dani and Shefget
Beja and Co. At that time, at the opportune mo-
ment, the Party appealed to all, held out its hand
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and even supported a number of them who even
became deputies. These were correct tactical and
necessary acts, but the Party did not turn this
into a strategy and did not make it its political
and ideological line of action.

Our enemies may accuse us of being sectarian
and terrorists but we were not dupes; our Party
and people made short work of the enemies who
turned their guns on us. We were not terrorists
but revolutionaries, and proletarian revolution
guided by a Marxist-Leninist Party does not allow
us to admit the enemy into our fold, to hold the
viper in our bosom, under pretexts and reasons
which one can try to dress with any kind of outer
garment but which are far from being Marxist-Le-
ninist. This was successfully carried out because the
Party was the sharp point of the people’s sword.

Our Party always kept its ranks pure as befits
any proletarian party that has to pass through
thousands of dangers in order to attain its final
objective. The Party never lost its bearings in this
vital matter; it always held, that in order to van-
quish our people, the enemies had first to van-
gquish the Party. That is why it waged a continuous
and coordinated struggle both within and outside
its ranks.

Our Party smashed all its internal enemies
ranging from Anastas Lulo3) to Liri Belishova).
This was a systematie, revolutionary struggle. At
no time did the Party tolerate hostile acts to mount
in the Party, at no time did it foil to use with
patience clarifying and persuasive methods and
means towards all those who betrayed it and took
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the anti-party and anti-people course, but when
the cup was filled and facts became evident it
expelled them without hesitation from its ranks
and turned those who had conspired over to the
court of justice which sent some of them to the
gallows. Our enemies shed tears for them while the
people were glad to get rid of them.

A Marxist-Leninist Party which is respected
as such cannot tolerate the existence of two lines
in the Party; it can, therefore, not tolerate the
existence of a faction or of many factions. If a
thing of this kind is manifested the Party cannot
and should not tolerate its existence, not even
for a short period of time. A faction in the Party
runs counter to the Marxist-Leninist unity of
thought and action, tries to transform the Party
into a social-democratic one, and the socialist
country into a capitalist one.

These are all historic moments for the Party,
therefore every one should read the materials and
decisions taken about them, should study and rely
on them for they are lifegiving and a guide for
our actions at all times.

The struggle of our Party is a great revolu-
tionary school which teaches it to keep its ranks
pure since, although the Party is not an arena of
classes, its members, who are in the vanguard at
times, bring with them non-proletarian survivals
which must be purged and fought against; and
this is the form of class struggle which we cons-
tantly insist should be waged against these vestiges
within the Party. In this great battle some com-
munists get tired, at times they succumb. Thus, it
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is because of this that they can become dangerous
elements, thercfore, the Party should continually-
educate its cadres ideologically and politically, at
work and in battle so that they may never succumb,
that they may always be revolutionaries. Looking
at this question from this angle, the only Marxist~
Leninist angle, one can see how important are the
Marxist-Leninist norms that govern the life, work,
and struggle of the Party, people, communists and
non-party patriots.

The more deeply the correct line of the Party
is grasped, the more thoroughly the principles
and norms of its life are learned, the more cor-
rectly, profoundly, they are put into practice with
revolutionary courage, the stronger and more

unyielding will our Party be and the further-

will socialism forge ahead with success.

For these things, therefore, have we striven
and will strive to the end with our heroic Party
in the lead, for the good of our glorious people,
of socialism and communism.

Again on Bureaucratism

Based on the historic decisions of the 5th
Congress which guide us in our work, based on
the Open Letter%) of the Central Commitee of the
Party and on the Callf) of the Central Committee
and the Government, which have become notable
events for the communists and the broad masses
and which yielded major positive results in re-
volutionizing all our work, allow me to express
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some further ideas regarding the ceaseless strug-
gle which we should wage against bureaucratism
and its earriers.

It would be a mistake to think that the strug-
gle against bureaucratism has come to an end or
that we should slacken our efforts following the
ctampaign we undertook and the first results we
have attained in this direction. It must be un-
derstood that this struggle will never come to an
end so long as classes and the class struggle exist,
it will be a continuous one.

Why will it be a continuous struggle? Be-
cause it does not consist simply in taking certain
technical measures, as some take it to mean, such
as reducing the number of superfluous cadres,
eliminating unnecessary links in the payroll ot
State, administrative, economic and cultural organs
or in the Party apparatus, or doing away with
excessive letter-writing and red-tape and even
Iixing the right competences and individual and
collective responsibilities. These measures have
played and will continue to play a positive and
combative role against bureaucratism but this is
not all there is to it. This is a minor aspect and
remains a technical aspect of the problem which
might in itself become again a <«bureaucratic
measure» if its substance is not viewed from a
political and ideclogical angle, that is, if what
burcaucratism is and how it comes to being, how
it creates its conceptions, where its source lies,
what objective and subjective factors nurture it,
are not viewed ideologically and politically.

We may have reduced the number of persons
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in an institution from 100 to 50 but this does not
rid us of bureaucracy if the 50 who have remained
have not a deep understanding of what bureau-
cratism is and do not fight as revolutionaries. The
same thing holds true for red-tapism. There may
be fewer letters written but they might still con-
tain the spirit of bureaucratism in them. We
should attach due importance to forms, they play
their role and help when they are good, do damage
when they are bad, but we should never forget
that what counts is the essence of the matter, its
ideological meaning.

Bureaucratism, which develops in concrete
forms and assumes ugly features, is inspired by
idealistic conceptions which develop, take wvarious
forms, in order to serve feudalism, the bourgeoisie
and capitalists, in order to dominate the masses,
to oppress them, to exploit them to the maximum.
Therefore, bureaucratism is a form of thinking
and acting in flagrant opposition to the people,
to their vital interests.

Bureaucratism and the bureaucrats are, there-
fore, antipopular and enemies of the people. The
concepts that form bureaucratism and the bu-
reaucrat are idealistic, reactionary, anti-revolu-
tionary and anti-Marxist concepts. Therefore,
bureaucratism and the bureaucrats are the most
ill-intentioned and wily enemies of a Marxist-Le-
ninist party and, as such, they should be fought
continually, persistently and ceaselessly in all their
manifestations, and the Party should, first and
foremost, smash their political and ideological
concepts. It should smash, at the same time, the
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organizational and structural system that they
establish or strive to keep alive in various forms
and manners.

The people, the masses are educated and gui-
ded in two ways in the world. Where revolution
has won they are educated in a revolutionary way,
while where capital dominates, in a bureaucratic
way. In the first community, which is a socialist
community, the people are in power, the dicta-
torship of the proletariat is established and the
Marxist-Leninist party is in power, the line of the
Party, the line of the masses is in power. Here
there is wide and real democracy for the broad
masses and there is no democracy for the reactio-
nary minority that have been deprived of all
power as oppressors and enemies of the masses.
Against these we should exercise by means of
class struggle and the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat pressure and major vigilance that should
never be slackened.

In countries where capital dominates there
is democracy for capitalists, oppressors, exploiters;
there is oppression of the majority, of the masses,
of the people. Where there is the dictatorship of
the bourgeoisie, the dictatorship of fascism, there
reigns the bureaucratic order of things.

Therefore, there are two concepts of direction:
the bureaucratic, anti-popular concept, and the
revolutionary, popular concept. One wages a life-
and-death struggle against the other. Where the
revolution wins, bureaucratism has lost its first
battle, but it has not laid down its weapons and

fights in other forms, whose source lies in the-
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traditions of former regimes whose old sins w2
are still paying for, whose source lies especially
in the mentality, superstitions and world-outlook
of the people.

This concept of thinking, that is, the idealistic
ideology of bureaucratism is, at the same time, the
concept of the minority, subjective ideas that de-
velop in individuals and form the ideology of the
minority class ruling over the majority which the
minority inculcates inte the minds and conscience
of the majority through culture, education, poli-
tics, moral and political degeneration, in order
to make it their second nature, a manner of life,
thought and action.

Therefore, when the revolution - wins, we
should not think that all the people get rid at once
of these idealistic, subjectiivist, individualist
thoughts and superstitions, and that these do not
influence, do not check advancement, do not form
a stumbling block for revolutionizing the people,
their concepts and world outlook, do not hinder
the rapid consolidation of socialism. No! we should
not conceive it this way, for then we would not be
realistic, we would not be objective and unbiassed,
we would not be and would not act like revolu-
tionaries.

We razed the old bureaucratic regime of the
feudal-bourgeoisie and fascism to the ground and
established the dictatorship of the proletariat, the
regime of people’s councils. We cannot say that in
our new people’s regime there did not remain, in
one form or another, certain manifestations of the
old way of the directing of work. It is true that
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during these two decades or so we have moderni-
zed and democratized our people’s State power
and have continually brought it into closer contact
with the masses. But we still have a lot to do so
as to make our people’s regime democratic not
only in form, in structure, but more particularly
in substance. We should strive to make the de-
mocratic substance of our regime predominate,
that its profoundly popular character should pre-
vail, since this will uproot the bureauecratic ele-
ments surviving from former regimes or reborn in
new forms, and this democratic character of our
regime alone is capable of perfecting the structures,
forms, and of creating laws which shape the orga-
nization and guidance of the State power.

In order to wage a successful war on bureau-
cratism and bureaucrats it is necessary to have a
profound knowledge of and strictly apply the di-
rectives of the Party regarding, in particular,
~power belongs to the masses» «in as close con-
tact with the masses as possibles, «the wide demo-
cracy of the masses», and so on.

Some comrades think they understand and ap-
ply these principles well but in their practice the
contrary is true. They think the regime is a de-
mocratic one merely because there are elections and
that this is sufficient. Elections are held also in the
bourgeois democracies, debates are entered into
also during elections in the bourgeois demoecracies.
But the deputies there, far from being from the
rank and file, although they are formally elected
by them through a thousand and one frauds, are
from the bourgeoisie, in the service of the bour-
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geoisie, to protect and fill the coffers of the capi-
talists with the blood and sweat of the people.
Such deputies enact repressive laws in order to
keep alive and consolidate an anti-popular, anti-
democratic, bureaucratic regime. This is the regime
of the gallows and the firing squads, of moral and
political corruption.

Therefore, our elections and theirs are diame-
trically opposed in principle, in substance, in
aims and in deeds. Ours are in essence popular
and revolutionary. The deputies to our people’s
councils and our People’s Assembly are of the
people, bound to the people, elected and revocable
by the people. They enact revolutionary laws in
the interest of the people and themselves, together
with the people, apply these revolutionary laws,
ordinances and socialist norms. The will of the
broad masses of the people is sovereign and can
annul these laws and ordinances, it can correct
and ammend them if it finds them unsuitable,
out-of-date or erroneous.

The role and duties of our deputy in the
People’s Democracy are not confined to one or
two annual visits to his or her electorate and to
applying in a bureaucratic way ordinances and
decisions at the place he works, but he is, at the
same time, the representative and member of the
great masses of the people who not only imple-
ment, but also create, discuss, criticize, propose
and modify. In the profound understanding and
proper implementation of this lies the true battle
against bureaucratic concepts. Here lies the great
battlefield where revolutionaries and bureaucrats,
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<hampions of the masses and bureaucrats, heroes
and cowards, those who strive to bind the Party
with the popular masses and those who strive to
alienate the Party from the people, come to grips.

The bureaucrats are afraid of the masses,
the revolutionaries are not. The sense of fear is
an individual attribute, not an attribute of the
masses. It may be communicated to the masses
for a moment and it may even create a temporary
panic, but the masses are without fear.

If we look back at the great experience of the
National-liberation War we find cases of indi-
viduals who were afraid of taking part in battle,
who hesitated, but finally joined with the brave,
cast away fear and became brave. On the other
hand, when the masses were fighting with he-
roism, there were individuals who became terri-
fied and deserted the ranks of the masses. Thus,
this was due to subjective reasons of the individual.
A man of this kind took fright because his anti-
revolutionary, bourgeois, pelly bourgeois, indivi-
dualistic and cowardly world-outlook urged him
take this road.

The bureaucrat is a coward because his world-
outlock is an idealistic, mystical and individualist
one. This is the mainspring of all evils like arro-
gance, servility, falsehood, fraud and others, all
of which are made use of in order to preserve
the individual post acquired, in order to be pro-
moted to higher posts, in order to secure profits
by illegal means and resort to all kinds of
crooked dealings. Of course, a baggage of this
kind cannot escape the eye of the masses, cannot
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resist the struggle of the masses, the revolutionary
impulse of the masses, that is why the bureaucrat
will do his uttermost to sidetrack every revolu-
tionary rule, he will try to make revolutionary
laws and ordinances ineffective in order to annoy
the masses, to make them dissatisfied and, finally,
indifferent. He will try to turn the State apparatus
into a closed administrative and repressive weapon,
to turn it into an administration in the service of
bureaucratism in order to intimidate and oppress
the masses rather than in the service of the people
and against bureaucratism.

The dangerous bureaucrats who strive to raise
bureaucratism into a system or to keep its spirit
alive should be sought for and fought, particularly,
in the government apparatus and in that of the
Party. in the management of economie, industrial
and cooperative enterprises, in the leadership of
educational and cultural institutions.

The bureaucrat is afraid of the masses, he ia
afraid to work with the masses and when he is
obliged to go and work with the masses he wishes
and manages to clothe himself with authority,
trying to impose himself on the masses by his
authority, by the functions he is filling. In this he
deforms the revolutionary, democratic essence of
the government, of the laws. He violates democracy,
suppresses criticism, pretends he is allegedly
upholding «the propriety of directives» or of the
law, the authority of the Party and of the State.
In fact, he does the contrary, he lowers the au-
thority of the Party and of the State and, through
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his iniquitous, secret and, at times, open intentions,
he alienates the masses from the Party.

We have the example of certain directors of
enterprises or of Ministries or heads of coopera-
tives and others who behave in an anti-Party,
anti-democratic way, like bosses, towards the mas-
ses, towards their subalterns, towards workers.
We have allowed competences and necessary funds
to the Ministries destined, of course, to the im-
perative expansion of production and, sure enough,
products are created by the enterprises. It so hap-
pens that certain managers of enterprises demand
and secure twice as much raw materials as 1is
needed for a year’s production, certain others keep
large amounts of materials beyond quota in their
depots, and as if that is not enough, they demand
other materials, too. What is worse, these fellows
boast of their title as directors of socialist enter-
prises, while in fact, they do not deserve to be
even directors of private enterprises when the
feudals and the bourgeoisie were in power, since
a private owner would never tolerate to have his
property damaged or to incur debts by creating
unnecessary stocks. Buf our bureaucratic director
does not care a damn if the property of the pro-
letarian State is damaged or not, if the economy
is handicapped, provided he runs the enterprise
according to his whims and predilections, resor-
ting to a thousand and one ways to suppress the
criticism, the vigilance and control of the masses
of workers. The laboring masses should by all
means and without hesitation knock down a
director of this type, or any other functionary of
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this kind, whoever and of whatever rank he may
be in the Party or government.

People of this kind suppress criticism and
take revenge on those who dare criticize. They pay
lip service to the principles of «the mass line»,
«bolshevik criticism and self-criticism», «the voice
of the people» etc. But, in reality, they do every-
thing to prevent the masses from acting. Of what
value are such people to the Party and to our
socialist society? None but of a negative one.

Then the question arises: Whom do these
people serve? Do they serve the revolutionizing
of the Party, socialism, or bureaucracy and their
evil personal cravings?

The question is posed: How much is the skin
of these people worth when compared with the
great revolutionary masses of workers among whom
they maintain this antipopular conduct? Not a
penny. Why do the masses not sweep away these
bad and unscrupulous people? Who backs them,
why the delay in detecting them, why the delay
in taking steps against them, whereas the evil
they do has long been known by the masses and
many times it has been pointed out by the masses,
and still they are allowed to continue? No doubt,
they are backed by bureaucratism, by routine, by
formalism and by certain individuals of the appa-
ratuses. And nobody else.

These bureaucratic officials who imagine that
they are the true upholders of principles, of laws,
are afraid of the voice of the masses, of their cri-
ticism. In the meetings which are held many times
the situation created is not very revolutionary.
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Not many bells are heard chiming there but only
«one single bell», and when something is heard
that is not in harmony with what has been «deci-
ded» an alarm is sounded and efforts are made to
bring everything within «the established norms»
which are not the true norms. Where, then, are
the fiery debates, the exchange of contrary opi-
nions we are after, where are the constructive
criticism to correct immature and incorrect ideas?
No such things can exist at such meetings. Indeed
the voice of the masses is not heard there and
like it or not, the masses are not allowed to think,
to criticize, to decide or to propose. Thus, a check,
a regime of restriction, formalism and bureaucra-
tism is established under the banner of the
«slogans of the Party», under the banner of the
«application of the revolutionary norms of the
Party and the people’s powers.

Persons who understand the directives and the
law in a bureaucratic way cannot carry them out
in a revolutionary way. The directive or the law
for them is an order from above and should be
carried out blindly. They do not take the trouble
to look deeply into the origin of the laws or di-
rectives, into the circumstances that have compel-
led the leadership to issue them. Such a superficial
and bureaucratic view of this problem accounts
for the fact that they also carry them out in a
bureaucratic way.

It is not sufficient to explain the law and di-
rective only once or even twice but, through its
content and subjecting it to a political, ideological
and organizational analysis, it should become a
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magnificient and mobilizing force. The idea of
carrying out the directives without relying on the
masses, without thinking and seeing in practice
whether the masses like them or not, is fruitless.
The right thing to do is to accept and encourage
the masses to express their opinions for or against.
This is troublesome and the burecaucrat is afraid
of troubles. He must preserve «the good name+ his
superiors have created about him, he must please
his superiors and forums and say to them: «the
directive you have issued is an ingenious, flawless,
fitting and popular one».

How can a Marxist-Leninist Party be afraid of
the masses, of their voice, of their criticism? A
party which fears them cannot be called a Marxist-
Leninist one. But it is not the Party which fears
but certain individuals, certain members of the
Party, certain State functionaries, it is the bu-
reaucrats who fear the masses, it is the ones who,
under cover of Party and government authority,
suppress the voice of the masses. We should smash
these individuals and they should be smashed in
a revolutionary way by the Party and the masses
at the same time.

Comrade communists! Comrade workers! Shall
we allow such persons, guised under the name
of the Party or under functions of the State, to
trample underfoot the laws of our proletarian re-
volution, to deform the revolutionary and life-
giving norms of the Party, to tarnish the dicta-
torship of the proletariat with bombastic utterances
which hide the evil intentions and deeds? In no
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way whatsoever, for then we would have sealed
the doom of our people.

Comrade workers, shall we permit such a
state of affairs, to please some such persons and
impair the grand cause of the people? In no way
whatsoever.

Can it ever be imagined that the masses of
the people led by our Party, that the working class
and its glorious Party of Labor, could be afraid
of such wretched persons? Not for a moment could
such a thing be imagined.

Nor should it, however, be thought that since
they are limited in number and can do us no harm
we should not put them through the iron pincers
of the dictatorship to correct or do away with
them. Let us not forget for one moment the tra-
gedy of the Soviet Union. Under the leadership
of the Party and of the working class, the masses
of the people always and in everything should
be alert and safeguard the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat, its laws, itsideology, its policy, its achie-
vements. This is the only correct, sound road of
salvation which our Party imparts to wus and
advises us all, without exception, to carry through
to the end.

There are but two roads: either with the Party
and the people or against them. Therefore, no le-
niency should be tolerated in observing the laws
of the Party and the people, no one should be
exempted from rendering account of his work to
the Party and to the people and from receiving
his due from the Party and from the people.

An end should be put to very restricted, very
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superficial and formal criticism in the basic orga-
nization. This is based on arguments that hold no
water.

We say that people do not criticize in the
basic organization because they are afraid. Then,
if it is so, it means that the collective of the basic
organization is incapable of suppressing the sense
of individual fear. Then, in this case, let us turn
this job over io the collective outside the organi-
zation in order io combat with success individual
as well as collective fear on the basic organization
where an evil of this kind has taken root.

Do away with the existing and very ridiculous
wall bulleting and turn them into revolutionary
wall bulletins which will help revolutionary edu-
cation. Do away in these wall bulletins with their
editorial boards of opportunist scribblers who
«uphold the dignity and authority of the director»
and of themselves at the same time, and let every
one write what he thinks of the work and of the
people, in bold-face letfers and without fear.

Or they say: «We should uphold the authority
of cadres. If we act this way we will discredit the
cadres~. That means that those who say so accept,
a priori, that cadres are infallible and the masses
err in their judgement. To think this way means to
commit a grave blunder, to think not as a
Marxist, not as a revolutionary. Nobody discredits
a cadre who works well, on the contrary, every-
body loves and protects him. But what evil is
there and what norms are violated when the mas-
ses criticize the cadre openly? Nothing but good
comes of it. Why should we suppress or discourage
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criticism from below under the pretext of «uphol-
ding the dignity of cadres»? What evil comes to
the Party from a thing of this kind? A lot of evil
comes if we commit blunders. The authority of the
Party is lowered among the masses, we contaminate
the Party, we keep and protect worthless elements
in the Party, we mis-educate the Party.

We sometimes hesitate to take measures
against cadres of long testing periods and expe-
rience. This is a big mistake when this cadre errs
once and twice. In such cases we should see that
the good method of work and revolutionary con-
duct are not always connected with the capacities
of the cadre but, particularly, with his political
and ideological world-outlook.

Therefore, educating cadres and people in the
revolutionary spirit is a major, perpetual work, for
on the good or bad work done in this direction
depends the successful or unsuccessful outcome
of the battle against bureaucratism and the
bureaucrats, depends their improvement.

If we subject the bureaucrats to a close scrutiny
we shall see that they do not study Marxist-
Leninist theory as they should, that subjectivism
prevails in their work. They are very sensitive in
their thinking. They are megalomaniac and servile
at the same time, megalomaniac towards the masses
and servile towards superiors.

Bureaucrats cover up their ignorance with
bombastic words and phrases. They use their long
standing in leading posts as an individual, personal
capital. They nurture the idea that they have beco-
me untouchable, irreplaceable, they think they
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have done enough to create an opinion round and
about them of «their ability» and see no danger of
being lowered in rank, of being transferred, and
so on. They only think of being promoted and
only promoted to higher posts, and they work
towards that goal.

All this un-revolutionary state of mind creates
among them «a sense of stability in the easy chair
they are occupying», «an assurance of infallibility
at work», «a perfection of their method and style
of work» which has given rise to this state of
mind, and this creates among them the way of
thinking and living of a new bourgeois, in the
family and society, within our people’s democracy.
This is very dangerous indeed. If we do not apply
the torch to burn these views of the bureaucrat,
he, being in authority, will spread and infect
others with them.

Thus, in addition to educating the cadres and
the masses in general ideologically and politically,
in addition to the many forms of fighting mani-
festations of bureaucratism, I think we should
study more seriously and apply a further
correct circulation of cadres?), since we have
cadres who for more than 10 to 15 years have
gathered moss at the same place and who, willy-
nilly, have assumed certain features of persons re-
ferred to above. Their replacement with the peo-
ple from the rank and file will do a lot of good
to the Party and government from top to bottom,
as well as to the persons who go from higher to
lower ranks. The latter will, of course, not be
over-enthusiastic to go, but we should be certain
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that we are doing the right thing because in this
way we eradicate from these people the anti-
revolutionary views which have been manifested
among them. We will cure them of this malady.

A worker or cooperative member is not greatly
concerned when he changes places. In ge-
neral, he never fears work or life. He is used to
hardships, he earns his daily bread everywhere
by his sweat. Whereas, an intellectual or office
holder moves with difficulty because of many
reasons; firstly, because he has created a point of
view of the superiority of the «intellect» and «of-
ficialdom» and, secondly, the question of salary,
the question of financial treatment. These two
viewpoints which are not manifested among the
workers and peasants should be combated among
the intellectuals and office holders.

Knowledge, science and wisdom are not the at-
tributes of only a certain number of people who
are possessed of «special brains» or «particular
virtues», who alone can teach and order others
about. It is the broad masses of people who crea-
te, who build and transform the world and so-
ciety and when they do this, it means that they
place every merit, without belittling the merit of
each one separately, in the general service of so-
«ciety. Therefore, the merit belongs to the masses
who work, think, create, carry out, think and
create again.

Therefore, we should combat the thinking of
those who possess some degree of knowledge but
who utilize it to force their «ego» on the masses,
since this is a bourgeois, reactionary mentality,

58




just as bourgeois and reactionary as the mentality
of «officialdom», when we get wise to the fact
that it hides the bad intention of the person,
his anti-Marxist, anti-revolutionary bureaucratic
world-outlook and activity.

The worker and peasant are well aware of the
fact that their income is connected with their
work, with their sweat, while a functionary con-
nects his salary both with his work and his post.
Therefore, his going to a lower level, willingly or
not, depends on whether his post is lowered or not,
whether his salary and «ranks» are lowered or not.

Of course, it would be wrong to give personal
salaries to those who go from higher to lower
levels for reasons of work. But, in the general
interests, we should proceed with still greater
courage towards narrowing down the gap bet-
ween the wages of workers and salaries of
employees8) and among the various categories of
employees. This is a correct Marxist-Leninist
course. It is likewise a Marxist-Leninist line to
accompany this measure with the creation of eco-
nomic abundance.

From all this the Party is faced with major
tasks to further revolutionize its work. The major
successes we have scored in our Party work should
not get the better of us and close our eyes to the
shortcomings and weaknesses which exist and are
not to be neglected. It would do great damage if
we failed to get deeper into and carry out without
fear the mass line, the true democracy of the
masses, if we fail to get deeper into and carry
out to the end, correctly and in a revolutionary
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way, the norms of the Party, democratic centra-
lism, not bureaucratic centralism, bolshevik ecri-
ticism and self-criticism, proletarian discipline and
proletarian ethics.

We will strengthen our Party by proceeding
along this correct course, so that our Party, so-
cialism and our people may have no head-ache,
heart-ache nor bodily pain ever.

We have all the possibilities since our Party
is strong-tempered and possesses great revolutio-
nary experience, since we have daring, heroic
Party members and a marvellous people closely
bound to the Party.

NOTES

1. Speech made on February 6, 1967 at the joint
meeting of the local Party organizations of the Krraba
coal mine, the «Enver» machine shop, the «Wilhelm
Pieck» agricultural cooperative, the army detachment
No. 5009 and the State University of Tirana on the
occasion of rendering accounts and elections to the
Party.

2. On the basis of the Constitution adopted by
the 5th Congress of the Party of Labor of Albania,
the requirements towards the candidates to Party
membership were greatly increased. Their probation
period was prolonged to two or three years. For
those of intellectual or employee’s origin or status
it is recommended to spend their probation period at
the most difficult places and jobs. During his pro-
bation period the candidate to Party membership is
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completely under the direction of the Party basie
organization and of the collective where he works.
It should be known to all the workers that he is
being trained for the Party since they are to express
their opinion whether he is fit to be admitted into
the Party.

3. Anastas Lula — ex-Chairman of the «Youth
Group». At the meeting of the communist groups in
November 1941, he did his utmost to prevent the
founding of the Communist Party of Albania. After
the founding of the CPA he resorted to every means
to fight the Party line and organized a dangerous
faction within the ranks of the Party. The extraor-
dinary Conference of the Party, held in June 1942,
smashed the Trotskyite faction, expelled Anastas
Lula from the Party and condemned him as enemy
of the Party and of the people.

4. Liri Belishova — ex-Member of the Political
Bureau of the CC of the Party of Labor of Albania.
Prompted by feelings of ambition and career-seeking,
manipulated and instigated by Khrushchev and his
clique, placed herself in opposition to the Marxist-
Leninist line of our Party and became a champion of
the revisionist line of the Soviet leaders, but met
with the firm stand of the whole people and of the
CC of our Party. In 1960 she was unanimously con-
demned as the enemy to the Party and expelled from
its ranks.

5. In March 1966, the CC of the PLA addressed
the communists and the workers of our couniry in
an open letter, wherein it reported to the Party and
the people in a high spirit of self-criticism the major
achievements and some deficiencies it had observed
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as well as the measures it had adopted to redress
them. These measures consisted in further revolu-
tionizing its method and style of work, in fighting
against alien vestiges and manifestations in the
conscience of people and in strengthening the defen-
sive potential of our country. The slogans of placing
proletarian politics on the fore, of the line of the
masses and of the revolutionary spirit run like a red
thread through these measures, arousing the enthu-
siasm of and bringing to their feet the entire Party
and people, ready to put these three major ideas into
life to the full.

6. In October 1965, the CC of the PLA and the
Council of Ministers summoned the Albanian people
to discuss the orientation figures of the 4th Five-year
Plan 1966-1970 and to take part in its drafting. This
discussion became a great school for our Party and
people; it developed the creative initiative of the
masses to a new stage and created real possibilities
to map out a concrete, revolutionary and mobilizing
plan.

7. Following the December 1965 decision of the
Political Bureau of the CC of the PLA on the
«Struggle against bureaucratism, for a revolutionary
method and style of work» and the Open Letter of
the Central Commitiee, a series of achievements were
attained in further deepening our socialist revolution:
the Party apparatus was cut down, the personnel of
the State organs and red-tapism in the center were
reduced to half their former self; the competences
of the local organs were enlarged; 15,000 cadres of
the center volunteered to go to production work,
especially to the countryside; administration emplo-

62




yees and intellectuals took direct part in production
work one month each year; the higher wages were
placed at a more just ratio to the average wages of

-the workers; Party committees were set up in the

army; political commisaries were reestablished and
military ranks were done away with in the army.

8. In order to narrow down to the utmost the
gap between the standard of living of the cadres and
that of the workers of the whole country, to keep the
cadres and the masses of the people close to each
other, to block the way to revisionist degeneration,
in March 1966 the CC of the PLA issued instructions
for a better ratio of work renumeration, although, the
Party had never allowed pronounced disproportions
in the workers’ and cadres’ wages. This ordinance af-
fected only the higher wages, leaving untouched the
lower and middle ones. Following Comrade Enver
Hoxha’s speech of February 6,1967, the higher wages
were again cut down on the same lines. The funds
available were made use of to set up new cultural
and health establishments.



TOWARDS FURTHER REVOLUTIONIZING
OUR SCHOOLS Yy

As it happens, the day on which the Political
Bureau is taking up the question of the school
coincides with Teachers’ Day?), therefore, on this
occasion, we turn our best thoughts to the men
and women teachers of our country who are
-engaged in untiring work of carrying out a major
patriotic task, and while expressing our gratitude,
we wish them further success in educating our
younger generation in a revolutionary way on
Party lines.

Our people say: «life itself is a school». In
terms of our materialist philosophy this means
that learning should always continue and proceed
uninterruptedly parallel with and throughout our
lifetime; it means, at the same time, that mental
work is indissolubly linked with manual work.
This means that work, production, and thought,
stand in a complementary relation to one another
throughout man’s life, matter being primary and
thought secondary. Learning and thinking are the
product and reflect the dialectic development of
matter.
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Hence the truism that learning, the progres-
sive development of thought, is not a mere obli-
gation but should be considered as a natural phe-
nomenon which is related to and originates from
the transformation of matter, from its dialectic
develocpment and transformation, and consequently,
an objective necessity for men and society. At all
times, at every stage of his life, man, as a natural
material being. is undergoing changes just as
everything that surrounds him. He creates, thinks,
learns and again creates and transforms. All this
should be considered as a continuous, uninterrup-
ted process from his eradle to his grave. This is
a natural law. The schools we are now taking up
are organized on the basis of this law of mate-
rialist development. Schools and learning should
not be considered as finite, confined solely to a
period of man’s lifetime, or as an adequate basis,
once and for all time perfect, encompassed within
a cycle of given norms to facilitate the organiza-
tional work of educating and teaching.

This law brings up the question of mass
instruction and education, a thing which the Party
has repeatedly held forth to us, namely, that all
of us without exception should apply ourselves
to learning, should acquire education during our
whole lives so that we may be able to create, so
that thought may guide production and deve-
lopment. But in order that this development may
proceed without a break along the road of our
socialist revolution, it is necessary that our thought,
education, and schooling, should base everything

-on our materialist philosophy.
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We say, and it is a fact, that 8th grade school-
ing is compulsory by law, but we should say and
have it clear that all schooling in its various forms,
not mercly in the cycle we have mapped out so
far, should be compulsory for all, not in the mere
legal sense of the word, as our 8th grade school
is, but in the f{rue sense of our materialist philo-
sophy.

The problem of school organization and at-
tendance, that 1is, of wuninterrupted education
throughout a man’s lifetime is a problem of major
importance that cannot be solved and done away
with within a short period of time and within the
actual limits of school organization alone, because,
regardless of the progressive changes our school
has undergone and continues to undergo, it car-
ries along with it certain idealistic concepts inheri-
ted from the philosophy of the bourgeois school,
concepts which have fettered with routine the
minds of many of our people and teachers who
drag along with them these conservative obsta-
cles without themselves knowing it.

In our socialist regime, our new school, just
as everything else, should follow its own laws of
development which should conform to and serve
our economic and social structure, since both the
school and learning are important parts of the
superstructure which should be guided by our
Marxist-Leninist materialist philosophy.

In our socialist order of things, schools and
education should be organized just as and parallel
with our socialist work and large-scale produc-
tion, so that they may respond to the objective
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laws of socialism and communism, so that the
experience in production should stimulate crea-
tive thought, so that the development of matter
may clear up thought and the latter guide and
help the development of revolutionary practice,
the development and transformation of society.

From the pre-liberation period we inherited a
cycle of poorly organized, heterogeneous primary
and sccondary schools of major imperfections both
in form and crilerion of structure, in the content
of subject matter, let alone the political, ideologi-
cal and pedagogical line alien to our socialist
schooling. Zog’s regime, a feudal Byzantinisque
one, was opposed to the educational and cultural
uplift of the people and, consequently, schools
were its last concern.

Primary education was limited, not only in
rural areas where organized ignorance reigned
supreme, but also in towns. In those districts where
primary schools existed, their number was insuf-
ficient but especially insufficient and nearly a pri-
vilege were the secondary schools, gymnasiums,
lyceums and vocational schools. The latter could
be numbered on cne’s fingers and were located
on a few big cities.

In the domain of schools, it was the circum-
stances, the conditions of development of the
country that imposed this policy on Zog’s regime,
although it did its uttermost to impede even this
law of development by pursuing a reactionary,
obscurantist policy. Thus, we may well say that
even those primary or secondary schools which
were opened at the time of this regime, were due
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to the wishes and pressures of the people, of-
the progressive-minded teachers and intellectuals,
rather than to this regime and its policy. For that
little educational progress made during Zog's re-
gime, no matter how flawy and in what form and
rudimentary content, we are indebted to the
people’s eagerness for learning which, willy-nilly,
paved the way to the penetration of light in the
midst of the great obscurantism of the feudal
regime.

The criteria on which the school was built
during Zog’s regime were feudal, bourgeois but
even within this framework, they were extremely
chaotic. In them we come across various conflicting
criteria of the bourgeois schools which sprang from
the servile policy of Zog’s regime towards the va-
rious imperialists who entertained predatory in-
tenticns towards our country, the winner being the
criterion of the ones who paid most to the regime
without neglecting to show favor also to that im-
perialist bourgeoisie which intended to exert its
own influence and wrest concessions at a later
stage. When one imperialist’s positions became
stronger in our country, then we came across
radical changes also in our schools, in their strue-
ture and content, extending even to primary
schools. Thus, during Zog’s regime we have had
«national> gymnasiums, religious seminars, French
lyceums, American and Italian vocational schools.
The only schools that failed to spread were the
Turkish and Greek gymnasiums, and this is easy
to understand, since the bourgeois regimes of
these countries did not succeed in or afford to buy
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off such concessions from Zog who was ready to
sell off the country peacemeal to any one, just as
he awarded many territorial concessions to the
Yugoslav, to the English and, finally, to Mussolini’s
fascist Italy to which he sold off the country as
a whole. .

The only praiseworthy note struck in this
chaos in which the schools of the couniry had been
plunged was the gigantic effort of teachers and
professors to systemize our schools, to make them
stable in order to meet, as much as they could, the
eagerness and aspirations of the people for know-
ledge and learning.

Tn short, the process of developing our school
system could not have been started before the li-
beration of the country. In this ocecasion, I have no
intention whatsoever to make an analysis of this
process, for that is up to the specialists on educa-
tion to do in a impartial way. This analysis is of
major importance to us today, if it is made, and it
should be made, in the light of Marxism-Leninism.

Why is this of major importance and why
should it be done?

First, because, in spite of the defects which our
schools had at that period, they still have played
a major role in enlightening our people, training
cadres most of whom have served the people to
the best of their ability at those very critical mo-
ments. The overwhelming majority of those few
scholars and teachers, physicians and engineers,
agronomists and technicians of medium {iraining
have stood by the people and have served them.
Therefore, their role is not to be underrated or
neglected.
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Secondly, because after the liberation of the
country and until we enacted our first school re-
form laws in 19463), we had to depend on the old
ichool, on the old teachers and educationalists.
This inheritance has weighed heavily, and conti-
- nues to weigh heavily to this day (naturally, with
many differences) and is manifested in the pro-
nounced conservatism of many older and also
younger teachers and educationalists. Nevertheless.
the school kept pace with the progressive transfor-
mation of everything in our country. Qur school
reform laws exerted a positive influence in this
regard, the experience of the Soviet school helped
us to some extent in this matter, We say, to some
extent, for later on and to this day, the Soviet
school grafted to our old school had preserved
many features of the surviving bourgeois pedagogy.
It had many shortcomings which time, the experi-
ence and development of our country brought to
the fore, and obliged us to keep making partial
corrections both in the structure and in the program
and policy of our school.

In the matter of our school, it was hard for us
to act differently from what we did because we
lacked experience, means and cadres, and it would
have been a mistake, if we had made tabula rasa
of the schools of the past. We had to proceed to-
wards making it a people’s school, to spread it far
and wide in cities and in the countryside, to make
elementary schooling compulsory, to set up the Tth
grade school, to increase the number of secondary
schools, to make 7th and 8th grade schooling obli-
gatory, to increase the number of vocational schools
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and to send students to pursue their studies abroad
until we founded our own university in the country.
On the other hand, from the early days after li-
beration and onward, the concern of our Party and
Government has always been to make our school,
this cradle of knowledge, an important center for
imbuing youth with the politics of the Party.

It is true that our teachers and educationalists
carried out the policy of the Party, some adapting
themselves to it, but nevertheless, they still pre-
served in their consciousness, method and style of
their work, the trends and survivals of the old
school they themselves had attended in this country
or abroad.

Now matters are different. We possess a new,
nearly 25-year-old experience on schools in which
a constant positive process has been going on, in
which a number of objectives set forth by the Party
have been achieved. Relying on this basis we should
take a qualitative leap forward in our schools, a
thing imposed on us by the need for developing
production, for completing the construction of so-
cialism and advancing towards communist society.

But in taking this qualitative leap as we should,
it seems to me that we should define with the grea-
test attention the principle and ways through
which we must proceed without falling a victim fo
nihilist platforms, without grafting on things which
are not suitable and well founded.

Towards our school, our Party has always pur-
sued a pronounced tendentious policy. Wherever
it has been possible, it has tried to steer the school
and education along the Marxist-Leninist road, to
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link them with the immediate and future needs of
the all-round development of the country, of pro-
duction and socialist construction. And the best
proof of this lies in the persuasion of the rank and
file that learning is necessary, in the opportunities
that have been created for them to learn, especially
now that education has become the concern of the
masses, in the economic progress made, in the
training of a large number of cadres who are busily
engaged in work and management on Party lines
and in accordance with the teachings of the Party,
always devoted and loyal to the people, to socialism.

Yet. if we delve deeper into this problem, we
will come across a deliciency which lies in the fact
that the school is more often considered as the do-
main of the teacher and education expert, in which
everything should be subjected to its pedagogical
aspect, to the method of instruction. In other words,
in the tendency that in school matters the teacher
and educationalist are the only competent people to
run the school once they have been given the lines
and criferia to follow.

We have constantly reproached the Party com-
rades with not having concerned themselves more
seriously with schools. Even when obliged to wvisit
schools, their interest in them was centered on
whether students received passing marks, whether
they stood in need of any material, whether the
students attended regularly or not, etc. Thus, they
were concerned more or less with the formal aspect
of the problem, They felt estranged from the school
and the reason they gave for this estrangement
was that they were busily engaged in other, mainly
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economic, work. Thus, our Party comrades came

short of grasping the links of schools with produc-
tion; and when we say this, we imply that these
links are paramount and decisive.

On the other hand, teachers and education
experts were entirely detached from production;
they felt the needs and profited from the changes
that our economy was undergoing, but in their
schools and in their teaching they pursued, in a
stercotyped and bureaucratic way, outdated peda-
gogical forms and methods and a style of work

which were often anachronistic. And, what was

still worse, they imagined and were even convin-
ced that they were carrying out their task to the
letter. Meanwhile the Party and its personnel who
guided this major political, economic, ideological
and organizational transformation were not ade-
quately interested in schools, in the changes that
should have been made time and again, in the
dynamic process of their development.

During these last two years the Ministry of
Eduecation and Culture came under the strong pres-
sure of all the revolutionary measures taken in
our country, got moving and began patching things
up. This corroborates what I just said that the pro-
blem of education and school is not a bureaucratic
one, nor can it be in general the domain of the
teachers alone; it cannot be considered the realm
of theory detached from production, from work,
but it is a great concern of the Party, of the people,
of the economy, of the structure and superstruc-
ture.

Moreover, it is not enough just to make 8th
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grade schooling compulsory or to assign students
to various academic departments. No, the problem
is not such a light one, it is deeper and more compli-
cated than it looks, and it is precisely this that
has faced the Ministry of Education and Culture
with new problems which demand solution. It is
precisely up to us to find the most correct Marxist-
Leninist solution to these problems.

The problems are many and are not so simple
as to be solved at one discussion or at a stroke of
the pen. In order te solve them aright, we should
guard against anarchic methods covered up under
alleged forms of mass action, we must refrain from
subjectivist views, we must keep our eyes open
against trends and inclinations of sympathy towards
foreign schools and our own schools of the past,
sympathies which in the course of time and through
routine have turned for certain people into dogmas
which they think are «the best», without which,
according to them, the schools cannot turn out to
be good, if not altogether worthless. Therefore,
every thing existing in our new schools should pass
through the meticulous analysis of Marxism-Le-
ninism, since our new sccialist school should be
permeated through and through and guided in
everything by our materialist philosophy. This is
the fundamental condition.

Our new school cannot be a school of any
kind, it should respond to the needs of developing
production, it should be suitable and in compliance
with the structure and superstructure of our so-
cialist country. Our school, therefore, should pre-
sent and embody our Marxist philosophy in all
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its cycles, in all forms of organization, methods
and style, it should follow up and help the revo-
lutionary development of the structure and super-
structure. Guided by the Party, if should become
an integral part of the latter, to help production,
to develop creative thought and promote progress.

It would be a mistake for our teachers and
educationalists and ourselves if we thought that
in building our school everything has proceceded
according to the criteria I just mentioned. Another
mistake would be, if we thought lightly that, since
we took the Soviet school for a pattern, we have
not erred. Among us errors have been committed
not only because we had lacked experience but
also because the Soviet school itself had made
mistakes and had serious shortcomings, it had not
reached perfection, it was in the process of deve-
lopment. Moreover, the stage of economic, cduca-

tional and cultural development in our country (to-

which I will refer later) was different from that
of the Soviet Union.

We should base the changes, improvements and
corrections which we will make to our school on
the actual situation and achievements attained
through a detailed Marxist-Leninist analysis of
them. By a detailed analysis I do not mean a sta-
tistical analysis within the realm of education alone,
but this should be linked up with the actual con-
crete state of our country, with the development
of production, economy and culture, with their
needs, with whether these needs and gaps are fil-
led or not, knowing how many of them are ma-
terial, with the number of cadres and their quality.
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Thus, we will get acquainted with the actual stage
of both our economic development and our educa-
tional and cultural development, we will see where
the shortcomings lie and we will make as correct
an assessment of our needs as possible.

It cannot be said that we have proceeded along
such a more or less perfect course, but it cannot
be said that we have ever groped our way in the
dark, either. After liberation, in view of the
backward economic and cultural level of the
country, we were obliged and we could not do
otherwise, to adopt some features of the old school
and, in addition to making eclementary schooling
compulsory, we altached importance to general
culture and made all-round efforts to establish a
network of many kinds of secondary schools of
general education and vocational training. During
the second decade after liberation in particular,
we opened many gymnasiums in which we in-
tended to raise the general cultural level of our
youth and create a contingent of highly trained
cadres of various profiles, of whom our country
under reconstruction was in great need. This was
a correct orientation, no matter if there might
exist and there did exist many discrepancies.
Equally correct was the orientation to train
teachers «en masses.

Whereas, vocational education dit not quite
proceed along this course. If, during the first
period after liberation, we opened the minimum
number of vocational schools necessary, later on
and in the development of vocational education, in

general, we came across a number of negligences.
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and discrepancies. Here, people might look for
excuses in the fact that our industry had not ad-
vanced to that stage it has now, but this is no
excuse for the lack of foresight of what stood
clearly ahead of us as regards the substantial
construction of factories and, especially, the de-
velopment of agriculture, for which we should have
taken steps right at the start by opening agricul-
tural schools. Learning from the mistakes that have
been made in our work with schools and relying
on the analysis I have just referred to, we will
most certainly draw correct conclusions and take
such steps as to make our school a real, new and
revolutionary school.

From this study we will see that socialist
construction, further development of production,
of economy and of culture stand in great need of
trained people. Our schools are not only to pro-
vide additional personnel for some planned orga-
nisms, but to turn out ‘en masse’ peuple equipped
with graded knowledge and science, not all of
them uniform in everything and for ewerything.
Learning and education in schools should not be
considered as a means of speculation and personal
profit, as it is considered by bourgeois philoso-
phy, but as a powerful weapon in the hands of
the new men of socialist society, in order to build
this society, to promote our common socialist pro-
duction, to develop socialist culture, to serve so-
ciety.

If we assess aright our many-sided needs both
in quantity as well as in quality, if we view the
fulfilment of these needs from the angle of the
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dynamism of dialectical materialist and historical
development, we will come to the conclusion that
we cannot and should not have only one type of
school but a whole range of schools including se-
veral courses of just a few month’s duration.

As regards the 8th-grade school, it seems to
me that it should remain unchanged, the same
for all. Its nature and criterion should remain as
they are, that is, to impart to all children all
through the 8th-grade school the same general
culture for all without exception. Whereas, accord-
ng to my opinion, its pregrams could and should
be modified. They may include work habits but
these should not be turned into technical specia-
lizations. After being through the 8th-grade school
our youth will have an opportunity to attend a
variety of schools of every branch, of every pro-
file, both when they have taken up a job or when
they continue their studies at another cycle of
schools higher than the 8th-grade school.

Various categories of schools are established
and will be established especially in secondary
education. The Ministry of Education and Culture
has submitted variants which may be considered
a sound basis of support except that these variants
should be further elaborated, because it seems to
me, they include two basic defects.

The first defect is that the Ministry has come
under the direct influence of those at the base
who, in order to meet the urgent and major needs
to develop production, look for a way out in
establishing schools in ecooperatives and workshops
without a definite program and variety or profiles.
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The second defect is that the Ministry of Edu-
cation and Culture views the future and perfectio-
ning of schools from the angle of its profession,
in a didactic, pedagogical, formal discipline way,
as a general or special education fixed once and
for all time. It is a fact that the study of these
major problems of education is taken up and
conclusions are reached by the staff members of
the Ministry of Fducation and Culture; but these
problems transcend the boundaries of the staff of
the Ministry of Fducation and Culture, even if
the latter is made up of hundreds of competent
teachers and educationalists. The problem of edu-
calion is a major problem of the Party, of the
Government, of the people.

In order to cope with this huge task of edu-
cation, I think it is necessary to set up, under the
direct supervision of the Party Central Commit-
tee, a broad and important commission made up
of the best representatives of education, industry
and mining, of agriculture (State farms and coope-
ratives), of youth, women, physicians, sporismen,
musicians, philosophers and others.

Why are all these people necessary? Because,
while defining the quite-lines, which I have just
referred to, they will establish the actual links of
the school with the economic and social develop-
ment of the country. Each one of them will bring
up his immediate and future needs, and thence
will come out the right proportions and priorities,
the necessary time limits to fulfil these needs, and
the various types of schools needed. This is one
aspect of the work to be done by this commission.
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‘The other and equally important aspect is that
of subject matter, of the proportions each of them
will have in every given school or course, so that
every one graduating from a school or course of
study may find the corresponding school or course
to pursue for his or her further and continuous
training. The way this work is now being done or
is purporting to be done is not very correct, for,
at times there is no objective orientation. This
results in oversimplified and anarchic forms, in
Proceeding, for instance, along the road of adding
or subtracting this much from one or the other of
the subjects, and thus in creating the impression
that in this way everything is allegedly settled
-aright. These operations, of course, present and
are performed with good intentions, in order to
give the proper place in the texts to the line of
our Party, nevertheless, they cannot always be
considered adequate and free of mistakes.

Another problem to tackle is that of the «equi-
valence» of schooling. This is not rightly under-
stood. I think thatl in this matter we should not to-
lerate inducements and trends which are alien to
us, for «to get a degree, to become a man of au-
thority, to receive a fat salary and to become a
functionary» are petly bourgeois ways of thinking.
‘This feeling which lies hidden under the so-
called stimulus to study is in fact a latent anti-so-
‘clalist survival which we should clean out and re-
place with the Teeling of genuine socialist eager-
ness to study.

There are people who think that some of our
youth should go through a normal cycle of schools
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while others should go through courses of study
or simplified and curtailed schools to meet the
needs of production, with or without school cer-
tificates, and give these schools the equivalence
of standard gymnasiums and technicums. This is
of no interest and is not right. Some say: «Why
should we close the doors of University fo these
people 7=

This question should be interpreted correctly.
The University is a high school which turns out
cadres of higher training who, during the develop-
ment of the country, will be further specialized
at work or in various forms of qualification. The-
refore, this higher qualification demands also a
sound and full educational basis. The doors of the
University are not closed to any one provided
those who intend to attend it have received the
corresponding training, and this we should define
well. We have just begun to raise the problem of
selecting students who are to be admitted to the
University. But are we doing well or not in this
case? The Commission which will be set up for
this purpose should take up and define this mat-
ter more correctly. But I think that, at a later stage,
the requirements for pursuing higher studies will
be stricter as a result of the new conditions of
the development of production, technique, sciences
and modernization of our economy. The transi-
tion to a more advanced educational-cultural and
technological-economic stage, which will bring
about radical changes in our schools as well, should
always respond to the needs and serve the situa-
tions, times and the moment demand.
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But we do not stand in need of cadres of
higher training alone; our needs are greater for
cadres of medium training. Therefore, we cannot
subject this problem to the barrier of equivalence
or of graduation from this school or the other. An
individual who, for many objective and subjective
reasons, has not attended school regularly cannot
have it as easy as his mate who has been through
school regularly. Nevertheless, this individual can-
not be left un-schooled, society does not let him
down, it has created possibilities for him to gra-
duate from one school, pursue his higher studies
by correspondence at another higher school
of this type. whereas, if he desires to be registe-
red at the University, he should pass a series of
exams on subjects not included in the programs
of the school he has been through.

The Commission in question will open up clea-
rer heorizons and prospects for our Central Com-
mittee, Government and Party organizations by
submitting more perfect forms of organization and
work to enable our new schools to make headway.

How do I view the question of studying the
periods of our school evolution from one stage to
another?

1) This study will clear up for us the results
attained from the time of liberation to this day,
it will explain in a dialectical way the develop-
ment of education and culture from one level to
a higher one closely connected with the wvarious
stages through which socialist construction has
passed in our country, it will point out the actual
discrepancies and needs for us.
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2) It will outline in a scientific way the forms,
methods and steps we should take to raise the
general culture of the masses to an approximate
given level, hand in hand with the development
of economy, to provide, up to a given level, cadres
of medium technological training for our economy,
to provide, up to a given level, cadres of higher
training for our economy, education and culture.

3) If, for example, we call this the first stage
of development, then, in order to advance to the
second more advanced stage, most of the forms,
methods and steps that were useful for the first
stage, will not be able to be of full use for the
second, since the latter demands more perfect ones,
because our economy, together with our people,
will have been raised to a higher level, will have
reached a higher degree of qualification.

Many forms of schools will be discontinued
and should be replaced with more specialized
ones. Today in our country the people are no lon-
ger illiterate, they have had 8th-grade schooling
and even those who have not had 8th-grade schoo-
ling, have been through special courses and schools
and, in addition to the experience they have
gained in life and the Party’s ideological and poli-
tical work, they have made radical changes and
they have advanced just as socialist construction
has done.

From one stage to another, our school, like
everything else, will undergo changes in form,
structure and content. One thing alone will never
change: its backbone — Marxist-Leninist material-
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ist philosophy — which will lead it in all direc-
tions and in all its transformations.

Therefore, our Party should teach, first and
foremost and by all means and methods, Mar-
xism-Leninism, — the science which blazes the
way to all sciences — to everybody: students.
teachers, educationalists, the rank and file, workers,
peasants, old and young.

Thorough knowledge of Marxist-Leninist phi-
losophy, of dialectical and historical materialism
by students, teachers and education specialists
should be our concern, and in this connection we
should re-examine our textbooks, forms and me-
thods of work. Natural, exact, social or other
science, in short, everything which is taught in
schools, should be based entirely on correct Mar-
xist-Leninist lines. A radical re-examination of
textbooks with a view to cleansing them, is one of
the most serious jobs assigned to wus which we
should not think the teachers alone can do well.
Textbooks should be considered as an important
domain where the line of the Party, its policy, its
present aims and programs and preparations for
the future are concretized. We should not conceive
our new socialist school with all sorts of textbooks
where bourgeois idealist concepts co-exist with
Marxist-Leninist concepts. We should make no con-
cessions to bourgeois idealist philosophy and, least
of all, to theology.

There are many things we should set on the
right track. I have said at other times before that
our textbooks contain a lot of superfluous matter,
but I deem it necessary to explain this a little be-
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cause I think that, in practice, this is being inter-
preted in a narrow sense and it is being oversimpli-
fied, for there is a tendency to chop up subjects left
and right.

Let us take science. It has made great progress.
To chop at any of the sciences at random and wi-
thout a criterion is not at all scientific; it simply
means to belittle science. The study of natural
sciences should be conducted in a thorough revo-
lutionary way. In this direction everything must be
expressed absolutely clearly in our text, ridding
them entirely of theology. Through the develop-
ment and progress of science we clarify materia-
lism and dialectics which we should exert every
effort to impart to the students, teachers and edu-
cationalists, for only then can they grasp the theory
of development in its full context.

I have heard that our teachers have taken up
for discussion the question whether the Linnean
theory should be upheld, whether Linnaeus’s*)
classification should be kept intact or whether it
should be curtailed. This dicussion is a positive one,
but it would be more so when these ammendments
to Linnaeus’s theory, or to any other theory, are
made in the light of materialist dialectics, that is
to say, discarding those things which the further
development of botany or of any other science and
materialist dialectics have proved to be superfluous
or incorrect, and not to go about it like those people
who say simply «this is of no use, that is of no use».
The methods of these scientists have attained such

*) Swedish naturalist, the author of classification
of plants and animals.
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a degree of perfection that only the ignorant can
ignore, with a single stroke of the pen. Boys and
girls attending schools — and let us not forget, and
attach weight to this — should learn genuine theory
and science, for only in this way will they get a
better grasp of the theory of the relativity of hu-
man knowledge, a reflection of matter in constant
development.

Some take a shortecut and say: «of what use are
these things to us? But these people fail to un-
derstand that without learning these things, without
taking them up in various forms, from the lowest
to the highest, it is impossible to impart a mate-
rialist philosophical «world outlook» to our people
of socialism, it is impossible to advance; on the
contrary, we will fall back, we will be overwhelmed
by obscurantism, theology and bourgeois philo-
sophy. Lenin has expressed the idea that without
sound philesophical argumentation neither natural
science nor materialism can cope with the pressure
exerted by bourgeois ideas and revival of bour-
geois concepts. Our scholars of socialism should ap-
ply themselves patiently to study and be the most
fiery champions of Marxist philosophy, in short,
they should be materialist dialecticians.

Programs play a decisive role in schools of
every category. Differentiated programs should be
drawn up for every kind of school that will be
established, and the corresponding texts should be
revised or re-written. Side by side with this, we
should also give due consideration to the serious
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problem of training new cadres and of raising the
qualifications of the existing ones. This is of pri-
mary importance, for it will be they who, having
srasped the programs well, will apply them in our
different schools. Their training should not be left
to routine, for them, too, it is a matter of discipli-
ne, of schooling.

Therefore, the commission which 1 propose,
should set up sub-commissions of specialists in
subjects to be taught, and their work should be gui-
ded by sound criteria and should be aided and su-
pervised not once a year but at definite periods
by the Central Commission.

Programs are of different kinds and many in
number. I am not competent to speak about them
but I think that, in addition to correct political and
ideological orientations, they should provide for
organic links in the whole range of the subject
matter given in various classes without a single
break or mechanical repetition. T think that in this
way the student will forget nothing during his
schooling if the text is clear, simple and complete,
and he will thus be able to build on the knowledge
imparted to him. When these links have been well
built organically, the school will not be subjected to
the necessary culling of subject matter at each stage
of schooling or at each class, for it will have been
based on correct lines in the light of dialectical and
historical materialism which requires in an abso-
lute way both culling and organic links, both clari-
ty and accuracy of science of whatever category it
may be.

Any fear of lack of comprehensive erudition,
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which some people pose, should not bother us at
all, for this necessary erudition we should impart
to our people in a progressive way and, if we build
our school programs and texts in the way I just
pointed out, our people will acquire a sound, broad
and relatively complete culture and educational
knowledge. They will keep many things in their
head and even more than when we set our hearts
upon imparting to them high-flown erudition which
is beyond the scope and possibility of developing
their intelect and practical knowledge. Thus, our
scholars, linguists or grammarians should strive to
relrain from teaching the Albanian language in an
academic way, stuffing the minds of the students
with all sorts of categories, intending to impart to
them also abstract and dry topics of erudition,
superfluous and unnecessary to practical life. Lin-
guistics should help the students to get a better
grasp of and greater skill in using in practice the
living language.

The acquisition of erudition requires more ti-
me, deeper studies, greater specialization than the
school cycle can provide. Nevertheless, one who
has been through the regular school cannot be
considered ignorant; on the contrary, in the course
of life he will learn many other things, will broa-
den the horizon of his knowledge. Of importance,
therefore, are the bases of studies, programs, text-
books, various experiments and the struggle in life
to put this knowledge into practice and to enrich
it with further learning. We should attach impor-
tance to the programs and textbooks of schools for
all subjects.
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In addition to the thing I mentioned above, we
should attach particular importance to the sciences,
to physics, mathematics, chemistry, to the special-
ized sciences like medicine, geology, mechanics, and
so on. All these sciences should be taught well and,
in order to teach them well, it is necessary not
only for the textbooks to be clear, for the program
to be well integrated all through the school cycle
and University, but also for the teacher to master
the subject matter well.

The main principle then is that our materialist
dialectic concepts should run through textbooks,
programs and teaching so that the pupil, student
and teacher himself may form their communist
«world outlook» and view the development and
practical application of these sciences from a ma-
terialist dialectical angle.

Special attention should be paid in schools also
to history and geography, first and foremost of
our country, but also of the world, since there is
a tendency not to give them due attention. This
tendency must be fought against.

We must absolutely know the history of our
people in the light of historical materialism; there-
fore the textbooks and programs of this subject
should be reexamined with a critical eye.

The same method should be followed with the
history of the peoples of the world. For this, I
think, it is necessary to make radical changes in
textbooks and programs and, in time and according
to plan, to write new ones, since the old ones have
been borrowed from abroad and, most of them,
particularly those of the higher institutes, are
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compiled on different political and ideological cri-
teria, inappropriate for our new socialist school,
lacking the right proportions in their descriptions
and losing the organic links which we should give
to the teaching of this subject, to the history of
the development of human society, under the prism
of historical materialism. Therefore, there is a lot
of work to be done in this respect both as regards
quality, content, policy, and ideology, as well as
volume.

The teaching of the geography of our country
is of major importance and, if it is neglected, the
source of this manifestation must be looked for in
the concepts of foreign schools, in the influence of
the oppressive local regimes and invaders, whose
interest was that our people might not be ac-
quainted with their own country, that they might
not be attached and devoted to it. Therefore, un-
der this pressure, the geography of Albania was
taught in a fermal highly simplified way, listing
rivers and mountains, ete. It is absolutely necessary
to change this state of things altogether in our
programs, texts, methods of instruction, and so on.
The geography of our country, both physical, po-
litical and economiec, should become a real science
which, during the whole school cycle, should make
our people fully acquainted with our homeland, its
development and prospects. They should know and
feel it, for it is on this land that they live, work
and create. The teaching of geography should be
most lively, and most interesting; book learning
should be linked with terrain, with fields, with
mountains, with rivers, with live-stock. What vast
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prospects are opened up to such a teaching of the
geography of our country! It is associated with
tempering of patriotism and love of country, with
economy, agriculture and industry; it trains future
good geologists, engineers and agronomists; it pro-
motes health, sports, tourism. If we conceive
geography in connection with all of these and if
we know how to link the teaching of geography
in schools with nature, with the land, then we
will reach the right conclusion that we should make
qualitative improvements in this subject.

Major changes should be made also to world
geography which is inappropriate for us in the
form and scale it is being taught in our schools
at present.

Re-cxamination of textbooks from this angle
implies clean work on a scientific basis, work which
from the benches of primary schools to those of
the university and even beyond it makes the pro-
per connections between theory and practice, for
practice helps theory and theory helps and guides
practice. If this organic link is properly made, then
we will be able to serve the present and, at the
same time, prepare for the future.

Re-examination of texls through the prism of
materialist dialectics should be done for all the
kinds of schools which we will designate, whereas
adaptations of subjects for every type of lower or
upper school or course should be made separately
so that they may meet the needs for which each
school has been opencd, complying with the edu-
cational standing of those who will attend it. But
in general, I think that these adaptations should
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always follow well studied scientific criteria ac-
cording to some given orientations and not one
pulling one way and another the other, subtracting
10 hours from this and adding 20 hours to that.
This should be avoided.

I have already made some remarks about scien-
ce. Now I wish to say a few words on how to mo-
dify or compile new textbooks of science. So long
as we want our textbooks to be compiled under
the prism of materialist dialectics, they cannot be
compiled by people who are not competent and
have philosophical views alien to Marxism-Leni-
nism. He who will work in drawing up the new
textbooks should not only have a good grasp of
Marxist-Leninist philosophy but also feel and know
how to apply it, in short, to materialize it in text-
books, to link it with life. Iam not referring here
only to the technicians and scholars who have been
through former schools and who, in general, main-
tain good political standing, are attached to the
Party, to the people and to socialism, but who,
intentionally or unintentionally, remain bound with
the strings of bourgeois idealistic philosophy: this
must be said even of our young cadres of higher
training who have been graduated from our State
University. We have many specialists who, in spite
of the fact that they have been through higher
schools where they have learned also philosophy
and have been working for some years in the ter-
rain, are not yet able to link their knowledge with
life, have not yet reached what the Party is after,
s0 that, as genuine materialists, as Lenin says, to
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be hustlers and draw revolutionary philosophic
conclusions.

What should we then do about the problem I
am raising? It is necessary to organize, under the
direction of the Party Central Committee and the
Ministry of Education and Culture, a close col-
laboration of the teachers of these subjects and of
scholars, of the men of letters and of Marxist-Le-
ninist philosophy. But this major basic work should
not be left to the teachers and professors alone, no
matter that they are competent no matter that they
may be Party members. The question is that they
do not master Marxist-Leninist philosophy properly.

If we take the social sciences and, particularly,
literature which is treated in schools of all bran-
ches, we will find very serious things although
many comrade communists have had a hand in and
the Party has devoted major attention to it. If we
look carefully into the way our own and foreign
literature are treated both in school and out of
school (and this we should do in the light of our
own philosophy), we will come across, not only
weaknesses, irregularities, inconsequences, ama-
teurisms, sensationalism and sickly erudition, but
also grave mistakes which cost us dearly and
which will cost us more so, if we fail to correct
them. In these matters we see the reflection of
the philosophical views of the bourgeois school,
the individual sympathies of one or of the other ac-
cording to their inclinations, according to the school
and culture with which they have been moulded
since they have not yet succeeded in cleaning their
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«Augean stables» *) completely. They transmit in
schools and life all these halfbaked and not through-
ly cleansed ideas and views, these sympathies or
passions for a local or foreign author of their stuf-
fed and confused erudition, through recitation
hours, lectures, conferences, articles and books
they write. This constitfutes a major danger and, if
we fail fo put this matter in order, we will have
tolerated and made concessions to bourgeois phi-
losophy to fight us openly and almost officially
on our own ground.

The Epoch of Revival is a democeratic revo-
lutionary epoch, of major importance to the history
and literature of our people, it is an enlightened
epoch guided by illuminist ideas, by our most
outstanding people of that period, which has rightly
been called the revival of the nation, its emergence
from mediaeval-feudal-imperialist darkness to
light. to uprisings, to battle for freedom, indepen-
dence, and democracy, for enlightenment and edu-
cation.

Somewhere in his writings Engels has referred
to the period of Revival, not to our Revival, but
to the «Cinquencento» by which name the epoch
of the latter half of the 16th century is known. He
says that this was an enlightened epoch which
brought forth prominent men, not only men of let-
ters and painters but also scholars, philosophers
who were burned at the stake by the Church, an

*) Synonym of dirt. According to Greek mythology,

in order to clean the filth of King Augean’s stables,
the river was turned into.
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epoch which brought forth physicists, astronomers
and others who broke through mediaeval obscurity,
who smashed beliefs and systems and who pushed
economic, cultural and scientific development fur-
ther ahead. But the analysis Engels makes of the
epoch of Revival is a materialist dialectic and not
an idealistic one, holding that the impetus the
people of the period of Revival imparted to sociely
was neither complete nor perfect, it would undergo
changes, it would develop, and partial and radical
upheavals would occur in the development of hu-
man society and in the various sciences. New or
supplementary laws would emerge and, as Lenin
says, «these upheavals in most cases give birth to
major and minor reactionary philosophic schools
and trends+*) the fogs of which only our materialist
philosophy can clear up and ward off the damage
they do.

It is precisely from this angle that our Party
has viewed the epoch of our Revival which it
should further consider under the prism of dialec-
tical materialism so that this period may be avai-
lable to the school children, students, teachers,
professors, and people, in its most clarified and
correct form, analyzed in a Marxist-Leninist way
both from the social and economic, as well as edu-
cational, cultural and historic angle, and not o suit
the whim of one or the other. This should be done
in this way.

We should view our people of the period of
Revival in the right perspective, taking into ac-

%) V. I. Lenin. «On the importance of combative
materialism» Works, vol. 33, p. 254
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count the period in which they lived, worked and
fought; we should point out their ideas which were
the product of the development of society at that
period; we should point out the immediate and fu-
ture objectives they intended to reach. If things
are posed in this correct way, it will turn out that
our men of the period of Revival were enlight-
ened men imbued with progressive ideas, that
they were courageous revolutionary illuminists
endowed with a great and ardent love of country.
They fought with rifle and pen for the freedom
and independence of the people, for their enligh-
tenment. All of these are their positive and great
merits. We should impart to our people all these
attributes and characteristics of the epoch of Re-
vival and of our men of this epoch.

But we should not forget for a moment that
these people of our Revival have their own nega-
tive sides which should be subjected to our Mar-
xist-Leninist criticism. These weaknesses lie in
their philosophic concepts which are idealistic. This
is a heavy impediment, it is the philosophy of their
epoch which is at variance and in conflict with
our ideology.

Should we keep silent about this antagonism,
about this life and death struggle we, as Marxists,
wage against idealistic philosophy, against religion
and religious beliefs? Should we consider them
inviolable, taboo, just because they are people of
our National Revival? Can materialist and idealist
philosophy co-exist at the same time? Can we, on
one hand. fight with vehemehce against theology,
religion, churches and mosques, priests and hodjas
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and, on the other, exalt those parts of Naim Fra-
shéri’s works where he expresses his Bektashi
philosophy, or Mjeda’s where he speaks of Chrislian
theology, or Cajup’s where he says, for example,
that Baba Tomor is «the throne of gods, etc. and
mete all this out to the people as an ideclogical
food only because they are people of our National
Revival, because they are prominent men who have
laid the basis and have helped in elaborating
our mother tongue, because their poetical stanzas
are beautiful, because they have created pleasant
figures of speech?

No, as Marxists and in the interest of the peo-
ple and of socialism, we should fight these nega-
tive sides. In ideology we cannot make concessions
to rhyme or diction. The assessment Engels has
made of Luther’s*) language as a basis of German
language, has not prevented him at all from jud-
ging in true light and exposing the reactionary
role of the Reform before and after the Peasant
Revolt in Germany.

Therefore the question of textbooks on all these
subjects, and especially of literature, in and out
of school, should undergo a real analysis and check
from the angle of our philosophy.

The question I raise about our men of National
Revival should be understood well and solved

*) Representative of Reformation, directed against
Catholic Church and feudalism in the XVIth Century
in Germany. Opposed the liquidation of feudal relations
by means of revolutionary violence; enemy of insurgent
peasants.
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aright. It is nol permissible and not Marxist to
overshadow this epoch. From the authors of our
National Revival and their works we should make
selections on correct criteria for the different ca-
tegories of schools and the public, culling the ne-
gative passages, for if you give to the children of
the 8th-grade school poems and writings of an
author of our National Revival speaking of god
and, on the other hand praise this author highly,
then, you have exalted also his idealistic, deistic
or polydeistic philosophy. You should ecriticize these,
but the young school child will not understand you,
will not understand the shade of difference of
praise and criticism. While in higher schools their
texts may be broader but never without the accom-
paniment of a serious Marxist-Leninist criticism of
their idealistic views.

On the other hand, we should be on our guard
against the idealistic cult of our men of National
Revival. We should view this question from the
prism of our Marxist-Leninist philosophy. Colos-
sal changes have taken place in our country from
the times of our period of National Revival in the
economic, social, cultural and educational fields. Al-
bania is no longer what it used to be, nor are its
economy, culture, education, language, regime, po-
litics and ideology the same. According to the law
of materialist dialectics everything has changed and
is in the process of change. If you fail to keep all
these changes in your mind, if you exalt the one
and forget the others, if you live only with the old
and forget the new, if you think that only the
old should exert influence on the new and that the
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new plays a little role, means to head for a blind
alley. With this in mind, we should fight any ten-
dency to belittle our letters of the period of
People’s Power. The doors of our school should be
flung open to this new literature of socialist rea-
lism, for it reflects the sentiments and efforts of
a new glorious epoch and is such as can and should
serve to implant on all the masses the lofty ideals
of socialist and communist society.

We should apply the same criterion in taking
up for review the other periods of mental deve-
lopment in the sciences and letters, in art and
music which are portrayed in textbooks. As I just
said, these must be complete, but we should not
tolerate the exaggerated mania of certain outstan-
ding erudites who want to impart to students «in
toto» and at a short period of time, all the things
which took them their whole life to learn.

This, I think, should not be interpreted to
mean that we have no need for eminent scholars,
for prominent specialists. On the contrary, we have
great need for them, they are the wells of science
and knowledge and through them we will multiply
and qualify our higher cadres, but we should not
confound the stages of development. A very lear-
ned person has and should find possibilities by
which to make his teaching very understandable
to the University student without loading him too
much while he should know how to raise the dose to
the specialist sent to him for further gualification.

As to foreign literature, I think that it has long
been in a chaotic and very dangerous state in our
schools and among the public. Although some im-
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provements have been made during these recent
two or three years, the situation is still precarious.
In this field there is a lack of sound criteria ; and
where these are or are given, they have been
distorted, bastardized. Therefore, the Party Central
Committee should seriously take a hand in this,
for there are matters of principle which should
be forcefully asserted and the supervision of their
implementation should be well organized. Someone
takes a fancy to a novel, translates it and wants it
to be published; if the translator is a high ranking
person and the novel a «classie»~ work, it is prin-
ted and is given to the public to be fed on, regard-
less of the ideas expressed in it. On the other hand,
this same translator will deliver a lecture on be-
half of the Party, attacking the ideas of the novel
he has translated. He is not bothered by his own
Inconsistency nor is the Publishing House which
overfulfills its plan,

Into the hands of our people and youth we
should place books not to misguide or disillusion
them spiritually but to help them get acquainted
with the development of society and, at the same
time, to impart to them our own ideology. Foreign
literature is a wide and variegated field. A careful
selection of what we need in this field is feasible
but also difficult. The people who will make this
selection should be endowed with a broad culture
and firm Marxist-Leninist views. These people
should have a good grasp of what is needed, not as
a whole but in separate categories. While transla-
ting and publishing foreign literature, they should
have a clear idea of the definite aims and inten-
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tions of our Party. In this important and delicate
problem we should not allow snobbism, individual
tastes, sickly predilections, nor should we allow ni-
hilism by merely saying «we have no need of them
at all». No, we stand in need of them but we will
select that much and from those which will
help our mental, artistic and cultural development.
Every nation has its own lib:rature, and this
is made up of many varieties and schools of thought.
In their various phases of development and deca-
dence, the bourgeoisie have created and create
their own literature with major and minor writers,
poets, musicians, artists, etc, some of whom have
resisted time and some of whom have been swept
away in its maelstrom. But there is no sense in
translating them «en bloc», «as if we cannot do
without them- or, as some may pretend, as if we
cannot be abreast of the times without them. We
should select those authors and those books which
are most progressive, most revolutionary and of the
most revolutionary moments, so that they may il-
lustrate to our people what they have learned about
the history of peoples, about their class struggle,
about the development of their progressive thought.
Such writers, poets and artists exist but we should
never forget that in them we will not find all that
we are after nor in the way we want it, since these
progressive or revolutionary authors, too, reflect in
their writings, if not directly, at least in one way
or another, bourgeois ideas of life and thought that
prevailed at the period in which they lived.
What process should we, then, follow in this
matter? 1 think we should not be guided by the
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mania to necessarily give the school children, the
youth and the public a novel that they should
devour wholesale even when this novel may have
three good and five bad things in it. In this case,
we may give them selected parts, exactly the three
good ones, without neglecting to accompany them
with a criticism of the whole. T think that, in
order to carry out so delicate a task well, we should
always bear in mind whether this serves and how
much it serves the formation and education of our
people, whether it builds or destroys what the Party
is building every day and every hour, Since if, on
one hand, we wage a daily persistent struggle to
wipe oul petty bourgeois survivals from the minds
of people, or fight against the influence of religion
and superstitions day in, day out and, on the other,
hand over to our people books by world famous
authors in which they serve these ideas «sugar-
coated», then, with our own hands we demolish
by night what we build by day.

These criteriz, T think. should be pursued also
regarding the study of literature in the University
and not proceed along the inclinations of individual
professors and load the program with the works by
Aristophanes, as I read a correct criticism by a
student in the «Studenti» periodical. The philosophy
of our Party, materialist philosophy, should prevail
In all the programs of the University both in
their structure, textbooks, forms and methods of
teaching.

I stress it again that the study of Marxist phi-
losophy should preoccupy us greatly, since without
knowing and mastering it, we cannot form and
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educate our people. But I think that this important
basic study at present is being conducted in a one-
sided way and with old stereotyped and red-tape
methods borrowed from the Soviet school, unenli-
vened and unrefreshed with the vivid and militant
experience of our Party, of socialist construction in
our country. I think also that this important study
of materialist philosophy is not properly related to
and coordinated with the other subjects, since the
programs built and the lessons taught in the prac-
tice of various departments leave a lot to be desi-
red in this respect.

It is necessary to create a genuine materialist
worldoutlook among our intellectuals, in general,
and among our students and professors, in particu-
lar. The study of Marxist-Leninist theory should
follow certain roads reaching one point in the level
of their Marxist-Leninist philosophical formation.

The first road is that of teaching dialectical
and historical materialism as a separate and most
important subject. This study should be counduc-
ted in a serious way with appropriate and under-
standable forms, in other words, teaching all the
materialist philosophical synthesis formulated by
our great classic writers and illustrating it with the
struggle and practice of our Party and of the in-
ternational communist movement. Thus, it is ne-
cessary to continue and perfect the way of teach-
ing Marxist philosophy as we are actually doing,
and to denounce and expose the attempts the
Soviet revisionists are actually making to eliminate
Marxism-Leninism as the leading science and to
reduce it to the status of ogic». This should be
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the sound groundwork of the teaching of our phi-
losophy which is the theory that gives us our
bearings and guides us,

The second road or means which re-enforces
the first and opens up clear vistas to put it into
effect and use it as a compass and as a guide, is
that of making, rebuilding and developing our text-
books, lectures, the method of teaching and the
performance of experiments and practical work
in compliance with our theory. Our theory should
throw light on and explain these step by step,
so that the student and bedagogue, the teacher
and school-child may see in theory and concrete
practice that the genuine and correct development
of the sciences makes brogress only when it is
guided and enlightened by dialectical and histo-
rical materialism.

The third means, but Just as important, is the
active participation of school children, students and
teachers in the political and economic problems
of the country while they are still being formed
in schools and the university, since in this way
they leave their book study and laboratory practice
and embark on active revolutionary life where the
basic principles of our Marxist-Leninist materialist
philosophy are put into practice in a creative,
variegated way, yielding tangible results that can
be seen and felt.

The organic permeation in teaching and edu-
cation of our Party’s ideology and policy should be
realized together with the Marxist-Leninist prin-
ciple of linking teaching with work and polytechni-
zation of the school. We have taken some steps in
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this direction as far back as the 1960 Plenum of
the Central Committee of our Party when we reor-
ganized our schools on the basis of this principle.
During recent years and in the revolutionary sphe-
re of the whole life of our country, these steps
have been enriched with new forms, initiatives
and experiments. We will continually broaden and
intensify this work.

These three main roads should be well combi-
ned.

For the first, a colossal heritage from our great
classic writers, we should perfect our methods of
work and study; for the second, we have a great
deal to do and we should embark on this process
very carefully and in a revolutionary way; for the
third, we have already started but we should broa-
den, complete and perfect this process.

I wish to say a few words also about the
method and style of work of teachers and educa-
tionalists.

Our socialist school demands of teachers and
educators a new, revolutionary method and style
of work; and for this to be so, the teachers them-
selves should be revolutionaries, should be edu-
cated in this way so that they may educate also
the school children and students. The programs
and textbooks built in this spirit and on new me-
thods, will teach the teachers and educators
themselves in this way. There is no doubt about
this, but this will be insufficient if they confine
themselves within their own castle, to their school-
world, and fail to feel and temper themselves as
active members of the vigorous revolutionary de-
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velopment of our socialist society. It they fail to
live and work in this way, regardless of texts and
programs, they will not be shock workers, inno-
vators and revolutionaries in the method and style
of their work, they will be overcome by routine,
formalism, red-tapism and the method and style of
their teaching will be inert, lifeless, they will
turn to that style and method of the bourgeois
school which is ready at prescribing recipes and
which, pretending to be «didactic» or of an «expe-
rienced pedagogy», are anti-dialectic. non-revolu-
tionary, reactionary and static.

The method and style of teaching are the prin-
cipal profession of teachers and professors who
should become competent and improve them. It
will be difficult for us and we would not be doing
well if we handed out recipes, and the teachers
and professors, on their part, would err if they
thought that the method and style of their work
has reached perfection and should be taken as
a perfect model for all. The good experience in
this line should be spread, but efforts and strug-
gle, the improvement of their capabilities will
create still better methods and style of work. There
are no limits to perfection. Therefore, I think, this
important problem should not be inserted into the
mold of formalism and typiness but should keep
developing. This should not be taken io mean ama-
teurism and not based firmly on programs and
textbooks. It is necessary to pursue the way of a
worker who is both an innovator and a revolu-
tionary in his work, who turns out of his lathe
the detail called for in the most perfect shape, and
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not something not asked of him or which is the
product of a sickly imagination. The good method
and style of work should serve its purpose.

Everything will be done well when the teacher
and professor have a good grasp of the subject
matter. Apart from this, there can be no good
method and style of work either for the worker,
or the teacher and professor. Once a teacher
masfers his subject matter well, he will be able
to gauge the cultural level of his students, their
inclinations and psychology, to keep modifying the
style and method of his work to comply with the
situation, and will thus arrive at that stage of his
method which he will deem perfect.

A method of this kind will oblige the teacher
and professor (and here they will show themselves
to be revolutionary and enterprising) to use dif-
ferent forms of presenting the subject matter, to
use a variety of forms that will lead them away
from stereotypy, dogmatism, [ormalism and other
similar evils. It is only in this way, I think, that
they will not be afraid of questions asked by the
students. and the latter will not be afraid of ques-
tions asked by the teacher and professor. This
will ereate in the classrom a living, pure, untar-
nished, warm. fitting and revolutionary commu-
nity in the process of the osmosis of thought and
feelings of students and the teacher and that of
imparting the teacher’s knowledge to the students.

A teacher’s verbalism and sickly «academi-
cism» are nothing but a mania and a striking
weakness behind which lies the deficiency of his
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knowledge of the subject matter and a tendency
to keep this hidden from his students. A teacher
of this type resorts to these methods in order to
cover up the vacuum in his «knowledge» with
meaningless verbiage. This, of course, creates a
false situation between the educator and students,
is a stumbling block to the complete education
of students who get bored and try to escape from
this situation by not being attentive, by chatting,
by making noise or by scribbling senseless things
in their notebooks. All these manifestations of
students, which are the result of an objective si-
tuation, are attributed by the unmethodic and
flimsily prepared teacher to the subjective aspect
of the students, to their lack of discipline, of good
conduct, and so on. In order to correct this unfa-
vorable situation for him, this teacher, being una-
ble to make a selfcritical analysis of his work and
feeling superior to the students in all respects,
resorts to unbecoming, peremptory «pedagogical»
methods, all of which point out clearly <«authori-
tarianism», formal discipline, the force of marks,
sickly antipathies, contemptousness — all of them
anti-educational and anti-pedagogic manifesta-
tions. The Party should take note of these and
many other matters in the political, ideological
and methodical education of teachers and educa-
tors who have been entrusted with a major task.
While upholding with all firmness the exten-
sive application of the line of the masses in the
development of education and the work of our
schools, while firmly encouraging within this fra-
mework the initiative of schools and teachers at
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the grass roots to carry out in a creative way the
programs of teaching, to use textbooks in a crea-
tive way and to view them with a critical eye, to
perform experiments, we should, at the same time,
base these initiatives always on the principle of
democratic centralism.

I wish to say something also about the ques-
tion of marks. This problem, whether to use marks
or not, is being discussed by teachers and educa-
tors alike. This is a correct and fruitful discussion.
All of us can express an opinion to contribute to
this discussion which, sooner or later, will lead
to a conclusion.

Marks have continually been used in schools.
The idea is created that if marks are not used,
schools cannot function. Thus, marks have assu-
med the form of «a regulator» of learning, they
have penetrated deep into the minds of students
and teachers as something that gauges mathema-
tically every effort of theirs, from their mastery
of the subject matter to their conduct. A teacher’s
authority towards his students is linked up, willy-
nilly, with marks.

It can be claimed that marks are a stimulus to
learning, but the contrary holds also true. They
may also be an impediment, they may become a
harmful weapon in the hands of unprincipled
teachers or educators and may not be, in all cases
and at all times, a stimulus to learning for a stu-
dent who, once he receives a good mark, rests
on his oars and cruises behind his marks.

For our schools the problem is posed other-
wise. The principal aim of our new school is to
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imbue all students with sound education and cul-
ture. Our school is of a massive character. It has
done away with all barriers which hampered people
from attending school, as the bourgeois school
does. In bourgeois schools, the question of marks,
in addition to other obstacles, has had the charac-
ter of putting on the brakes, of selecting, and it
Is easy to imagine against the children of which
social class.

Our new school, being of a massive character,
aims at having everybody learn, and learn
well at that, so that nobody may have to repeat
the class. This does not imply that all will shine
but all will be and should be trained for life and,
when people will have passed through school to
life, they will not be asked what marks they have
received but how well they will do the job they are
assigned to.

I think that it is necessary to do away altoge-
ther with the idea expressed by:«Ilearn in order to
receive a good mark». Fix your thought on: «I
must learn, since without learning I can neither
live nor work, since without acquisition of know-
ledge I cannot serve the people, the country and
soclety properly». Learning is an essential nouri-
shment for man. In order to implant this correct
notion on students, we should not make resort to
marks but to the political and educational work
with them,

In this connection, we should also fight against
the idea that receiving a school certificate or de-
gree from any school is a privilege and a means
to draw personal benefits from, and implant the
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idea that a diploma is only a certificate of having
been through school, of having acquired a certain
degree of knowledge and specialization which one
should put into the service of society.

Politically, therefore, we have to do a lot of
educational work so that all of those who attend
school should study not to get a mark or a diploma
in the petty bourgeois sense, but to acquire as
much knowledge as possible.

The acquisition of knowledge in school does
not depend at all on marks, it depends on a cor-
rect grasp, politically first of all, of the subject
matter, on the clear, unsophisticated and under-
standable programs and textbooks, on the ability,
methods and styles of teachers and professors, it
depends on all school and out of school education.
According to my opinion, these, and not marks,
are decisive factors.

Some may say: «These are correct, but have
we reached to the point of discontinuing marks?»,
and from this reach the conclusion: «Discontinuing
the use of marks may be untimely».

I may be mistaken, but my opinion is that our
conditions are not bad, not to say very good, since
we must do a lot to make them even better. Our
political conditions are very good, since we have
a fiery, revolutionary youth who understand too
well the importance of schooling and learning and
understand this in a revolutionary way. The other
conditions we should and we will improve. What
is now called untimely we should see to it that it
becomes timely.
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But how? By discontinuing marks? With what
should we replace this stimulus?

First, T think that if we accept that marks are
only stimuli, we could replace them with many
other stimuli, moral, of course; secondly, we should
discontinue the marking system on a five or ten
basis as we have itatpresent and, temporarily,
adopt that of general valuation, which we have
used more or lessalso before, namely, «excellent,
good, insufficient, etc.», and gradually abandon the-
se, too, and replace them with more definite and
qualificative characteristics to gauge the ability, ef-
forts and other qualities and weaknesses of stu-
dents which I think are the only thing to give a full
idea of the students and comply with our new
pedagogy. The main features of a student are re_
flected by these characteristics not by dry marks.

We are not practising the marking system now
in the Party School or other courses. We may
first begin to discontinue the marking system in
primary schools and, I think, there is no danger
for the youngsters to discontinue studying, on the
contrary, we educate them in a new spirit when
they are young, to study not for a mark or under
its dread and influence. Whereas, for other schools,
we should proceed at a gradual pace, making the
necessary experiments, as I just said, or adopting
other forms.

Lastly, marks are also connected with promo-
tion of students, they are, so to say, a reference
card for the teachers and professors. How will
this be done; will the school child or student be
promoted on the basis of some characteristics?
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Characteristics should be the wvantage point for
teachers and professors, but, like marks, they
should formulate these characteristics on an objec-
tive basis, when they pose questions to a student,
when they control his homework or when they
test him. In communicating his impressions and
ideas to students, why should the teacher use dry
marks and not more living, more political and
more educational expressions and assessments?
This is a more appropriate form. And in the end,
when the student is given his certificate of pro-
motion, this should be based on the sum total of
these characteristics of each teacher in collabora-
tion with the teacher in charge of the class or with
persons charged with this task. Of course, these
forms and changes are debatable. Our teachers
possess a major experience and, of course, those
who are in favor of continuing the marking system
have not only their arguments why this system
should be continued but also how to make marks
a stimulus, while those opposed to keeping the
marking system have also their ideas of how and
with what to replace it. Therefore, in conclusion,
let this matter be discussed and debated like all
the problems of our new school

Life is a great school and the school itself is
nothing but an integral part of life. Therefore, the
school should be closely and harmoniously linked
with the activities, work and thought of man,
.school should serve him and society as a whole.
The socialist society and the coming communist
society, which the Party is building and preparing,
‘have at each epoch and at each stage their laws
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and rules of development, of revolutionary trans-
formation, which we should know, learn, master
and apply consistently.

Preparations are called for in every thing, both
before the operation begins and when it is in the
process of development and after; we build the
present but, at the same time, we look ahead
and prepare for the future. During all this process
of restless, not spontancous but revelutionary de-
velopment, the struggle of opposites creates pro-
gress and the dialectical development of opposites
brings about those qualitative transformations
which lead our society from a high stage to a
still higher one. In this major revolution the de-
cisive role is played by the masses guided by the
communist party of the proletariat and its Mar-
xist-Leninist ideology. Thus, through its idz=oclogy,
the Party should make the broad masses of people
aware of this role, educate them in all aspects
and render them capable of knowing, mastering
and applying the laws of nature and of turning
them into material benefits for the people, for
society. Therefore, the school is an important stage
additional to the other activities of man.

Whkile building socialism, the major objective
of the Party is to form and forge the new com-
munist man of a sound Marxist-Leninist palitical
and theoretical outlook, endowed with Marxist-
Leninist ethics, appreciations and taste, with a
Marxist-Leninist revolutionary, daring and crea-
tive spirit, that sees things through. In this revo-
lutionary struggle of forming and transforming,
in this battle of educating and re-educating, in
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this contest of opposites of the new with the old
in its last breath, wherever he works, creates and
thinks, at every place and at every time, where-
ver he sets his foet or lays down his head, our
new man should find the line of the Party and
its philosophy materialized, should grasp the po-
licy, theory and practical application of this line,
should draw philosophic and practical conclu-
sions- from these achievements, should arm him-
self and forge ahead with mulfiplied strength
always realizing that all these are his achievements
and the achievements of the masses of the people
guarded by his Party and its materialist philosophy.
Losing one’s bearings, losing one’s tracks as
our people say, in all these things spells dcefeat.
No section or sub-section of social activily should
be neglected or allowed to develop apart from
others or in an anarchic way. Of course,
there will be unequal developments among sec-
tors, there will be progress and backwardness,
but these should be shortcomings of growth, of
development, and we should never allow them to
spring from political and ideological deviations.
One of the major causes of the catastrophy
which befell the Bolshevik Party of Lenin and
Stalin after the latter’s death is also this incon-
gruence in grasping and applying aright the line
in all fields, is the sclerosis of the theoretical and
organizational principles of the Party, is the fai-
lure to wage the class struggle in a radiecal, con-
{inuous and consistent way, is bureaucracy, and
many others which have been the object of many
fcamer studies and analyses of our Party and
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which should not be enlarged on here. In short, the
Khrushchevite modern revisionists seized power,
eliminated the Party as the Party of the working
class, eliminated its Marxist ideology and replaced
it with idealist ideology, and they are now turning
the State of the dictatorship of the proletariat into
a bourgeois State with a capitalist economy.

The modern revisionists have wrecked the
Soviet school turning it into a bourgeois school
with a view to creating a young anti-communist
generation, a prop to the capitalist regime which
they have restored in their country.

In conclusion, we must not forget for a mo-
ment all these situations, these dangers; let us
have a clear head and an iron fist against the
enemies of the people, of the Party and of so-
cialism; let us not lose sight of the role of the
masses and the colossal importance of the younger
generation, which makes the present strong and
the future secure; let us never forget that in this
major struggle which the Party is waging with
success, the campaign to successfully build a new
socialist school is one of our greatest and most de-
licate tasks in which we are fully convinced that
our Party will score success, as it always does in
everything else.

NOTES
1. Speech made at the meeting of the Political
Bureau of the CC of the PLA on March 7,1967, where

Comrade Enver Hoxha advanced his theses which
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constitute a wvast program of work towards further
revolutionizing our school. The Party made this pro-
blem the concern of the whole masses by raising it
at popular discussions. The CC of the PLA set up a
special commission headed by Comrade Mehmet Shehu
_. Member of the Political Bureau of the CC of the
PLA and Chairman of Council of Ministers of the
People’s Republic of Albania — to supervise the po-
pular discussions and the whole work for further
revolutionizing our school.

2. On March 7, 1878, after the selfless struggle of
our men of National Revival against the Ottoman
usurpers and Greek chauvinists, the first Albanian
language school in cur country was opened. On March
7,1960, on the anniversary of this great event of major
cultural and political importance to the Albanian
people, the Presidium of the Popular Assembly deci-
ded to declare March 7 the «Teacher’s Day».

3. On the basis of the educational reform adopted
by the Popular Assembly in August 1946, primary
education became compulsive and free of charge for
all; schools of general education were unified in
the whole State; a preliminary and vocational educa-
tional system was set up; the education for the grown-
ups at evening schools or through correspondence
courses was created and the school programs were
compiled.
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HOW TO STRENGTHEN THE PARTY
ORGANIZATICNALLY AND HOW TO
EDUCATE IT IDECLOGICALLY")

We notice improvements in the reports sent
by the District Party Committees to the Central
Committee Secretariat, but we have not managed
yet to have these reports illustrate more realis-
tically the situation and delve deeper into the
problems already solved or waiting to be solved
and requiring the aid of the Secretariat for this
purpose. The problems which the District Party
Committces are asked to report on are narrowly
viewed and the District Party Committees do not
make the neccessary efforts to have the issues
examined in detail and the problems presented
in as complete a way as possible. In their reports,
the Party Committees slavishly stick to their the-
me and hardly treat of any other aspect of the
problem which, on the surface seems to have no
relation with it. Problems viewed in such a way
shrink down to a very limited scope. This shows
that Party organs at the district level are inclined to
consider problems detached from each other and
to establish a nomenclature that they can hardly
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change or break through the established frame-
work.

For example, the actual theme presented to
the Secretariat concerns the «strengthening of the
internal unity of the Party». However, while treat-
ing the problem of «internal unity», are we
perhaps afraid of treating  together with it, also
«external unity», I mean to say the unity of the
Party with the masses? No! This will be done
only when a well-defined theme is proposed, as
for instance «The ties of the Party with the mas-
ses», «The Democratic Front and the Party», and
other such themes. Whereas the comrades (and this
is only natural) could tell us quite easily also about
the environment outside the Party, from which
negative elements sneak into our organizations.
They may say that «this would lengthen the re-
port», whereas T am of the opinion that such a
thing would but better explain and complete it.

Or let us take the report of the Kruja District
Party Commitiee. It resembles that of Vlora. I
attended the latest meeting of the Party activists
of that distriet and I noticed. among other things,
two big and serious shortcomings of this organi-
zation.

First, in the whole of the Kruja District Party
organization there are only 12 women members,
if T am not mistaken, and in the highlands of
Kruja there is only one woman communist.

Second, the Party organization in the highlands
of Kruja has been, so to speak. abandoned to
itself, therefore it is only natural that there
should be disputes, coteries, backwardness, even
certain cases of murder, ete.
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The comrades of Kruja: could say that the
second issue can and must be dealt with more
profoundly, while the first one is somewhat de-
tached from this theme. If we view the matter
narrowly, it appears so, and we may say that «we
shall speak of this when we shall deal with the
problem of the admission of women to Party
membership. It seems to me that the issue must
not be viewed from this angle. If we scrutinize «the
lack of unity in some grass rool organizationss
we will find out many causes for this lack of
unity which must be fought against by adopting
a series of measures and bringing new blood into
the Party to reinvigorate it. Let us take the ques-
tion of the woman. Her admittance to the Party
membership should play an important role in its
regeneration, the woman being one of the most
revolutionary and most progressive representatives
of the people. Women should inject into the Party
the new blood which it has so [ar been deficient in,
and the Kruja Party organizations has entirely
lacked.

The questions we are taking up today are
Party questions, questions related to the strengthen-
ing of the Party, therefore organizational and
ideological questions. We strengthen our Party not
only by educating it, not only by purging its ranks
of all bad elements but, at the same time, by
tempering it ideologically and organizationally and
injecting fresh blood into it from the masses of
the people being set in motion in a wonderful way
by the Party struggle.

Is uot there an unprecedented revolutionary
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vigour being noticed among the masses of our
people? Yes, it is, and a very great one at that.
Should not this atmosphere be communicated to.
the internal life of the Party organizations? Of
course, it should. At these revolutionary moments,
should we not single out hundreds of thousands of
resolute men and women and admit them to the
Party? Yes, we should!

But all these questions are considered separa-
tely; problems are not viewed and studied as a
whole; we do not follow all their aspects, we do
not follow their realisation. Sometimes we forget
the most important things we constantly speak of.

We have several times criticized the Vlora
Disctrict Party organization; we have even given
instructions about its main organizational ques-
tions. The Vlora comrades, however, have not paid
due attention to these questions. Let us take for
instance, the statistics of this organization. 77 out
of the 116 grass root organizations of this district
have not made admissions to membership, 13 of
them for a period of two years, 16 for a period
of three years, 4 others for a period of four years
and 44 organizations for a period of over five
years.

Or let us take the Tirana Party organization.
Out of 424 grass root organizations 389 have not
admitted any new members. Of these, 46 for a
period of two years, 40 for three years, 28 for
four years and 231 for over five years.

Out of 81 organizations of the Kruja district
Party organization no new members have been
admitted in 52 grass root organizations; such
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situation has been lasting for two years in 12 of
them, for three years in two of them, for four
years in six of them and for over five years in
seven of them.

If we then have a look at the statistics of the
Party as a whole, we have the following picture.

Out of over 3,000 grass root organizations, no
admissions have been made by 2.168. of which
477 for two years, 278 for three years, 156 for
four years and 673 for over five years.

This, comrades, is a very serious situation, it
is a blunder we are making, and I should say it
is a crime we are committing against the Party and
socialism. This confirms that the slogans «Streng-
then the Party organizationally», «Inject new blood
into the Party» are not taken seriously, are not
put into practice, but even when they are carried
out, this is done only in a perfunctory manner as
in the case of a Parly grass root organization in
the Librazhd district, which when deciding to
admit a new member after five wyears, admitted
only a policeman.

The Party, comrades, must seriously tackle
this preblem and tackle it seriously, as I have
pointed out several other times. we should make a
scientific analysis of the situation in every orga-
nization, gettihg acquainted with its internal and
external life. The Party organization should be
in the know of the activity of every ecommunist, of
his seniority, his age, his political and idcological
level in order io come out with pertinent conclu-
sions defining the rates of strengthening the orga-
nization with new blood on the basis of territory
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and production, on the basis of the rise of the
needs of environment.

When we speak of injecting new blood into the
Party, we must not talk in vain and proceed blind-
ly, but we must study both the age and maturity.
the energies and experience, the political and ideo-
logical determination, as well as the past and the
present of the cadre. In this way the grass root
organizations are fed with new blood at the pro-
per rate and according to their nceds. This is by
no means an easy task, but one which has to be
done without fail, for on it depends the very
existence of the Party. To neglect this task would
be a crime, to do it carelessly or leave it to spon-
taneity would be a grave mistake.

The situation with regard to admitting young
people to Party membership is even more serious
and unpardonable for a mass organization, espe-
cially when there is such a revolutionary and
wonderful youth as ours. Statistics show that 61
per cent of the youth of our couniry are not
organized. This is an alarming situation. What are
Party comrades doing about this? What are you,
comrades of the Youth Crganization, doing about
it?! One thing you are certainly doing, you are
making a serious and unforgivable mistake. Wi-
thout waiting for the Congress of the Youth Or-
ganization let us do away immediately with all
harmful restrictions, let us reject sectarianism and
nefarious conservatism in the work with young
people and meet their Congress with a powerful
army, and what an army, for even the ordinary
young men and young women of our country
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are heroes and heroines. I have the impression
that the Party does not pursue this development
on correct lines, it does not help it as it should.
But now these things should take a turn for the
better.

Another shortcoming in the reports: they only
enumerate events, and only disastrous events at
that, In them, one does not find, or finds very
rare positive aspects, the positive experience of the
Party. Far from being a correct reporting to the
Secretariat, this shows only the bad predisposition
of those comrades who, in the practice of education,
do not strive to make use of the positive experience
of the Party, of its good examples against evil
manifestations.

The comrades could tell me that they perhaps
do this poorly in practice, but that they actually do
it. T agree with them. I know that it is done and
to what extent it is done. Irrespective of the fact
that it is being done poorly, it will be improved.
But in your reports, you, comrades, do not take
pains to give us your practical experience, how you
act in practice, what measures you take, what
results your measures yield. We do not see this
clearly.

It seems to me that it is not sufficient to tell
us that you will hold a plenary meeting or a meet-
ing of activists where you will take up these
matters. We know they are forms of work, forms
of organization, but we do not see their content,
their essence. Or, shall we, perhaps see them when
you will present them, but then what efficient aid
can we give you if we have no possibility of discus-
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sing broadly with you the proposals and concrete
measures which you plan to take?

Let us take the report of the Tirana Party
Committee. It has established some facts such as:

«Initiatives and proposals from below are not
backed up~-,

«The rotation of cadres and the evils coming
about when it is not carried out correctly».

«Directors lack initiative»

«There is officialdom, detachment from the
masses, etc., etes.

These are some of the questions which I sing-
led out from the study of this report. These
questions are neither new nor unknown to us,
but we would like to gather what measures have
been adopted and what positive results have
they yielded, and what other measures the Tirana
Party Committee intends to take. When I say
measures, I do not mean only some plenary meet-
ings but the work that has been done and the
educative forms that have been worked out to
educate the cadres so as to liguidate precisely
these weaknesses.

Of course, it is not for the first time that we
consider this problem, but, in our advanced re-
volutionary conditions, we want to know how do
grass root organizations tackle precisely these pro-
blems and how should the grass root organiza-
tions of the different departments solve them.

Such a way of presenting these problems in
reports to the Secretariat would be of great help
to the meeting participants, as well as a valuable
experience to the entire Party.
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At the 5th Congress and at plenary meetings
before the Congress much has been said about
the weaknesses of Vlera and its organization in
particular. Morcover, there have been established
also forms of work and directives to be followed
to improve this situation. But how have these
tasks been tackled? Very, very poorly. They have
not been taken seriously, they have not been
examined in detail, they have not been subjected
to a profound study. There have not been drawn
proper conclusions and tasks have not been car-
ried out, controlled, rectified and completed from
time to time.

They have acted suporficially, taking occasio-
nal half measures in the old spirit. Work proceeds
this way because the Vlora comrades pretend to
know the situation in all its peculiarities, but in
realily they do not know it as they should. They
are centent with a general knowledge. Thus, the
situation was boiling in the cauldron and, when
the steam pushed up the lid, hasty administrative
measures were taken, with drawing some wood
frem the fire, just to lower the calories of heating.

In Vlora we have a good Party organization,
but no ideclogical work is being done, as it should
be, to temper the good qualities of the Vlora
comrades. As everywhere, in Vlora, too, there
exist hzrmful customs which tarnish the high
qualities of valor and loyalty of our men and pre-
sented as manifestations of patriotism. OFf these
harmlul customs we can quote arrogance, dislike
for work, exaggerated claims speculating on the
general patriotic attitude of the distriet, ete. All
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these and other things, which are conftradictions

of growth, are not seriously dealth with from the-

ideological and political viewpoints, not only when
they become manifest but also before they crop
up, although our Viora comrades know beforchand
the characterisiic of their environment and have
every possibility to cope with this sort of problems
and strive for a systematic education of people.

It is indispensable that the leading comrades
of the Vlora Party Committee should take a turn
for the better, realizing that Party work and its
organizational strengthening depend largely on
the ideological and political uplift of the commu-
nists. This uplift, their education, cannot be achie-
ved to the due extent without a deep and many-
sided preparation. Treating problems perfuncto-
rily and superficially never yiclds good results.

We have succeded in strengthening the Partyr
internally, but it is a fact that the healthy and
systematic upbringing of our communists is not
at the due level. The leftovers of the past in the
conscience of people, in their world-outlook, can-
not be liguidated so easily and quickly; some of
them are liquidated or weakened, but others sur-
vive and revive springing up in new forms if
they are not fought against. Leftovers are like
contageous diseases, against which we must not
only resort to proper remedies to combat them
but also to a constant prophylaxis to curb their
eventual come-back.

Leftovers cannot be removed, broken up or
discared from conscience in the same way as worn
out objects are. It is for this reason thal we must
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do a constant and differentiated educative, politi-
cal and ideological work with people, for only
thus, through proper education can we influence
all the strata of the population. It is but under-
standable that this difficult task has been entrus-
ted, in the first place, 1o the communists and
their Party. The people look at the Party, but
the Party also looks up to the people and relies
on them to carry out this major task properly.

To fight harmful leftovers in the conscience of
men and women, the Party relies on the lofty
virtues of our people, Therefore, the communists
must be the bearers of these virtues in their life
and work; it is they that should materialize in po-
litics and ideology the essence of education which
must serve as a medicament to cure the diseases
existing or manifesting themselves over and over
again in the conscience of people. Education and
the uplift of ihe ideological level of the commu-
nists must not even for a single moment follow
the dogmatic method of teaching our theory in a
scholastic way and detached from life. Even a
communist with much experience, who under-
stands too well the problems of life and knows
how to tell good from bad, finds himself in dif-
ficult situations pondering over the philosophic
formulations or the dogmatic methods of those who
explain and teach them.

For the ideological education to be carried
out successfully relying on our Marxist-Leninist
‘philosophy, we have to formulate these basic
principles in new forms matching with the ideo-
logical and cultural level of our men and women.
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The principles of our doctrine must be based on
and serve to explain our reality, they must be
expressed in the simple and clear language of
our people.

In this direction there is yet a lot to do, for
we have done and are still doing little. We notice
a creative attltude towards the development of the
Marxist-Ler
People fmd "Marx more difficult than Lenin and
Lenin more difficult than Sfalin when studying
the Marxist-Leninist theory This confirms the
unity of our doctrine, its compactness and accu-
racy, but this also confirfns that it is not an
inert dogma, in both its further development and
enrichment through new ecxperience and forms
through new ways of expressing and formulating
pr mmples Stalin cannot be less Marxist because his
writings are more s1mp1c than Lenin’s. But simple
as they are, they express and back up the theory
of Marx and Engels further developed and enri-
ched by Lenin.

Giant Marx =nd his companion Engels, the foun-
ders of our gloricus doctrine, extended their study
to whole centuries and worked for the centuries.
This means that from the summing up history,
from human thought and creative activity they
deduced the laws of development of human so-
ciety, they pointed out and established the laws
and the norms, the methods and the possible forms
of transforming society, the ways of liquidating
capitalism ¢nd of building socialism and commun-
ism. Thus, their immortal doctrine is ever new and
fresh. Their genius is felt clearly in their genial
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analysis and synthesis in their boundless erudition
and their vast knowledge. The forms and ways
used to suit to their majestic aim made materialist
doctrine a beacon for the proletariat and the peo-
ples of the world. It is understandable why Marx’s
work is difficult to be grasped in both its breadth
and depth by our communists who have
not yet attained the necessary theoretical and
cultural standard. This is explicable, for Marx’s
work is the summun of science, its quintessence,
it is deep human thought of the centuries elabo-
rated and expressed through his struggle and po-
lemics against various idealistie, irrational, and
obscurantist philosophical concepts and trends in
their essence and expression.

Thus, the work of Marx is not difficult to
understand, but difficult, unintelligible and obscure
are all the idealist philosophic concepts Marx
unmasked and smashed into smithereens. The
truth of Marx is simple and understandable to
every one, it is simple and understandable to
our communists and working people who are
inspired and guided by it and successfully carry
it out in practice. Marx has fought, worked and
thought for us.

Lenin has enriched our doctrine. He continued
the cause of Marx and routed the enemies of
Marxism, the bourgeois idealistic theories of rene-
gades to Marxism, he fought against capitalism
in its imperialist stage under the conditions of
the development of the great October Socialist
Revolution, when the proletariat seized political
power from the hands of the bourgeoisie. All

‘
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these things::aré ‘more; familiar to us, -therefore:
Lenin’s work, = ‘the theory of Marx in constant
action, — is comparatively easier to us to grasp.
For the same reasons, ‘Stalin’s work becomes
easier to be understood by our communists.

- It is, therefore, our first duty to find gradual
and differentiated ways of utilizing this great trea~
sure — the theory illuminating our road. We must
make clear to our Party members the bases of our
theory and enable them to understand in a Mar-
xist-Leninist way the materialist development of.
the history of mankind, to grasp in a Marxist-Le-
ninist way the phenomena of its general deve-
lopment, to find out the laws of nature through
dialectical materialism, understanding the Marxist-
Leninist essence of our Party’s policy in build-
ing socialist society, knowing how to correctly
and fully explain every action of theirs. This is
the main thing we are abound to do. We should
make the Marxist-Leninist philosophy accessible
to everybody.

Although Marx is more difficult and Stalin
easier to be studied than Lenin, yet this cannot
be the same to everybody. That is why theory
should be taught in forms and methods acknowledg-
ing differences in their ideological uplift.

Marxism-Leninism is a universal theory exp-
laining every phenomenon. In their historic deve-
lopment phenomena may change their form and
appearance, but their essence remains unchanged.
The laws of nature and society should be construed
aright and be placed at the service of the man of
the new socialist society. As elsewhere, in our
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country, too, the new concepis fight against cld ones
in every field. This fight takes place in the con-
crete forms of our reality. That is why it is necessary
to study our reality carefully, our revolution which
is being carried out in the [ramework of world
revolution and in bitter fighting against the old
world, against imperialism, against modern revi-
sionism.

It is therefore indispensable for Party cadres
to moke serious cfforts to delve deep into the
study of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin, to master
our theory properly, for it is in this way that our
Party will be in a better position to make this
differentiated ideological upbringing and to sum
up and explain more clearly and more quickly our
experience in the light of the Marxist-Leninist
theory. Thus, integrating the study of theory with
historic reality, we shall avoid both practicism
and dogmatism in the ideological education of our
men and women.

With regard to what I said above, I would
like to draw some conclusions for the future work
of our Party. In the grcat achievements our
country has scored under the correct and direct
guidance of the Purty, we must single out some
pluses and some minuses.

It is incontestable that the Party has raised
the political, ideological and technical level of the
communists in porticular and of the masses in
gener:], and this is geuged by the results achieved.
In this general uplift, where, of course, there are
both sdvences end drawbacks, we see that the pro-
fessional uplift of production cadres, the deepen-
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ing of their technical and scientific knowledge,
our efforts to integrate science with practice are
more advanced than the theoretical uplift of the
Party cadres, than their preparation in the ideo-
logical field, than their efforts to integrate theory
with practice and to achieve a theoretical sum-
ming up of the Party experience. When I say
Party cadres, I mean the cadres of the Commit-
tees, of their apparatuses and the secretaries of
grass root organizations. In their «trade», which
is the political and ideological leadership, these
cadres are lagging behind the cadres of the pro-
duction sector. The latter, ranging from the en-
gincer down to the rank-and-file worker, from
the agronomist and to the rank-and-file coope-
rative peasant, are making serious efforts to mas-
ter their «trade», to broaden their scientifie,
technical and other professional knowledge.

Thus, the men of production, of technology,
of the direct organization of labor feel a stronger
nead to improve their skills. Through their ef-
forts to become skilled, through their work and
its results, they rise also ideologically, because
the science they acquire and apply in practice,
the theory they integrate with practice, the expe-
rience they sum up and, consequently, the in-
novations and rationalizations wc notice in abun-
dance in their work give them greater availabili-
ties to better seize the scientific content of the
laws of the Marxist-Leninist theory, to understand
their guiding theory in its dizlectical development.
But this however, does not exclude the nced for a
profound study of the Marxist-Leninist theory, 5o
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as to acquire sound ideological “convictions. This
study ought to be made. ‘And-it must absolutely
be guided by the Party; for in spite of evident
technological progress, we observe marked left-
overs of bourgeois ideology and, sometimes, incor-
rect political attitudes among them. A negative
influence is exerted also -by the Party workers,
Committees, secretaries, instructors who do nét
properly master their «trades, who do not make
the necessary efforts to raise their ideological level
and thus, be able to raise that of the others, to
direct and lead not through vague slogans but
through a profound knowledge of our revolu-
tionary theory and practice.

There was a time when we had fewer techni-
cal cadres and still fewer Party workers endowed
with Party education and training. The Party has
now changed this situation by a thorbugh training
of its cadres. The Party has been training a large
number of technicians, teachers, engineers, agro-
nomists, zootechnicians, econamists, etc. At the
same time the Party has béen seeing to it that
not only first secretaries, but all Party commit-
tee secretaries as well as a large number of instruc-
tors and secretaries of grass root organizations go
through Party schools and training courses, where
they get also a broad general culture. As a result,
Party work has been raised to a higher level.

Now I think that, in general, the technical
cadres are studying better, they are more persis-
tently striving to master science and technology
and to apply them in practice.. Engineers build
roads, bridges, factories, hydro-power. stations;
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agronomists manage farms and agricultural coope-
ratives, they apply and develop agronomic rules;
designers and architects draw plans; workers pro-
duce and create. Life itself teaches them that,
along with their practical work, they should not
neglect either science or technology, for otherwise
neither do hydro-power stations go up nor po-
tatoes grow.

But it is not so with the Party secretaries and
workers in general. Of course, the political, ideo-
logical and organizational management of the
Party and State, the education of our men and
women the integration of theory with practice
and the theoretical summing up of social pheno-
mena and of Party experience are more compli-
cated jobs than solving technical problems, build-
ing up hydro-power stations and works, ete. In
building socialist society, in explaining and solv-
ing social problems which we come across in life,
we are guided by the Marxist-Leninist philosophy,
by the dialectical laws of the development of so-
ciety. But, despite constant improvements, in com-
parison with the great tasks incumbent on the
Party to lead and direct the whole national life
in its revolutionary development, the efforts of
the Party workers to raise their cultural level as
behoves Party workers, are still insufficient. We
have also secretaries who work little with books,
who do not properly engage in the study of the
works of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin, of the
documents of our Party and of its directives. We
have Party secretaries of long standing experience
as Party workers, and with a longer experience
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than a hydro-power station engineer, who find
it very difficult to write an ideological report, to
make a theoretical summing up although in the
final analysis, this is their job, their principal task.

Therefore, Comrades, we must look this weak-
ness squarely in the eye, we must understand and
solve it correctly. It must be admitted that Party
workers are more inclined to practicism and often,
without performing their own task, meddle with
the tasks of others, as, for instance, when they
concern themselves more with the economic as-
pects of a given question. Not that they should
not concern themselves with the latter but, in the
first place, they should carry out the special task
entrusted to them by the Party. The Party secre-
tary cannot build up a hydro-power station. This
is somebody else’s job and the engineers charged
with this task are competent, just as competent
in their «trade» are the agronomists and the ve-
terinaries. Party secrctaries ought to give them
their aid and not only tell them things which they
know better, but to teach them precisely what
Party secretaries ought to be deeply versed in —
the Party policy and ideclogy. In this way, repeti-
tions are avoidad, and shortcomings in the work to
raise p2ople to the height of the tasks entrusted
to them are done away with.

In addition to successes, we notice also short-
comings in our Party work: in addition to the
greal revolucionary drive of the masses we obser—
ve also many things hampering it; in addition to
succeszes we detect also shortcomings in the organi-
zational field. But it is a fact also that the Party
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is making great efforts and achieving big successes.

Let us take the gquestion of the organization
and direction of work in State socialist enterprises
where despite its shortcomings, work organization
is in a better condition. And this is but understan-
dable, as the Party crganizations there are more
mature, due to the extent of the working class and
skilled cadrss, and so on.

In the countryside this work is done more
poorly. We cannot feel satisfied by saying that
work there is weck only due to its nature. We
must admit, likewise, that the Party, too, does
indifferent work there. The countryside is not
less patriotic, less enthusiastic and less attached
the Party than the town. But the aid the Party
Committees have given to the countryside has been
insufficient. Tt is here that lies the weakness of
the Party committees which, although aware of
the difficulties of their work in the countryside, do
not take proper measures to organize both its
ideological and political aspect, which is reflected
also in the organization of production.

In the report we are studying, the Viora
district Party Committee tells us that among the
communists of scme grass root organizations
there exists the spirit of career-secking and ar-
rogance, while some others place individual above
colleclive interests, in scme Party grass root or-
ganization crop up alien meanifestations, coterles,
family ties and clans, which continue here and
there to play their nefarious role. Of course, these
negative manifestations are not characteristic for
the Viera district Party organization alone. We
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find similar manifestations in various degrees
also in the Party organizations of the other districts.
It is true that we fight these manifestations
but we do not fight them properly. The Vlora
district Party organization will hold a plenary
session at which it will raise these questions.
However, we have been holding such plenary
sessions time and again. We must not pretend
that by one plenary session or several of them
we shall completely liquidate these shortcomings.
Of course, plenary sessions like these are indis-
pensable and have yielded resulls; but we notice
that they are not properly prepared, and subsequent
measures are not taken to conduct a deep ideo-
logical work. Practicism prevails both in the
preparation or in the implementation of the re-
solutions of the plenary sessions.

In order to make a proper presentation of
all these obstructing shortcomings one by one,
ranging from career-seeking to morbid feelings
of coterie and kinship, a theoretical and political
summing up must be made not only by enume-
rating examples, that is, by dumping crude mate-
rial and passing it off as a finished product.

Experience is not worked out in presenting
some facts in reports and in accompanying them
with a «must». All manifestations have their deep
political and ideological sources, their economic
and social causes which, if not seriously dealt with,
in the first place by Party Committees and secreta-
ries headed by first secretaries, then, nothing can
be well done. But to uproot the evil, the study
should be based on facts, considering the time,

138



way, ground and intensity of the given manifesta~-
tions, as well as on theory, which means to have
our classics and Party documents at hand.

To sum up experience does not mean only to
line up sentences and come out with some stereo-
type conclusions one meets with in the daily press.
This is not a serious job, it does not teach the
Party in the proper way.

Why must we carefully analyse facts in the
light of our theory? We must do this because,
although these facts are recurrent throucghout our
country in the forms I mentioned above, there
are, nevertheless, differences from one region to
another, from one district to another, due to the
different degrees of the social, economic and cul-
tural development of our regions. One thing might
be stronger in one region and weaker in ano-
ther. For instance, the feeling or morbid kinship
in the South is not so accentuated as in the
North. Of course there is no mention of our
reality and peculiarities in the works of either
Marx or Lenin, therefore we should not think of
having settled the guestion by saying: «Tell us
the chapter we ought to refer to». Marx and
Lenin have made their theoretical conclusions in
a perfect way and, although at other times and
in our reality these find different forms of expres-
sion, their source is always the same. Thus, we
must absolutely study Marx and Lenin, indeed
hold their books under our pillows, consult them
continually so that they, too, should help us.

But do the secretaries of our District Party
Committees do such a thing as they should? No,
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they do not do it properly and to the required
extent. But do they have the possibility to do it? Yes,
they have, for they have been graduated from
higher Party schools and they have collaborators
galore.

However, what is it to draw theoretical out-
lines from our reality? It means to do what the
Party really asks us, its workers, to do. By this
serious work of ours we must educate the Party,
raise the ideological level of the communists and of
the masses, help them have a theoretical grasp of
the essence of various problems, discover the source
of evils and establish efficient measures for their
solution and not treat the issucs superficially, by
giving some practical advice, some «musts~ and
by teking certain administrative measures.

When general conclusions are not draw, results
ere unsctisfectery end messures end discussions at
plenary sessions are superficial.  But the
worse is that some people think that, with the
holding of the plenary sessions they have ended
everything, «successfullys, the participants of ple-
nary session or of activists’ meetings go back to
their grsss reot crgenizations where they raise
questicns vaguely and tzke no serious measures.

We very rarely sec first secretaries of Party
District Committees sit down and prepare theoreti-
cal reports for the education of district cadres in
special seminaries. I speak of the firsi secretaries
in the first place, but I do not make exception of
the others. Why do they not set about this task.
They have schooling and experience and authority
and should carry it out. The more so as it iz one
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of their main Party tasks, because, the Party has
charged other communists to build factories, and
one or tens of others to manage them.

They wait for ideological reports to be sent
to them only from above. This is not right. Party
work is not summed up in the center alone. It is
inadmissible that District Party Committees or grass
root organizations remain with folded arms and
wait for some ex-cathedra instructions from above.
District Party Committees must bear this well in
mind, for if they wait for the «office theoretician>
to feed them phrases, while they themselves are
in better positicn and more qualified to help them-
selves and the center, then, the ideological educa-
tion of the Party will not proceed at the rate and
the level of qualification the Party and the Central
Committee require.

Actually, the Party is successfully decpening
its revolutionization and that of the masses, but
this should be a real deepening, I mean to say a
substantiated one, broadly explained politically and
theorctically.

We discover many evil social phenomena and
we rightfully expose them. We are worried, in-
censed and revolted when we think that we have
so far neglacted to fight them. I think that we ha-
ve fought them but not to the necessary extent and
in the way we should.

It is not sufficient to say «to sell out your
daughter, to betroth your underage son or daughter
is a base thing», «these are barbarous customs», etc.
Such expressions stand for logical conclusions only
drawn of socme facts, and it seems that we often
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consider these philosophical and theoretical con-
clusions as quite sufficient, for we make no efforts
to delve more deeply into these issues. Social ques-
tions are not so simple. In my opinion, they have
their own written and unwritten laws. And often
unwritten laws are more dangerous and obstinate.
These unwritten laws are the customs. There are
good customs, but there are also bad ones; good
customs, too, have their positive but also their ne-
gative aspects. Customs do not remain unchanged
forever. With the development of the social condi-
tions, they, too, undergo their own evolution.
Customs are unwritten laws, subjected to changes
in the same way as the written ones, but after
longer periods of continuity.

Thus, customs are some laws guiding social
life and serving the latter. Economic, political, ideo-
logical, religious, organizational, health, family, clan
tribe and monarchy questions and, prior to them,
questions of feudalism and primitive community —
all of them are related to customs! Therefore,
customs, just as laws, have their own economie,
political, ideological, ethical, organisational and
other grounds.

We speak of fighting and liquidating backward
customs, but to do this, we must discover their
source, expose their philosophical, idealistic and re-
ligious origin, which is the more difficult as we
have now changed our economic basis. But notice
the characteristic of custom: although its economic
basis has been totally done away with, custom will
still appear and act, indeed, under our Very noses.

Let us take Lek Dukagjini’s Code — a collection
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of medieval habits and customs of our country. The
habits and customs that have assumed Lek Duka-
gjini’s name were governing the Albanian society,
especially in the North, in an iron way,
so that their medieval barbarous and anti-social
yoke is felt even today. If in Central and South
Albania there was not such a concentrated
expression of custom as Lek Dukagjini’s Code
which was due to their more advanced de-
velopment, these parts of our country, too, were
not free from some unwritten laws which are noth-
ing else but the customs we are speaking about,
which were governing and directing the life of
the people, families, tribes ,etc., in a barbarous way
" in those two parts of the country, too.

If we view them with the eye of our epoch
of socialism we cannot but judge these customs
as barbarous and, consequently, we must strive
to liquidate them as historical products of past
epochs, of their economic and social development.
Our shortcoming in this question is that, when we
study the ancient history of our people, we lay
more stress on the historical development, consider-
ing facts and war events in a romantic way and
leaving in darkness, allegedly for lack of docu-
ments, the economic and social factors of the de-
velopment of society in different epochs.

We say that we have no documentary data for
the study of these fundamental aspects of the de-
velopment of society, but in our times, in socialism,
why have we not studied and do not continue to
study in a scientific way how deeply Lek Dukagji-
ni’s Code acts in the North, or the impact of family
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customs, of tender age betrothals, of iribal survi-
vals and religious superstitions on our people? Are
we allowed to wake up one fine morning and no-
tice with surprise that our Party organizations in
the North are not only failing to or react feebly
against Lek Dukagjini’s Code, not only failing to
explain or explain it very vaguely but also using
it, as if it were nothing bad?

If we do not discover the real social roots of
the bad custom, it is difficult for us to liquidate
it. Thus, it can live in centuries. Let me give you
an example: When I was a little boy, there lived
in our quarters in Gjirokastra an old woman called
aunt Merzo. She used to go from house to house
with an ivory-like dog skull in her pocket and
used it «to cure» people from any discase. She
would touch the sick person’s [ace with her dog
skull, yawning and spitling all the while she was
doing that. Why do 1 tell you about this vulgar
witcheraft? T mention this only to show that this
witcheraft is about 6.000 years old. A book entitled
«3cience and Sorcery», I was reading of late, tells
about the seme wilcheraft with a dog or jackal
skull being praclised in ancient Egypt. There we
find that Egyptian scothsayers or sorcers spat the
same way as aunt Merzo.

We consider only the monelary speculation
aspect of the talismans which are still being made
today by hodjas, dervishes, clergymen and other
swindlers and forget their philosophical, religious
and idezlistic aspect. Such phencmena are still to
be met with in some backward regions.

We are filled with just indignation when we
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learn that a so-and-so has sold his daughter or
has betrothed his underaged son, but we do not
make further inquiries to find our their social and
philosophical background, to discover that it is not
only a matter of money received the same way as
for a sold animal, that we have to do not only
with an economic factor, but that we have to do
also with the intention of strengthening families
and tribes, their security against outside
dangers through marriages and other such rela-
tions. Parents, the family, give priority to the pre-
servation of the «unity» of the family, to its pro-
tection and the creation of alliances over individual
interests or humanitarian feelings.

In the time when these customs were taking
shape, developing and spreading, the head of the
family or of the tribe reigned supreme. He was
the only one in position and authorized to con-
clude alliances and dissolve them. The same thing
held true with marriage and death ceremonies.
Ecenomic advantages were giving place to the po-
litical advantages with a view to strengthening fa-
mily power and its alliances in days of weal and
woe. With all these and other phenomena, religion,
that is, the ideological superstructure, was inex-
tricably involved.

As a result, I think that the Party is faced
with the task of delving still more seriously and
deeply into these problems which, although of so-
cial nature, have also their important ideological
aspect. I repeat it that this cannot be a matter of
only a group of specialists, (even if they plan and
organize their work much better in depth and
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breadth) but a question of all the Party cadres and,
in the first place, of the Party Committees and their
secretaries.

Are we right that alongside our just indi-
gnation at the misdemeanour of a communist who,
although being a good man, devoted to and willing
even to sacrifice his life for the Party, betroths
his underage daughter, or does not act to persua-
de his old folk not to fast, are we right, I repeat,
not to raise this question of great responsibility:
«Have we properly done our duty for his ideolo-
gical uplift?»

The Party possesses a rich material on various
social problems now. We would be doing much
harm to our work if we registered all these things
only as facts. We must organize their detailed,
profound and serious study, draw all-round theore-
tical, political and educative conclusions. We should
systematize on this basis our principled struggle
which is to be waged taking into account the
practice of these backward customs and the menta-
lity of their bearers. The communists are convinced
of the correctness of the Party directives and they
stand on the forefront of the struggle for the im-
plementation of these life-asserting directives but,
though they accept them, they still grope in the
dark about certain points. At the Berat cadre
forum, as reported to me, the participants addres-
sed over 100 questions when they were asked
about the political problems of the time.

What was the character of these questions?
They all, as reported to me, were of a practical
character. For example, «Should I give a wedding
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Pparty or not when my son gets married?», «Should
I receive people at home for congratulations or
condolences? «How much should I spend for the
wedding party?», etc. But these questions, practical
in appearance, indicate that there is no clarity yet
among these cadres, either about wedding and
betrothal or about death ceremonies? People raise
these questions because customs have taken deep
root, and their basis is not only economic, but also
philosophie, either materialistic or idealistic. The
Party cannot recommend to one the sum of money
he ought to spend for the wedding party of his
daughter, or prevent him from receiving his friends
who come to present their condolences to him when
his father is dead. Joys and sorrows arc social
phenomena, they have to do with the feelings of
people, with their love and solidarity between them.
Such and other aspects like these are the better
side of customs. The Party is duty-bound to
sirengthen these positive social aspects, but it is
also incumbent upon it to single out bad customs
that have been integrated with good customs. If
we do this properly, neither the communists nor
anyone from among the people have any reason
to ask about things clearly explained to them
theoretically and politically.

Therefore, a profound study of these problems
does not consist only in presenting a report, in
holding a plenary or activists’ mecting. Done in
this way, this guiding job, would be neither ef-
ficient nor complete. The Party and State propagan-
da should engage in studying and carrying it out.
The Marxist-Leninist conclusions ought to be drawn
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out in all possible forms for the education of the
Party members and people. For this purpose it
is necessary to set in motion our press and radio,
our men of the stage and music, of the ballet and
cinema, professional and amateur writers and
artists. All these persons must be directed, inspired,
powerfully aided by the Party and State organs,
they should be assisted ideologically and helped
materially. Every literary production, every writ-
ing, every drama, every piece of music must be
inspired and though not blackening what has been
achieved so far fight what is to be fought, portray-
ing, at the same time, the wonderful attributes of
our men and women. For everything and in eve-
rything we must always come out with correct
conclusions and with clear-cut revolutionary
prospects,

We have looked and shall always look our
shortcomings squarely in the eye, without fear.
We have absolutely no reason to be pessimistic
about our fight against these shortcomings, for
our Party is strong, a Marxist-Leninist one, and
our people are wonderful and progressive people.

By knowing the history of our people, their
historical development to the present-day and by
drawing a comparison betwecen social problems
preoccupying us and those existing in other so-cal-
led civilized peoples and States such as France, the
United States of America, Italy, Britain, efc., we
may come out with the conclusion that our people,
as a progressive people, are much more advanced
socially, although the degree of industrialization,
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the techniecal level of our country are not, for the
time being, at the same height as theirs.

Curs is a deep proletarian revolution. Our
reforms are not simple ones, they are a real revo-
lution carried out by a revolutionary people under
the guidance of a revolutionary Party inspired by
a revolutionary theory, a revolution aiming at over-
throwing the old world from its foundations and
building socialism and communism. Our Party bla-
zes new trails in building socialism and is uninter-
ruptedly deepening proletarian revolution in a re-
volutionary way.

Let us take Mustafa Kemal’s Turkish democra-
tic-bourgeois revolution which some people would
like to call anti-religious. What did this revolution
do? Mustafa Kemal, through the Kemalist revolu-
tion, overlhrew absolutism, the Sultanate and
theocracy, the Caliphate and set up the Turkish
Republic. He continued to carry out also a series
of social reforms and up to a certain extent, also
economic reforms, which, although fairly advanced
as compared with the past, did not go beyond the
framework of a bourgeois revolution carried out
under the slogan «Follow the road of Europeaniza-
tion of Turkey». The road of «Europeanization» of
Turkey could not deepen the Kemalist revolution
but only hamper it, as it did in fact. Of course,
neither Mustafa Kemal, nor his companions were
for radical economic reforms in favor of the op-
pressed classes. They overthrew the Caliphate,
they replaced the fez with the brimmed hat, they
segregated the Church from the State but their
philosophy was not a materialist philosophy, it was
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and remained a religious and, although in more
attenuated forms, a bourgeois idealistic philosophy.

Therefore, if we compare the Kemalist revolu-
tion with our proletarian revolution, we will see
that ours is centuries ahead not only of the Kema-
list revolution but of all the so-called western pro-
gressive revolutions, either American or revisio-
nist; our revolution is centuries ahead from the
viewpoint of both economic and social relations
(although our productive forces are still comparati-
vely lagging behind in the technical aspect), of the
ideological, political and organizational basis, of
ecucation and progressive mass culture.

Ours, therefore, is a brilliant socialist revolu-
tion which we are deepening with every passing
day in battle with the obscurantist leftovers of
the past and with all those bourgeois, reactionary,
decadent and obscurantist forms which are descri-
bed as «modern progresss.

Thus, by deepening our revolution in the two
above mentioned directions we must profoundly
understand and correctly interpret from the ideo-
logical and political viewpoints the phenomena
which our proletarian revolution brings to the fore
in all fields.

We should never forget that the great econo-
mic changes in our country, the revolutionization of
all its aspects, come up against the regressive past;
they come up also against the pressure of exter-
nal reaction, the influence of the so-called modern
way of life, represented in tastes, fashions, culture,
art, dressing, etc. :

When we speak of further revolutionizing our
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country and the conscience of our men and women,
we mean doing away with many customs, ways,
norms of living and their replacement with new
customs, ways and norms of living. Therefore, the
100 questions the Berat comrades asked as well
as one-thousand and tens of thousands of other
questions which will be put to us in the future
should not be considered as accidental, nor as ma-
de in a spirit of contradiction, to oppose revolu-
tionization. No, they are looking for new norms of
living to replace the old ones we are doing away
with. These questions are positive, they are on the
order of the day. This is a new and great social
problem which must accompany the materializa-
tion of the revolutionary idea of the Party. There-
fore, the answer to these questions is of exceptio-
nal importance, for we are faced with the serious
task of developing good customs, of fighting bad
ones and of establishing new socialist customs and
ways of living.

Though their implementation, the socialist
laws, by which we regulate the material and spi-
ritual life of the people, are turned into people’s
second nature, into habits. Moreover new customs
come into being, new norms of living spring up in
relations between persons, in the family, in society.
These customs and habits grow and spread when
the Party works well and intensively in the ideo-
logical and political fields; on the contrary, they
take an erroneous course. ‘

Let us take some concrete examples from our
own reality. The Party had always recommended
to fight religion, but little had been done in this
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direction. What was happening? While socialist
economy was becoming strong and the wellbeing of
the people was rising, churches and mosques conti-
nued to be attended. Why was this happening at
a time when socialist ownership was being conso-
lidated? Because the Party, in fact, was almost not
working at all in this main direction of the ideo-
logical struggle.

We can again be mistaken if we think that
this affair has ended now that we have pulled
down mosques and churches, that hodjas and
priests have had their beards shaven. If we think
in this way and rest contented only because we
have liquidated the places of worship, we forget
that what we have just done is only the alpha. The
major part of the job lies ahead of us, we have to
wage a scientific fight against religious dogmas, we
have to fight against religion practice, interlaced
with the various events of life."

Let us take the very delicate social problem of
the women. In this domain we are making pro-
gress. The women in our socialist society enjoy
all their rights, they have acquired their democra-
tic liberties, they have been and are continually
being liberated economically, they have won the
right to divorce, ete. ete.

But what happens in everyday life? In gene-
ral, the woman appears to be more closely attached
to her husband, and when she is married, although
enjoying all the rights and freedoms, we notice
that she proves to be more tolerant towards her
busband than he toward his wife. Here we give
all sorts of reasons why such a thing happens, but
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we forget one reason, one custom, one fradition,
namely, that the woman fears divorce and that,
if divorced by her husband, she automatically is
lined up along that category of women who secarcely
find men to marry them, while the man finds more
easily a woman to marry him, and, in fact, he aims
at young ones. This is one of the numerous reasons,
but a very important one, for which the woman,
unconsciously, whithout feeling it, without reason-
ing, submits to her fate. This is written nowhere
but it is very difficult to be done away with. And
for this purpose we must work a great deal

There are many such social problems, comra-
des. These are serious problems not to be neglected,
or to be treated superficially and lightly. We are
faced everyday and every hour with the task of
solving these problems and much depends upon
what kind of solution we shall find to them. As
a result of a correct solution we, certainly, will
establish a correct socialist custom and norm;
while as a result of an erronous solution we might
establish an erroneous custom and norm.

Therefore, comrades, we must make efforts
to uplift ourselves ideologically, so as to be able
to uplift, then, our Party and our people, so that
our revolution should progress and never come off
the rails of Marxism-Leninism. We must also at-
tach a great importance fo the organizational
strengthening of our Party.

NOTE

1) Speech made at the meeting of the Secre-
tariat of the Centiral Committee of the Party of
Labor of Albania on April 21, 1967.
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