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INTRODUCTION 

In his speech delivered at the Conference of 
the 81 communist and workers' parties in Moscow 
on November 1960, Comrade Enver Hoxha made 
an all-round analysis of the main problems that 
were concerning the international communist mo
vement and firmly upheld Marxism-Leninism. This 
speech is one of the most important phases of the 
principled fight which the Party of Labor of Alba
nia has waged to expose modern revisionism and 
consolidate the unity of the international commu
nist and workers' movement. 

The battle the Party of Labor of Albania has 
waged against the revisionist views of the Khrush-
chevite Soviet leadership began immediately after 
the XX Congress of the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union. Although this battle was not waged 
directly and openly at the beginning, the Party of 
Labor of Albania had made known all its reserva
tions and objections to the Central Committee of 
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. The Par
ty of Labor of Albania tried in every way to avoid 
publicising its differences with the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union lest that would put wea-
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pons into the hands of the enemies of communism. 
On the other hand, it was not yet cognizant of 
Khrushchev's real intentions, therefore it tried to 
settle the differences through talks and consulta
tions in a comradely spirit. While maintaining a 
principled stand, it strove and hoped to make the 
Soviet leaders realize their mistakes and take the 
right path. 

The real treacherous features of the Soviet 
revisionists became more and more evident to the 
Party of Labor of Albania. The more their treachery 
was revealed, the harsher and more irreconcilable 
became the battle the Party of Labor of Albania 
waged against Khrushchevite revisionism in order 
to expose and crush it completely. 

At the June 1960 Bucharest meeting the Party 
of Labor of Albania came out in the open in defen
se of Marxist-Leninist principles and cried «Halt!» 
to the Khrushchevite revisionists who attempted to 
hatch up a dangerous plot against the Communist 
Party of China and against the entire international 
communist movement. 

After the Bucharest meeting the Soviet revisio
nist leaders launched a savage attack against the 
Party of Labor of Albania in order to force it into 
line with them and their deeds. Under these con
ditions, the Party of Labor of Albania became more 
thoroughly convinced that its principled stand on 
all the basic issues of the international communist 
movement should be maintained with the utmost 
courage and determination. It did this at the 1960 
November Conference in Moscow. 
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In his speech at the Conference, Comrade 
Enver Hoxha, openly, frankly and with Marxist-Le
ninist courage, submitted the principled views of 
the Party of Labor of Albania on the main issues 
of the international communist movement about 
which differences had arisen and sharply criticized 
N. Khrushchev's revisionist group, both for its 
erroneous anti-Marxist views and actions as well 
as for its brutal interference in the internal affairs 
of the Party of Labor of Albania and the savage 
attacks it had launched against it. 

The Party of Labor of Albania launched this 
absolutely principled criticism against the Soviet 
leaders in order to safeguard the unity of the in
ternational communist movement and the socialist 
camp, because unity cannot be preserved without 
exposing faults and alien manifestations, without 
condemning them forthrightly and without correct
ing them on Marxist-Leninist lines. 

At the Moscow meeting, the Khrushchevites did 
their utmost to refute the criticism against their 
revisionist views and divisive acts. Their attempt 
was in vain. 

Following the determined and principled stand 
of the Party of Labor of Albania on all the pro
blems that were preoccupying the international 
communist movement, and after the speech of the 
Chinese delegation, the representatives of all the 
participating parties at the meeting were obliged 
to express their attitude one way or the other. Fa
ced with this situation, the revisionists tried to 
draw the attention of the participants at the meet-
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ing away from principled issues and to turn the 
meeting into a platform of vicious attacks against 
the Party of Labor of Albania and the Communist 
Party of China. But this attempt also met with 
failure. The principled, internationalist stand of the 
Party of Labor of Albania in defense of Marxism-
Leninism and the unity of the international com
munist movement was seconded by the Communist 
Party of China and by the delegations of a number 
of other parties. The Khrushchevite revisionists 
were obliged to back down. 

Comrade Enver Hoxha's speech was a major 
contribution to the successful outcome of the Mos
cow Conference. Thanks to the determined battle 
waged by the Communist Party of China, by the 
Party of Labor of Albania and by some other par
ties, the Moscow Conference approved the Decla
ration. Included in the Declaration were certain in
correct conclusions and erroneous theses. On these 
assessments and theses, the Party of Labor of Al
bania entertained quite contrary views which it 
had also expressed openly at the Conference. The 
delegation of the Party of Labor of Albania signed 
the Declaration considering its content correct in 
general. While making concessions on partial mat
ters for the sake of unity, the Party of Labor of 
Albania made no concessions whatsoever on the 
main issues which were connected with the basic 
principles of Marxism-Leninism. 

The Party of Labor of Albania was of the 
opinion that unity in the international communist 
movement could be established if every party car-
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ried out the Declaration in good faith, and that the 
differences could be settled only by observing the 
norms governing the relations between Marxist-Le
ninist parties without making public these diffe
rences to the enemies of socialism. This is why the 
Party of Labor of Albania refrained from publish
ing Comrade Enver Hoxha's speech at the Moscow 
Conference at that time, but persisted in carrying 
out the Declaration which was approved there. 

Comrade Enver Hoxha's speech at the Moscow 
Conference clearly shows that from that time on
ward, the Party of Labor of Albania would wage an 
open battle against bourgeois and revisionist ideo
logy. Nevertheless, this battle had not yet assumed 
that breadth and depth which it assumed 
later as a logical consequence of the embitterment 
of the struggle between Marxism-Leninism and 
modern revisionism and of the degeneration of the 
Soviet revisionist leaders into a gang of renegades 
from and traitors to socialism. The whole document 
bears the seal of the time and circumstances under 
•which it came to being. It is published without mo
dification. 
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Dear Comrades ! 

Th i s Conference o f the Commun i s t and W o r k 
ers' Par t ies is of h is tor i c impor tance to the i n t e rna 
t ional commun is t movement , f o r i t makes a deta i led 
analys is o f the i n te rna t i ona l po l i t i ca l s i tuat ion, 
d raw ing up a ba lance sheet of the successes and 
of the mistakes that m a y have been ve r i f i ed a long 
our course, he lp ing us see more c lear ly the l ine we 
should pursue hencefor th in o rde r to score f u r t he r 
successes to the benef i t of soc ia l ism, commun i sm, 
and peace. 

The existence o f the social ist camp w i t h the 
Soviet U n i o n in the lead is a l ready an accompl ished 
fact in the w o r l d . The commun is t movement in ge
nera l has been en larged, s t rengthened and tempered. 
The commun i s t a n d wo rke r s ' part ies th roughout 
the w o r l d have become a colossal force to lead 
mank i nd f o rwa r d towards socia l ism, towards peace. 

As the dra f t -S ta tement w h i c h has been p re 
pared emphasises, ou r social ist c amp is much s t ron
ger than that of the imper ia l i s ts . Soc ia l i sm rises 
h igher and st ronger day by day wh i l e impe r i a l i sm 
grows weake r a n d decays. We w o u l d make use 
of a l l our means and exer t a l l our ef for ts to speed 
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up th is process. T h i s w i l l come about i f we ab ide 
l oya l l y and unwave r i ng l y b y M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m 
and app l y i t correct ly. Otherwise , we w i l l r e ta rd 
th is process, f o r we have to cope w i t h a ruthless 
enemy — imper ia l i sm, headed by U.S. impe r i a l i sm 
w h o m we must defeat and destroy. 

We want peace, wh i l e impe r i a l i sm does no t 
want peace and is p repa r ing fo r a t h i r d w o r l d w a r . 
We must f ight w i t h a l l our m igh t to avert a w o r l d 
w a r and to b r i ng about the t r i u m p h in the w o r l d 
of a just and democrat i c peace. Th i s w i l l come 
about w h e n impe r i a l i sm w i l l have been forced to 
d isarm. Imper ia l i sm w i l l not d i sa rm of its o w n f ree 
w i l l . To bel ieve any th i ng o f the k i n d i s mere l y to 
deceive oneself and others. There fore we shou ld 
confront imper i a l i sm w i t h the colossal economic, 
mi l i ta ry , mora l , po l i t i ca l and ideo log ica l s t rength 
of the social ist camp, as w e l l as w i t h the comb ined 
st rength of the peoples throughout the wo r l d . We 
shou ld sabotage by eve ry means the w a r w h i c h 
the imper ia l i s ts are prepar ing . 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a has ne i ther k ep t 
no r w i l l i t ever keep secret f r o m its people this 
s i tuat ion a n d threat f r o m impe r i a l i sm menac i ng 
peace- lov ing mank i nd . We can assure y ou tha t the 
A l b an i a n people, w h o detest war , have not been 
a la rmed by this correct act ion of the i r P a r t y : they 
have not become pessimist ic n o r have they been 
ma r k i n g t ime as f a r as social ist construct ion i s c o n 
cerned. They have a c lear v i s i on of the i r fu tu re and 
have set to w o r k w i t h f u l l conf idence, be ing a lways 
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on guard , keep ing the p i ck in one hand and the 
r i f le in the other. 

We ho ld the v i ew that U.S.- led impe r i a l i sm 
should be merc i less ly exposed po l i t i ca l l y a n d ideo
logica l ly . A t no t ime shou ld we pe rm i t f la t tery , p re t -
t i f i cat ion o r softness towards imper i a l i sm. No con 
cessions of p r i nc ip l e shou ld be made to impe r i a l i sm . 
Tact ics and compromises on our par t shou ld he lp 
our cause not that of the enemy. 

Fac i ng a ruth less enemy, the guarantee f o r 
the t r i u m p h o f our cause l ies in ou r complete u n i t y 
wh i ch w i l l be secured by e l im ina t i ng the deep i deo 
log ica l d isagreements w h i c h have been mani fested, 
and by bas ing th is u n i t y on Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t f o un 
dations, on equal i ty , on brotherhood, on a comra 
dely sp i r i t a n d pro le ta r ian in te rna t iona l i sm. O u r 
Pa r t y i s o f the op in ion that, not on ly shou ld we 
not have any ideo log ica l d iv is ions, bu t that we 
should ma in t a i n a un i f i ed po l i t i ca l s tand on a l l i s 
sues. O u r tact ics and strategy towards the enemy 
should be w o r k e d out by a l l our part ies, based on 
Marx i s t - Len in i s t pr inc ip les , on correct po l i t i ca l 
c r i te r ia comp l y i ng w i t h the concrete ex i s t i ng s i tua 
tions. 

O u r social ist camp, headed by the g lor ious S o 
viet Un i on , has become a colossal force f r om a l l 
points of v iew, bo th as to i ts economic and cu l tu ra l 
as we l l as to i ts m i l i t a r y potent ia l . At the center of 
the successes, at the center of the s t rength of ou r 
camp l ies the colossal mo r a l and po l i t i ca l , economic, 
cu l tura l , and m i l i t a r y st rength o f the Sov ie t Un i on . 
The successes in indust ry , agr i cu l tu re , educat ion and 
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cul ture, i n science and in the m i l i t a r y f i e ld i n the 
Sov iet U n i o n are except iona l l y great. A t the same 
t ime they are of immeasurab le assistance to the 
achievement of ma jo r successes in the other coun 
tr ies of the social ist camp. 

I t i s r i gh t l y po inted out in the dra f t -S ta tement 
that the great and inexhaus t ib le s t rength of the 
social ist camp headed by the Sov ie t U n i o n i s the 
decis ive factor in the t r i umph of peace in the 
wor ld , i t i s the mora l , po l i t i ca l and ideo log ica l force 
wh i ch inspires the peoples of the w o r l d w h o are 
f i gh t ing to free themselves f r o m the yoke of the 
b lood-suk ing colonial ists, f r om the clutches o f i m 
per ia l i sm and cap i ta l i sm, i t i s i ts force of examp le 
and its economic a id w h i c h helps and inspi res other 
peoples to w i n the batt le fo r tota l l i be ra t ion f r om 
the exp lo i t i ng capital ists. 

I t i s fo r th is ma j o r reason that the Sov ie t U n i o n 
and the social ist camp have become the center and 
hope of the peoples of the wo r l d , the i r mora l , po l i t i 
ca l and economic prop, the i r f i r m and l oya l c ham
pions against the threats of the wa rmonge r i ng U.S., 
B r i t i s h , F r en ch aggressors and the i r al l ies. 

A l l the peoples o f the w o r l d aspi re to and f ight 
fo r f reedom, independence, sovereignty, soc ia l j u s 
tice, cu l ture and peace. These sacred asp i rat ions 
of theirs have been and are be ing t ramp led upon by 
the capital ists, the feuda l lords and imper ia l i s t s and 
it is na tu ra l that the struggle of these peoples 
shou ld be waged w i t h great sever i ty against the 
capital ists, feuda l chiefs and imper ia l i s ts . It is also 
na tu ra l fo r the peoples of the w o r l d to seek al l ies 
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i n this batt le fo r l i f e w h i c h they are wag i ng against 
the execut ioners. I t i s o n l y the Sov ie t U n i o n and the 
social ist camp that are the i r great, p owe r f u l and 
f a i th fu l al l ies. 

Therefore, in the struggle fo r peace, d i s a rma 
ment, and soc ia l progress in the wo r l d , the social ist 
camp is not alone against the imper ia l i s t camp but 
in close a l l iance w i t h a l l the progress ive people of 
the wo r l d , w h i l e the imper ia l i s t s s tand iso lated 
against the social ist camp. 

We are l i v i n g at a t ime w h e n we are w i tness ing 
the tota l dest ruct ion of co lon ia l i sm, the e l im ina t i on 
of this p lague tha t w i ped peoples f r o m the face of 
the ear th. N e w states a re sp r ing ing up i n A f r i c a 
and A s i a . The states whe r e cap i ta l , the scourge, and 
the bu l le t re igned supreme, are pu t t i ng an end to 
the yoke of bondage, and the people are t a k i ng the i r 
dest iny in to the i r o w n hands. Th i s has been achie
ved thanks to the st ruggle of these people and the 
mora l support g i ven t hem by the Sov ie t Un i on , Peo 
ple's Ch ina , and the other countr ies of the social ist 
camp. 

T ra i to r s to Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , agents o f i m 
per ia l i sm and in t r i guers l i k e Jos i f B r o z T i to , t r y 
in a thousand ways , by ha tch ing up d iabo l i c sche
mes l i k e the creat ion of a t h i r d force, to mis lead 
these people and the newly-set up states, to detach 
them f r o m the i r na tu r a l al l ies, to h i t ch t h em up to 
U.S. impe r i a l i sm . We shou ld exer t a l l our e f for ts 
to defeat the schemes of these lackeys of impe r i a 
l i sm. 

We are w i tness ing the d i s in tegrat ion o f i m -
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per ia l i sm, i ts decompos i t ion, its f i na l agony. We l i ve 
and f ight du r i ng the epoch w h i c h is character ized 
by the i r res is t ib le t rans i t ion f r o m cap i ta l i sm to so
c ia l i sm. A l l o f the b r i l l i an t teachings o f K a r l M a r x 
and V l a d i m i r I l i ch Len in , teachings that have never 
become outdated, though the rev is ion ists c l a im they 
have, are be ing con f i rmed in pract ice. 

W o r l d impe r i a l i sm i s be ing dealt h a r d b lows 
wh i c h c lear ly go to show that i t i s no longer in i ts 
«golden age», w h e n i t made the l aw as and when 
i t wanted . The in i t i a t i ve has s l ipped f r om its hands 
and this is not on account of its o w n desires. The 
in i t ia t ive was not wres ted f r om i t by mere wo rds 
and discourses but after a long process of b loody 
batt les and revo lut ions w h i c h cap i ta l i sm i tsel f fo r 
ced upon the pro letar ia t by the st rength of people 
who were r i s ing to smash the w o r l d of hunger and 
misery, the w o r l d of s lavery. Th i s g lor ious page 
was opened by the Grea t October Soc ia l is t R e vo l u 
t ion, by the great Sov ie t Un i on , by great L en i n . 

E v en now, w h e n i t sees i ts approach ing doom, 
when i t has st rong and de te rmined opponents such 
as the social ist camp and i ts great a l l iance w i t h a l l 
the peoples of the wo r l d , U.S.- led w o r l d impe r i a l i sm 
is muster ing , organiz ing, and a rm ing its assault f o r 
ces. It is p repar ing fo r wa r . He who fa i ls to see 
this, is b l i nd . Ho who sees it but covers it up, is a 
t ra i tor in the serv ice of imper i a l i sm. 

The P a r t y of Labo r of A l b a n i a is of the op in ion 
that, in spite of the ma jo r d i f f i cu l t ies we encounter 
on our w a y to establ ish peace in the wo r l d , to b r i ng 
about d i sa rmament and sett le the other i n te rna t i o -
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na l prob lems, there is no reason to be pessimist ic. 
I t i s on ly our enemies who are los ing, that are and 
shou ld be pessimist ic. We have won , we are w i n n i n g 
and w i l l cont inue to w i n . Tha t i s w h y we are con
f ident that o u r ef for ts w i l l be c rowned w i t h suc
cess. 

B u t we th i nk that exaggerated, unrea l i s t i c 
op t im i sm i s not on ly bad but also h a rm fu l . He who 
denies, bel i tt les, w h o has no fa i th in ou r great eco
nomic, po l i t i ca l , m i l i t a ry , mo r a l s t rength is a defea
tist and does not deserve to be cal led a communis t . 
On the other hand , he who , in tox i ca ted by our po
tent ia l , d is regards the s t rength of the opponents, 
t h i n k i ng that the enemy has lost a l l hope, has be
come harmless, and is en t i r e l y at our mercy, he is 
not a real ist . He b luf fs , lu l l s m a n k i n d to sleep be
fore a l l these compl icated and ve r y dangerous s i 
tuat ions w h i c h demand ve r y great v ig i lance f r o m 
us a l l , wh i c h demand the he ighten ing of the r evo lu 
t ionary d r i ve of the masses, not its s lacken ing, its 
d is in tegrat ion, decompos i t ion a n d re laxa t ion . «Wa -
ters sleep, bu t not the enemy» is a w ise say ing of 
our long-su f fe r ing people. 

Le t us look facts s t ra ight in the eye. W o r l d i m 
per ia l i sm headed by i ts aggressive detachment, U.S. 
imper ia l i sm, is d i rec t ing the course of i ts economy 
towards preparat ions fo r wa r . I t i s a rm ing i tsel f to 
the teeth. U.S. impe r i a l i sm is r ea rm ing Bonn ' s Ge r 
many, Japan , and a l l i ts al l ies and satel l i tes w i t h a l l 
k inds of weapons. It has set up and perfected ag 
gressive m i l i t a r y organizat ions, i t has estab l i shed 
and cont inues to estab l i sh m i l i t a r y bases a l l a r ound 
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the social ist camp. It is accumu la t ing stocks of 
nuc lear weapons and refuses to d i sa rm, to stop 
test ing nuc lear weapons, and is fever i sh ly engaged 
in i nven t ing new means o f mass ex te rm ina t i on . 
W h y is i t do ing a l l th is? To go to a wedd i ng p a r t y ? 
No, to go to w a r against us, to do away w i t h soc ia
l i sm and commun i sm, to put the peoples unde r 
bondage. 

The P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a i s o f the op in ion 
that i f we say and t h i nk otherwise we w i l l be de 
ce iv ing ourselves and others. We w o u l d not be ca l 
led communis ts i f we we re a f r a i d o f the v ic iss i tudes 
of l i fe. We, communists , detest war . We, c o m m u 
nists, w i l l f ight to the end to smash the d iabo l i c 
and wa rmonge r i ng schemes the U.S. imper i a l i s t s 
are up to, but i f they l aunch a war , we shou ld dea l 
them a mor t a l b l ow that w i l l w i p e impe r i a l i sm f r o m 
the face of the ear th once and fo r a l l . 

Faced w i t h the nuc lear b l a c kma i l o f the 
U.S.-led w o r l d imper ia l i s ts , we shou ld be f u l l y 
prepared economical ly , po l i t i ca l ly , mo ra l l y as we l l 
as m i l i t a r i l y to cope w i t h a n y eventua l i ty . 

We should prevent a w o r l d w a r ; i t i s not f a 
ta l l y unavo idab le . B u t no one w i l l pa rdon us i f we 
l ive in a d r eam and let the enemy catch us u n a 
wares, fo r i t has never happened that the enemy 
is to be trusted, otherwise, he w o u l d not be ca l led 
an enemy. The enemy i s and rema ins an enemy 
and a per f id ious one at that. He who puts h is t rust 
in the enemy w i l l sooner or la ter lose his case. 

We shou ld do every th ing , s t r i ve w i t h a l l our 
means, in o rde r to prevent wa r . The po l i cy o f the 
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Soviet U n i o n and of our social ist camp has been and 
remains a po l i cy of peace. A l l the Sov ie t proposals 
a n d those of the Gove rnmen t s of our countr ies of the 
People 's Democ racy made in the i n te rna t i ona l a rena 
have a imed at eas ing tens ion among nat ions, at 
so lv ing unsett led issues th rough negot iat ions and 
not th rough wa r . 

The peacefu l po l i cy of the Sov ie t U n i o n and of 
the countr ies of the social ist camp has exer ted a 
ma jo r in f luence in expos ing the aggressive i n t en 
t ions of imper i a l i sm, in mob i l i z i ng the people 
against the warmongers , in p romot ing the i r g lo r 
ious struggle against the imper ia l i s t oppressors and 
the i r tools. The examples of hero ic Cuba , the s t rug 
gle of the Japanese people and the events in Sou th 
K o r e a and T u r k e y are the best proof of this. 

Bu t , in spite o f a l l this, m a n y concrete prob lems 
that l ie on the table, l i k e the proposals fo r d i sar 
mament , the summi t conference, etc., have not yet 
been reso lved and are be ing systemat ica l l y sabota
ged by the U.S. imper ia l i s t s . (1) 

Wha t conclus ions shou ld we d r aw f r om a l l 
th is? The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a th inks that i m 
per ia l i sm and, f i rs t and foremost, U.S. imper ia l i sm, 
has not changed i ts sk in , co lor or nature . It is ag
gressive and w i l l r ema in aggressive as l ong as i t has 
a s ing le tooth le f t in its mouth . A n d be ing of an 
aggress ive nature, i t may p lunge the w o r l d into a 
war . Therefore, as we emphas ized at the meet ing 
of the Ed i t o r i a l Commit tee , we ins ist that i t shou ld 
be brought home c lear ly to a l l the peoples that, 
there i s no absolute guarantee against w o r l d w a r 
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un t i l soc ia l i sm has t r i umphed th roughout the w o r l d , 
or at least in the ma jo r i t y of countr ies. The U.S. 
imper ia l i s ts make no secret o f the i r re fusa l to d i 
sarm. They a re increas ing the i r armaments , p r e 
par ing fo r the war , therefore we shou ld be on o u r 
guard. 

We shou ld make no concessions of p r i nc ip l e to 
the enemy, we shou ld enter ta in no i l lus ions about 
imper i a l i sm because, despite ou r good intent ions we 
wou ld make th ings worse. In add i t i on to r ea rm ing 
and prepar ing w a r against us, the enemy i s l a un ch 
ing an unb r i d l ed propaganda to po ison the sp i r i t 
and benumb the minds of the people. They spend 
mi l l ions of do l lars to recru i t agents and spies, m i l 
l ions of dol lars to organ ize acts of espionage, d i v e r 
s ion and o f outrage in our countr ies. U.S. im pe r i a 
l i sm has g i ven and is g i v i ng b i l l i ons of do l la rs to 
its l oya l agents, the treacherous T i to gang. It does 
a l l th is w i t h a v i ew to weaken ing our i n te rna l f ront , 
to sowing dissent ion, to waken i ng and d i s o rgan i 
z ing our rearareas. 

A lot is sa id about peacefu l coexistence, some 
even go so fa r as to assert such absurd i t ies as that 
People 's Ch i n a and A l b a n i a are a l leged ly opposed 
to peacefu l coexistence. Obv ious ly , such h a r m f u l 
and erroneous v iews shou ld be rejected once and 
for a l l . There can be no social ist state, there can 
be no commun is t who is opposed to peacefu l coe
xistence, w h o is a warmonger . G rea t L e n i n was the 
f i rs t to put f o rwa r d the pr inc ip le of peacefu l coex i s 
tence among states of d i f ferent soc ia l orders as an 
object ive necessity as l ong as social ist and capita l is t 
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states ex is t side by s ide in the wo r l d . S t and ing l oya l 
to this great p r i n c i p l e o f Len in 's , ou r P a r t y o f L abo r 
has a lways he ld a n d s t i l l ho lds that the po l i cy o f pea 
ce fu l coexistence responds to the v i t a l interests of 
a l l the peoples, responds to the purpose of the f u r 
ther conso l idat ion of the posi t ions of soc ia l ism, 
therefore, this p r inc ip le of Len in ' s is the basis of 
the ent i re fo re ign po l i cy of ou r people's State. 

Peace fu l coexistence between two oppos ing 
systems does not imp l y , as the mode rn rev is ion ists 
c la im, that we shou ld g ive up the class struggle. 
On the contrary, the class s t ruggle must cont inue; 
the po l i t i ca l and ideo log ica l s t ruggle against i m 
per ia l i sm, against bourgeois and rev is ion is t ideo lo
gy, shou ld become ever more intense. In o u r per
sistent s t ruggle to estab l i sh Len in i s t peacefu l coe
x istence wh i l e m a k i n g no concessions o f p r inc ip le 
to imper i a l i sm, we shou ld fu r the r promote the class 
s t ruggle in capita l is t countr ies as w e l l as the nat io 
na l - l i be ra t ion movement of the people of co lonia l 
and dependent count r ies . 

In our v iew, the commun is t and wo rke r s part ies 
in the capita l is t countr ies shou ld s t r ive to establ ish 
peacefu l coexistence between the i r countr ies w h i c h 
are s t i l l unde r the capita l is t system and our social ist 
countr ies. Th i s strengthens the posi t ions of peace 
and weakens the posi t ions of cap i ta l i sm in those 
countr ies and, in genera l , helps the class struggle in 
those countr ies. B u t the i r task does not end there. 
In these countr ies, i t is necessary to promote, i n t en 
s i fy and s t rengthen the class struggle. The l abo r i ng 
masses, gu ided by the loca l pro letar ia t headed by 
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the communis t pa r t y and i n a l l i ance w i t h a l l the 
pro le tar ia t o f the wo r l d , shou ld make l i f e impos 
s ib le fo r imper ia l i sm, shou ld c rush i ts f i gh t i ng and 
economic potent ia l , shou ld wres t f r o m its hands its 
economic and po l i t i ca l power and proceed to the 
destruct ion o f the o l d power and the estab l i shment 
of the new power of the people. W i l l they do th is 
by vio lence o r by the peacefu l pa r l i amen ta r y road? 

Th is quest ion has been c lear and i t was not 
necessary fo r Comrade Kh r u sh chev to confuse i t 
in the 20th Congress, and do so in such a w a y as to 
please the opportunists . W h y was i t necessary to 
resort to so many parodies of Len in ' s c lear theses 
a n d the October Soc ia l is t Revo lu t i on? The P a r t y 
of Labo r of A l b a n i a is qu i te c lear about and does 
not shift f r om Len in ' s teachings on th is matter . So 
far, no people, no pro letar ia t and no commun is t or 
wo r ke r s ' pa r ty has assumed power w i t hou t b l ood 
shed and w i thou t v io lence. 

It is incorrect fo r some comrades to c l a im that 
they assumed power w i t hou t b loodshed, fo r they 
forget that the g lor ious Sov iet A r m y shed streams 
o f b lood fo r them du r i n g the Second W o r l d War . 

O u r Pa r t y th inks that, i n this matter, we shou ld 
be prepared and prepared we l l fo r bo th even tua l i 
ties, especial ly, fo r t ak i ng power by violence, f o r i f 
we are we l l p repared fo r th is eventua l i ty , the other 
eventua l i ty has more chance of success. The bour 
geoisie may a l l ow you to s ing psalms, but then 
it deals you a fascist b l o w to the head and crushes 
y o u because you have not t ra ined the necessary 
cadres to attack, no r done i l l ega l wo rk , you have 
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not p repared a place where you can be protected 
and s t i l l wo rk , no r the means w i t h w h i c h to f ight . 
We shou ld foresta l l th is t rag ic eventua l i ty . 

The P a r t y o f L a b o r o f A l b a n i a i s and w i l l be 
fo r peace and peacefu l coexistence and w i l l f i gh t 
fo r t hem in the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t way , as L e n i n 
taught us, and on the basis of the Moscow Peace 
Man i fes t . I t has been, i s a n d w i l l be s t r i v i ng a c t i 
ve ly fo r genera l d i sarmament . On no occasion a n d 
not even fo r a moment w i l l the P a r t y of L abo r of 
A l b a n i a cease to wage a po l i t i ca l and ideo log ica l 
s t ruggle against the act iv i t ies of the imper ia l i s t s and 
capita l ists a n d against bourgeois ideology, i t w i l l 
not cease to wage a bi t ter, un in te r rup ted and u n 
compromi s i ng batt le against mode rn rev i s ion i sm 
and, par t i cu la r l y , aga inst Yugos l a v T i to i te r e v i 
s ion ism. There m a y be comrades w h o rep roach us 
A lban ians , w i t h be ing s tubborn, hot-b looded, sec
ta r ian , dogmat i c and wha t not, but we reject a l l 
these false accusat ions and te l l t hem that we do not 
dev iate f r o m these posit ions, fo r they are M a r x i s t -
Len in i s t posi t ions. 

They say that we are in favor o f w a r and against 
coexistence. Comrade K o z l o v has even pu t to 
us, A lban ians , these a l ternat ives: e i ther coex is ten
ce, as he conceives it, or an atomic bomb f r o m the 
imper ia l i s ts , w h i c h w i l l t u r n A l b a n i a in to a heap 
of ashes and leave no A l b a n i a n a l ive. U n t i l now, no 
representat ive of U.S. impe r i a l i sm has made such 
an atomic threat against the A l b a n i a n people. B u t 
here i t i s and f r o m a membe r of the P r e s i d i um of 
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the Cen t ra l Commi t tee of the Commun i s t P a r t y of 
the Sov iet U n i o n and to w h o m ? To a sma l l hero ic 
country , to a people w h o have fought, t h rough cen
tur ies, against savage and i nnumerab le enemies and 
who have never bent the knee, to a sma l l coun t ry 
and to a people who have fought w i t h unpreceden
ted hero i sm against the H i t l e r i tes and I ta l i an fas
cists, to a people who are bound l i k e f lesh to bone 
to the glor ious Sov ie t Un i on , to a pa r ty w h i c h ab i 
des loya l ly , cons istent ly and to the last by M a r x i s m -
Len i n i sm and by the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the So 
v iet Un i on . Bu t comrade F r o l Kos lov , you have 
made a mis take in the address, you cannot f r i gh ten 
us in to y i e ld ing to you r w r ong l y ca lcu lated wishes 
and we never confound the g lor ious P a r t y o f L e n i n 
w i t h you who behave so badly , w i t h such shameless-
ness, towards the A l b a n i a n people and towards the 
P a r t y of L abo r of A l b an i a . The P a r t y of Labo r of 
A l b a n i a w i l l s t r ive fo r and support a l l the correct 
and peaceful proposals of the Sov ie t U n i o n and 
other countr ies of the social ist camp as we l l as of 
the other peace- lov ing countr ies. 

The Pa r t y o f Labo r o f A l b a n i a w i l l exer t a l l 
its efforts, use a l l its prerogat ives and obl igat ions 
to strengthen the un i t y of the social ist camp, a M a r 
x i s t -Len in i s t un i ty . I t is absurd to th i nk that l i t t le 
social ist A l b a n i a may detach itself and l i ve apar t 
f r om the social ist camp, apart f r om our f r a te rn i t y 
of social ist peoples. A l b a n i a is indebted to no one 
fo r its presence w i t h i n the r anks of the social ist 
camp; the A l b a n i a n people themselves and the 
Pa r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a have p laced i t there w i t h 

24 



the i r b lood and sweat, the i r wo rk , the i r sacrif ices, 
w i t h the i r system of government and th rough the 
Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t l i ne they pursue. B u t let no one 
ever th i nk that, because A l b a n i a is a sma l l country , 
because the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a is a sma l l 
pa r t y i t shou ld do wha t some one else say when 
i t is conv inced that that someone is m is taken . 

As I sa id ear l ier , the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a 
th inks that, our social ist camp, w h i c h has the one 
a im, w h i c h i s gu ided by Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , shou ld 
also have its o w n strategy and tactics and these 
shou ld be w o r k e d out together by our part ies and 
states of the social ist camp . W i t h i n the ranks of 
our camp we have set up cer ta in fo rms of o rgan i 
zat ion of wo rk , but the t r u t h is, that these have 
rema ined somewhat fo rma l , or to pu t i t better, they 
do not func t ion in a col lect ive way , fo r instance, 
the organs of the Wa r s aw T rea t y a n d of the Counc i l 
o f M u t u a l Economic A i d . Le t me make i t qu i te 
clear. Th i s is not a ques t ion of whe the r we too, 
shou ld be consul ted or not. Of course, no one denies 
us the r igh t to be consulted, bu t we shou ld ho ld 
meet ings fo r consu l tat ion. We ra ise this p rob l em 
on pr inc ip le and say that these fo rms of o rgan i za 
t ion shou ld func t ion at regu la r in terva ls , p rob lems 
shou ld be taken up fo r discussion, decisions shou ld 
be adopted and there shou ld be a check up on the 
imp lementa t i on of these decis ions. 

The deve lopment and f u r t he r s t rengthen ing o f 
the economies of our social ist countr ies have been 
and a lways a re the ma i n concern o f ou r Par t ies and 
Gove rnmen t s and const i tutes one of the dec is ive 
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factors of the unconquerab le s t rength of the socia
l ist camp. 

The construct ion of soc ia l i sm and c ommun i sm 
is proceeding at a r ap i d rate in o u r countr ies. Th i s 
is due to the great e f for ts of our peoples and to 
the rec iproca l a id they render one another. A role 
of ma jo r impor tance in this d i rec t ion has been and 
is be ing p layed by the coord inat ion of the p lans of 
our countr ies a n d by the Counc i l o f M u t u a l Eco 
nomic A i d . 

So far, the People 's Repub l i c o f A l b a n i a has 
g iven economic a i d to no one, f i rs t because we are 
poor, and, second, because no one stands in need 
of our economic a id. Bu t w i t h i n correct norms we 
have made and are mak i ng every e f for t to he lp the 
countr ies w h i c h are our f r iends and brothers to 
some extent th rough our expor ts . We have been 
a ided by ou r fr iends, f i rst and foremost by the So 
viet Un i on . We have been he lped by credits and 
special ists w i thou t w h i c h i t w o u l d have been very 
d i f f i cu l t fo r our count ry and our economy to de
ve lop at the rate they have developed. 

The P a r t y o f L abo r and the People 's Repub l i c 
of A l b a n i a have u t i l i zed th is generous a id of the 
Sov iet U n i o n and of the other countr ies of People 's 
Democracy as we l l as they cou ld to the best a d 
vantage of our people. O u r people are forever g r a 
te fu l to the Sov iet people, to the Commun i s t P a r t y 
o f the Sov iet U n i o n and the Sov ie t Gove rnment , 
to the people, part ies and governments of the 
countr ies o f People 's Democracy fo r th is a id . We 
have considered, consider, and w i l l consider th is 
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a id not as char i t y bu t as a f ra te rna l , i n t e rna t i o 
nal is t a id . 

O u r people w h o have been i n d i re pove r t y , 
who have fought w i t h hero i sm, w h o have been 
murde red and bu rn t out, fe l l i t t he i r du t y to seek 
the a i d of the i r f r iends and brothers b igger and 
economica l l y better o f f t han they. A n d i t was and 
s t i l l i s the in ternat iona l i s t du t y of the i r f r iends to 
g ive th is a id . There fore , i t is necessary to reject 
a n y s in ister a n d an t i -Ma r x i s t v i ew that any one 
may ho ld about the na tu re and purpose of this a id . 
The economic pressures on the P a r t y of L abo r of 
A l ban i a , on the A l b a n i a n Gove rnment , and on our 
people w i l l never be o f any ava i l . 

I w i s h to propose here that the a id of the 
economica l ly s t ronger to the economica l l y weake r 
countr ies, as is the case of our people, shou ld be 
greater. The A l b a n i a n people do not, in any way , 
in tend to fo ld the i r a rms and open the i r mouths 
to be fed by others. Tha t is not the i r habi t . N o r do 
our people expect the s tandard of l i v i n g in our 
count ry to be ra ised at once to the s tandard of 
l i v i ng in m a n y other countr ies o f People 's Demo 
cracy, bu t greater a id shou ld be g i ven ou r coun t ry 
to f u r t he r develop i ts p roduc t i ve forces. We t h i nk 
that the economica l l y s t ronger countr ies of the so
cia l ist camp shou ld accord credits also to neu t r a l 
capi ta l is t countr ies and to peoples recent ly l i be
rated f r o m co lon ia l i sm, p rov ided the leaders o f 
these capita l is t countr ies are opposed to impe r i a 
l i sm, suppor t the peacefu l po l i cy of the social ist 
camp and do not h i nde r or oppose the leg i t imate 
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struggle of the revo lu t i ona ry forces, bu t f i rs t of 
a l l , the needs of the countr ies of the social ist camp 
shou ld be looked in to more care fu l l y and be f u l 
f i l l ed . Of course, Ind ia stands in need o f i r on and 
steel but social ist A l b a n i a stands in more urgent 
need of them, Egyp t stands in need of i r r i ga t i on 
and electr ic power but socia l ist A l b a n i a stands in 
more urgent need of them. 

On many po l i t i ca l issues o f f i rs t rate impo r 
tance, our social ist camp has he ld and ho lds i den 
t i ca l v iews. But , since col lect ive consul tat ions have 
not become a regu la r habit , on m a n y occasions i t 
has been noted that states f r om our social ist camp 
take po l i t i ca l in i t ia t ives, not that we are opposed 
in pr inc ip le to t ak i ng in i t iat ives, but these i n i t i a t i 
ves v e r y often affect o ther states of the social ist 
camp as we l l . Some of these in i t i a t i ves are not cor
rect, especia l ly w h e n they should be taken col lec
t i ve ly by the members o f the Wa r s aw Treaty . 

An in i t i a t i ve o f th is k i n d i s that o f the B u l g a 
r i an Gove rnment wh i ch , w i t h to ta l d i s regard for 
A l ban i a , i n fo rmed the Greek Gove rnmen t that the 
B a l k a n countr ies of People 's Democracy agree to 
d i sa rm i f the G reek Gove rnmen t is prepared to do 
so. F r o m ou r po int o f v iew, th is i n i t i a t i ve was an 
erroneous one, for, even i f the G r eek Gove rnmen t 
had endorsed it, the A l b a n i a n Gove rnmen t wou l d 
not have accepted it. A l b an i a i s in agreement w i t h 
the Sov ie t proposa l made by N i k i t a Kh r u sh chev i n 
May , 1959 (2), bu t not w i t h the Bu l ga r i an proposa l 
wh i ch intends to d i sa rm the B a l k a n countr ies and 
leave I ta ly unaf fected. Or have the Bu l ga r i an c om-
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rades forgot ten that bourgeois and fascist I ta ly has 
attacked A l b a n i a a n umbe r of t imes du r i ng th is 
century? 

On the o ther hand, can the Bu l ga r i a n c o m r a 
des, w i t hou t consu l t ing a t a l l the A l b a n i a n G o v e r n 
ment w i t h w h i c h they are bound by a defensive 
treaty, be a l l owed to propose a t reaty of f r i e nd 
ship and non-aggress ion to the G reek G o v e r n 
ment at a t ime w h e n Greece ma in ta ins a s ta
t e o f w a r w i t h A l b a n i a and makes te r r i t o r i a l 
c la ims against o u r count ry? It seems to us, that is 
dangerous to take such un i l a t e ra l act ions. F r o m 
this correct and leg i t imate oppos i t ion of ours, per 
haps the Bu l g a r i a n comrades m a y have a r r i ved at 
the conc lus ion that we , A lban ians , do not p roper l y 
understand coexistence, that we wan t war , and so 
for th. These v i ews are erroneous. 

S im i l a r gestures have been made also by the 
Po l i sh comrades a t the Un i t e d Nat ions, w h e n comra 
de G o m u l k o stated in an un i t e ra l w a y a t the Gene ra l 
A s semb l y o f the Un i t e d Na t ions Organ i za t i on , that 
Po land proposes to preserve the statusquo on the 
s ta t ion ing o f m i l i t a r y forces in the w o r l d and, con
cretely, that no mo re m i l i t a r y bases shou ld be crea
ted, that those that have been set up a l ready should 
rema in , that no more miss i les shou ld be insta l led but 
the ex i s t i ng ones shou ld r ema in , that those States 
that have the secret of the atomic bomb shou ld keep 
i t and not g ive i t to other States. In ou r op in ion 
such a proposa l is c on t r a r y to the interests 
o f ou r camp. No more miss i les to be insta l led, bu t 
b y w h o m a n d whe re? A l l the N A T O al l ies i n c l ud ing 
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Italy, West G e r m a n y and Greece have been equ ip 
ped w i t h missi les. No t to g ive the secret of the 
atomic bomb, to w h o m ? B r i t a i n , F rance and West 
Ge rmany have it. It is c lear that a proposa l of this 
k i nd w i l l ob l ige us, the countr ies o f People 's D e 
mocracy not to ins ta l l missi les, or any other coun
t r y of the social ist camp except the Sov iet Un i on , 
not to have the atomic bomb. 

We pose the quest ion, w h y shou ld Commun i s t 
Ch i na not have the atomic bomb? We th i nk that 
Ch i na shou ld have i t and when she has the bomb 
and missi les, then we w i l l see in wha t terms U.S. 
imper ia l i sm w i l l speak, we w i l l see whether they w i l l 
cont inue to deny Ch i na her r ights in the i n t e r na 
t ional arena, we w i l l see whe the r the U .S . impe
r ia l ists w i l l dare b rand i sh the i r weapons as they 
do at present. 

Some one m a y pose the ques t ion: w i l l C h i n a 
win her r ights over the Un i t ed States of Ame r i c a , 
by possessing and d ropp ing the bomb? No, ne i ther 
Ch i na nor the Sov ie t U n i o n w i l l ever use the bomb 
unless they are at tacked by those who have aggres
sion and w a r in the i r v e r y b lood. I f the Sov ie t 
U n i o n d id not possess the bomb, the imper ia l i s t s 
wou ld speak in other terms w i t h us. We w i l l never 
attack w i t h the bomb, we are opposed to war , we 
are ready to destroy the bomb but we keep i t for 
defensive purposes. «It is fear that guards the v i 
neyard,» is a say ing of our people. The imper ia l i s t s 
shou ld be a f ra id of us and te r r i b l y a f ra id at that. 

Based on M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and on the Mo s 
cow Dec la ra t ion and Sta tement on peace (3), the 
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Pa r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a has pursued a correct 
Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t l ine in matters o f in te rna t iona l 
pol icy and in the impor tan t prob lems of social ist 
construct ion. In i n te rna t i ona l re lat ions, the l ine of 
our P a r t y has been in accord w i t h the po l i cy o f 
the social ist camp and has fo l l owed the d i rect ion 
of the peacefu l po l i c y of the Sov ie t Un i on . 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a has considered, 
considers, a n d w i l l cons ider the Sov ie t U n i o n as 
the sav io r of our people, and i ts great exper ience 
as un ive rsa l , v e r y necessary and ind ispensable to 
a l l . The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a has fo l lowed, 
imp lemented, and adopted th is great exper ience 
unreserved ly in a l l f ie lds and has scored successes. 
We have scored successes in sett ing up and s t reng
then ing ou r indust ry , in co l lec t iv i z ing agr icu l ture, 
in deve lop ing educat ion and cu l ture w h i c h has 
made great progress, in bu i l d i ng our state and 
our Pa r t y . O u r P a r t y has now ga ined ma tu r i t y and 
a r i ch exper ience in w o r k in th is d i rect ion. 

O u r P a r t y has educated, educates, and w i l l 
cont inue to educate o u r people w i t h a great love 
and l oya l t y towards the peoples and the Commun i s t 
P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i o n . Th i s love has been 
tempered and w i l l be tempered each pass ing day, 
for i t i s kneaded w i t h b lood, fo r i t has deve loped 
on the basis of M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and pro le ta r ian 
in ternat iona l i sm. We have loved, a n d s t i l l l ove the 
Soviet people f r o m the bo t tom o f ou r hearts and 
the Sov ie t people, on the i r part, have loved and 
love the people and the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a 
in the same way . Th i s i s f r i endsh ip between peoples, 
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f r iendsh ip between Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t part ies and, 
therefore, i t w i l l f l ou r i sh th rough the ages and w i l l 
never die. Th i s is the unshakab le conv ic t ion of the 
A l b an i a n communists , a conv ic t ion they have deeply 
imp lan ted and w i l l cont inue to imp lan t among our 
people. We have said and we i t repeat now that, 
w i thout this f r iendsh ip , there could not have been 
f reedom for our people. Th i s i s the f r u i t of L e 
n in i sm. 

The ma jo r prob lems of the t ime have preoc
cupied the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a a n d our 
people. O u r People 's Repub l i c has been and is 
sur rounded geographica l ly by capita l is t states and 
the Yugos l av revis ionists. We have had to be h i gh l y 
v ig i lant and t ie d own people and considerable 
funds to defend our borders, to defend the f reedom 
and sovere ignty o f our c oun t r y f r om the i nnume
rable attempts of the imper ia l i s t s and the i r s a t e l 
l ites and lackeys. 

We are a sma l l coun t ry and a sma l l people 
who have suf fered to an ex t r ao rd i na r y degree bu t 
who have also fought ve ry ha rd . We are not i n 
debted to any one for the f reedom we en joy today, 
fo r we have w o n i t w i t h o u r own b lood. We are 
cont inua l l y aware, day and n ight o f our imper ia l i s t 
enemies, of the i r maneuvers against the social ist 
camp and our count ry i n par t i cu lar , therefore we 
have never had no r w i l l ever enter ta in i l lus ions 
about the i r chang ing the i r nature and the i r i n ten 
t ions towards our peoples, our camp, and towards 
social ist A l b a n i a i n par t i cu la r . O u r P a r t y has been 
and i s for peace, and w i l l f i gh t unceas ingly, by 
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the s ide of the Sov ie t Un i on , of People 's Ch i na , of 
the other countr ies of the socia l ist camp a n d of 
a l l the progress ive peoples of the wo r l d , to de fend 
peace. F o r th is sacred purpose the P a r t y o f L abo r 
o f A l b a n i a and our Gove rnmen t have suppor ted 
w i th a l l t he i r s t rength the peacefu l po l i c y o f the 
Commun i s t P a r t y and Gove rnmen t o f the Sov ie t 
Un i on and o f a l l the countr ies o f the social ist 
camp. On eve ry issue and on eve ry p roposa l we 
have been i n so l i da r i t y w i t h them. 

The U.S. and B r i t i s h imper ia l i s t s h ave accused 
us A l ban i an s o f be ing «savage and wa r l i k e» . Th i s 
i s understandable , fo r the A l b a n i a n people have 
dealt t e l l i ng b lows at the i r repeated at tempts to 
put us unde r bondage and have smashed the heads 
of the i r agents w h o consp i red aga inst the P a r t y 
of L abo r of A l b a n i a and our reg ime of people's 
democracy. 

T i to 's gang, that o f the G r eek monarcho- fasc i s t 
chauvin ists, the ru le r s i n R o m e have accused a n d 
accuse us of be ing «warmongers and d i s turbers 
of the peace in the Ba lkans» , because, w i t hou t 
hesitat ion, we have a lways , and w i l l a lways h i t 
them ha rd , f o r the i r in tent ions have been, r ema in , 
and w i l l a lway s be t o chop up A l b a n i a among 
themselves, to ens lave our people. 

We do no t t h i n k we need prove a t th i s meet ing 
that w a r i s a l i en to the socia l ist countr ies, to our 
Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t part ies, bu t the quest ion r ema ins : 
w h y do the imper ia l i s t s and the i r agents accuse 
Ch i na and A l b a n i a o f be ing wa r l i k e and , a l legedly , 
opposed to peacefu l co-existence? 
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Le t us t ake the quest ion o f A l b an i a . Aga i n s t 
w h o m w o u l d A l b a n i a make w a r and w h y ? I t 
wou l d be r id i cu lous to waste our t ime in answe r i ng 
th is quest ion. B u t those w h o accuse us of th is are 
t r y i ng to cover up the i r aggress ive in tent ions 
towards A l b an i a . 

R ankov i c h wan t s us to t u r n our borders i n to 
a roadhouse w i t h two gates t h r ough w h i c h Y u 
goslav, I ta l i an and G reek agents and weapons cou ld 
go in and out f ree ly, w i t hou t visas, in order to 
b r i ng us the i r «cu l ture of cutthroats», so tha t T i t o 
m a y rea l i ze h is d r e am o f t u r n i ng A l b a n i a in to 
the seventh repub l i c of Yugos l av i a , so that the reac
t i ona ry I ta l i an bourgeois ie m a y put in to act ion fo r 
the t h i r d t ime the i r p reda to ry in tent ions t owards 
A l ban i a , or so that the G reek monarcho-fasc is ts 
m a y rea l ize the i r c razy d r eam of g rabb ing southern 
A l b an i a . Because we have not pe rm i t t ed and w i l l 
never pe rm i t such a th ing , we are «warmongers». 
They k n o w ve ry w e l l t ha t i f t hey v io la te our bor 
ders they w i l l have to f igh t us and the who l e so
cial ist camp. 

The i r a im , therefore, has been and is to iso late 
us f r om the camp and f r o m our f r iends, to accuse 
us of be ing «warmongers a n d savage», because we 
do not open our borders fo r t hem to graze free ly, 
to accuse us of be ing, a l legedly, opposed to pea
ce fu l coexistence. B u t the i r ony of fate i s that there 
are comrades w h o g ive cred i t to th i s game of the 
revis ionists and to these s landers against the P a r t y 
of Labo r of A l b an i a . Of course, we are opposed to 
any co-existence fo r the sake o f w h i c h we A l b a -
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nians should make t e r r i t o r i a l and po l i t i ca l conces
sions to Sophocles Ven ize los . No, the t ime has gone 
forever w h e n the t e r r i t o r y o f A l b a n i a cou ld be 
treated as a m e d i u m of exchange. We are opposed 
to such a coexistence w i t h the Yugos l a v state w h i c h 
impl ies that we shou ld g ive up ou r ideo log ica l and 
po l i t i ca l s t ruggle aga inst the Yugos l a v revis ionists, 
these agents of i n te rna t i ona l imper i a l i sm, these 
tra i tors to M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m . We are opposed to 
such co-existence w i t h the B r i t i s h o r the U.S. i m 
perial ists f o r the sake of w h i c h we shou ld recognise, 
as they demand, the o ld po l i t i ca l , d ip lomat i c and 
t rad ing concessions K i n g Zog's reg ime had granted 
them. 

As a genera l conclus ions, the P a r t y o f L abo r 
of A l b a n i a is abso lu te ly conv inced tha t our great 
cause, soc ia l i sm and peace, w i l l t r i umph . Th r ough 
determined act ion, the comb ined forces of the so
cial ist camp headed by the Sov ie t Un i on , o f the 
in te rnat iona l commun i s t a n d wo r ke r s movement 
and of a l l the peace- lov ing peoples, have the pos
s ib i l i ty of compe l l i ng the imper ia l i s t s to accept 
peaceful co-existence, of ave r t i ng a w o r l d wa r . 
But, a t the same t ime, we w i l l i n tens i f y ou r r e 
vo lu t ionary v ig i l ance mo re and mo r e so tha t the 
enemy m a y neve r catch us unawares . We a re con
v inced tha t v i c t o r y w i l l be ours i n th i s noble 
struggle f o r w o r l d peace and soc ia l i sm. T h e A l b a 
n ian people and the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b an i a , 
just as heretofore, w i l l spare no th ing , w i l l assist 
w i t h a l l the i r m igh t the t r i u m p h o f o u r c ommon 
cause. A s a lways , we w i l l m a r c h f o r w a r d i n s tee l -
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l i k e un i t y w i t h the who l e socia l ist camp, w i t h the 
glor ious Sov ie t Un i on , and w i t h a l l the i n te rna t i ona l 
commun i s t and worke r s ' movement . 

Dear Comrades ! 

The un i t y o f the i n te rna t i ona l commun i s t and 
worke r s ' movement i s the dec is ive factor in rea l i z 
i ng the noble a ims of the t r i u m p h of peace, demo
cracy, na t i ona l independence and soc ia l i sm. Th i s 
quest ion is espec ia l ly emphas ised in the 1957 Mo s 
cow Dec la ra t ion and the dra f t -S ta tement p repared 
fo r our meet ing. In the 1957 Dec la ra t ion i t i s stres
sed that «the commun is t and wo r ke r s ' par t ies bear 
an except iona l l y ser ious h i s tor i c respons ib i l i t y fo r 
the fate o f the w o r l d social ist sys tem and the i n 
ternat iona l commun is t movement . The commun i s t 
and wo rke r s ' part ies t a k i ng par t i n the meet ing 
declare that they w i l l spare no e f for t to s t rengthen 
the i r u n i t y and comrade ly co l l abora t ion i n the 
interests of the f u r t he r un i t y of the f am i l y of so
cia l ist states, in the interest of the in te rna t iona l 
worke r s ' movement , in the interests of the cause 
of peace and social ism». It mus t be sa id that, espe
c ia l l y i n recent t imes, i n the i n te rna t i ona l c om
munis t movement and in the re lat ions among 
cer ta in part ies, there have ar i sen deep ideo log ica l 
and po l i t i ca l d isagreements, the deepening of w h i c h 
can on l y b r i ng damage to our great cause. The re 
fore, the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a th i nks that, in 
order to forge ahead together towards f resh v ic 
tories, i t is necessary to condemn the mistakes and 
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negat ive man i fes ta t ions w h i c h have appeared so 
far and to correct them. 

We wan t to re fer here to the Buchares t meet
i ng a t w h i c h our Pa r t y , as y o u know , re f ra ined 
f r om express ing i ts op in ion concern ing the d i sa 
greements w h i c h have ar isen between the C o m m u 
nist P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n and the Commun i s t 
P a r t y of Ch ina , but reserved the r igh t to do so 
at this meet ing of the representat ives of the com
munis t and wo rke r s ' part ies. A t that t ime the P a r t y 
o f Labo r o f A l b a n i a was accused by the Sov ie t 
comrades and by some comrades o f the other f r a 
terna l part ies, of eve r y th i ng imag inab le , bu t no one 
took the t roub le to t h i n k fo r a moment w h y th is 
pa r ty ma in ta i ned such a s tand against a l l th is 
current , w h y th i s par ty , w h i c h has stood l o ya l to 
the end to M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and the Mos cow 
Dec la ra t ion is unexpec ted l y accused of a l leged ly 
«opposing» M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and the Moscow D e 
c larat ion, w h y th is par ty , so c losely bound to the 
Sov iet U n i o n a n d to the Commun i s t P a r t y o f t he 
Sov ie t Un i on , sudden ly comes out in oppos i t ion 
to the leadersh ip of the Sov ie t U n i o n ? 

N o w that a l l the comrades have i n the i r hands 
the i n f o rma t i on mater ia l s o f bo th the Sov ie t and 
Ch inese Commun i s t Par t ies , let t h em ref lect on 
them themselves. We have read a n d s tud ied bo th 
the Sov ie t and Ch inese mater ia l s , we have discus
sed t hem ca re fu l l y w i t h the P a r t y act iv ists, and 
come to th is meet ing w i t h the unan imous v i ew of 
the P a r t y as a who le . 

As we a l l k now , on the occasion o f the Congress 
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of the R u m a n i a n L abo r P a r t y on J une 24 th i s 
year, the Buchares t Conference was sudden l y 
organized on the in i t i a t i ve of the comrades of the 
leadersh ip of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov ie t 
Un i on w i t hou t any prev ious wa rn i ng , at least, as 
far as our P a r t y was concerned. Instead of «ex
chang ing op in ions» a n d sett ing the date fo r th i s 
Conference we are ho l d i ng today, w h i c h was agreed 
upon by the letters of J une 2 and 7 (4), i t took up 
another topic, namely , the ideo log ica l and po l i t i ca l 
accusat ion d i rected aga inst the Ch inese Commun i s t 
Pa r t y , on the basis o f the «Soviet i n fo rmat i ve» m a 
ter ia l . On the basis o f th i s mate r i a l , en t i r e l y 
u n k n o w n up to a f ew hours before the mee t i ng 
of the Conference, the delegates of the f r a te rna l 
communis t and wo rke r s ' part ies we re supposed to 
pronounce themselves in f avo r of the v iews of the 
Cen t r a l Commi t tee o f the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the 
Sov iet Un i on , at a t ime w h e n they had come to 
Bucharest f o r another purpose and had no mandate 
(at least as regards the de legat ion of our Pa r t y ) 
f r o m the i r part ies to discuss, let a lone decide, on 
such an impor tan t issue o f i n te rna t i ona l c o m m u 
n i sm. N o r cou ld a ser ious d iscuss ion be thought of 
about th is ma te r i a l w h i c h conta ined such gross 
accusations against another Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t par ty , 
when not on ly the delegates but, espec ia l ly the l ea 
derships of the commun is t and wo rke r s ' par t ies 
were not a l l owed to s tudy i t f r o m a l l angles a n d 
w i thout a l l ow ing the necessary t ime to the P a r t y 
accused to submi t its v iews in a l l the fo rms w h i c h 
the accusing P a r t y had used. The fact i s that t he 
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ove r r i d i ng concern of the Sov ie t leadersh ip was to 
have i ts accusat ions against the Ch inese Commun i s t 
P a r t y passed ove r qu i c k l y a n d to have the Ch inese 
Commun i s t P a r t y condemned at a l l costs. 

Th i s was the concern o f comrade Kh r u sh chev 
and the other Sov ie t comrades in Bucharest , and 
not at a l l the i n te rna t i ona l po l i t i ca l issues w o r r y i n g 
our camp and the w o r l d as a who le . 

O u r P a r t y w o u l d have been i n f u l l agreement 
w i t h a Conference of th is k i n d , w i t h wha teve r 
other Conference of wha teve r agenda that m i gh t 
be set, p rov i ded that these Conferences were in 
order, h ad the app rova l of a l l the Par t ies , h ad a 
clear agenda set in advance, p rov ided the c o m m u 
nist and wo r ke r s ' part ies we re g i ven the necessary 
mater ia l and a l l owed enough t ime to s tudy these 
mater ia ls so that they cou ld be prepared and receive 
the app rova l o f the P a r t y Po l i t i c a l B u r e a u and, 
i f necessary, o f the p l enums of the Cen t r a l C o m 
mittees, on the decis ions that even tua l l y m igh t be 
taken at these Conferences. The Conferences shou ld 
be conducted accord ing to the Len in i s t no rms go
vern ing the re lat ions among commun is t and w o r k 
ers' part ies. They shou ld be conducted in c o m 
plete equa l i t y among part ies, in a comrade l y com
munist a n d in ternat iona l i s t sp i r i t and w i t h l o f t y 
communis t mora l i t y . 

The Buchares t Conference d i d not comp ly 
w i t h these norms, therefore, our Pa r t y , a l though 
i t took par t in it, denounced and denounces that 
Conference as out of order and in v io la t ion of 
Lenin ist no rms . 
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We th ink that the Buchares t Conference d i d a 
great d isserv ice to the cause of the i n te rna t i ona l 
commun i s t movement , to the cause of the i n t e r 
nat iona l so l idar i t y of the worke rs , to the cause of 
s t rengthen ing the un i t y of the social ist camp, to 
the cause of sett ing a Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t examp le in 
sett l ing ideological , po l i t i ca l and organ iza t iona l 
disputes that m a y ar ise w i t h i n the ranks o f the 
communis t and wo rke r s ' part ies and w h i c h damage 
Ma r x i sm - Len i n i sm . The b lame fo r th is fa l l s on t h e 
comrades of the leadersh ip of the Commun i s t P a r t y 
o f the Sov ie t U n i o n who organized th is Conference, 
who conceived those fo rms and who app l ied those 
non -Ma rx i s t no rms in this matter . 

The a i m was to have the Ch inese C o m m u n i s t 
P a r t y condemned by the in te rna t i ona l commun i s t 
movement fo r fau l ts w h i c h do not ex is t and a re 
baseless. The Cen t r a l Commi t t ee o f the P a r t y o f 
Labo r of A l b a n i a i s f u l l y conv inced of th is on the 
basis of the s tudy of facts, of the Sov ie t and C h i 
nese mater ia l s w h i c h the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a 
now has at i ts disposal, based on a deta i led a n a 
lys is w h i c h the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a has 
made of the in te rna t iona l s i tuat ion and the o f f i c i a l 
stands of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov i e t 
Un i on and the Ch inese Commun i s t P a r t y . 

The who l e P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a ho lds 
the unan imous v i e w that the Sov ie t comrades 
made a g rave mis take at Bucharest , by un j u s t l y 
condemning the Ch inese Commun i s t P a r t y fo r h a v 
ing, a l legedly, dev ia ted f r o m M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m , 
fo r hav ing , a l legedly, v io la ted and abandoned t h e 
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1957 Moscow Dec la ra t ion . They have accused the 
Chinese Commun i s t P a r t y o f be ing «dogmatic», 
«sectarian», of be ing «in f avo r of war» , of be ing 
«opposed to peacefu l co-existence», of «want ing a 
pr iv i leged pos i t ion in the camp and in the in te r 
nat iona l commun is t movement», etc. 

The Sov ie t comrades made a grave m i s take 
also when , t a k i ng advantage of the great love and 
trust w h i c h the communis t s have fo r the Sov ie t 
Un ion and the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t 
Un ion , they t r i ed to impose the i r incorrect v iews 
towards the Ch inese Commun i s t P a r t y on the other 
communis t and wo r ke r s ' part ies. 

R igh t f r o m the start, w h e n the Sov ie t comrades 
began the i r fever i sh a n d impermiss ib l e w o r k o f 
inve ig l ing the comrades o f ou r de legat ion i n B u 
charest, i t became clear to the P a r t y of L abo r of 
A l ban i a that the Sov ie t comrades, resor t ing to 
groundless arguments and pressure, w i shed to lead 
the de legat ion of the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a 
into the t rap they had prepared, to b r i ng them into 
l ine w i t h the d is tor ted v iews of the Sov iet comrades. 

Wha t was o f impor tance to comrade K h r u s h 
chev, (and comrade Andropov sa id as much to 
comrade H y s n i Kapo ) was whe the r we wou l d «l ine 
up w i t h Sov ie t s ide or not». Comrade Kh r u sh chev 
expressed th is op i n i on in other ways also, in his 
inter ject ions aga inst our P a r t y a t the Buchares t 
meeting. Th i s was cor roborated also by the un jus t 
and un f r i end l y gestures of the comrades of the 
Soviet leadersh ip and the employees of the Sov ie t 
Embassy i n T i r a na a f te r the Buchares t meet ing 
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wh i ch I w i l l re fer to later. Wha t was impor tan t f o r 
the comrades of the Sov ie t leadersh ip was not t h e 
v iews of a Ma r x i s t - Len i n i s t pa r t y such as ours 
but on ly that we shou ld ma in t a i n the same at t i tude 
in Buchares t as the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee of the 
Sov ie t Un i on . 

No w a r n i n g was g i ven to the P a r t y o f L a b o r 
o f A l b a n i a by the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t 
U n i o n w h i c h organized the Buchares t meet ing that, 
on the occasion of the Congress of the R u m a n i a n 
L abo r Pa r t y , accusations wou l d be brought aga inst 
the Chinese Commun i s t P a r t y for, a l leged ly g rave 
mistakes of i ts l ine. Th i s came as a complete s u r 
pr ise to the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b an i a . Wh i l e n o w 
we hear that, w i t h the except ion o f the P a r t y o f 
Labo r o f A l b an i a , the Chinese Commun i s t Pa r t y , 
the P a r t y o f L abo r o f Ko r ea , the Wo rke r s ' P a r t y 
of V i e tnam, other part ies of the camp w e r e 
cognizant of the fact that a Conference w o u l d be 
organized in Bucharest to accuse Ch i na . I f th is i s 
so, then i t is v e r y c lear that the quest ion becomes 
ve ry much more serious and assumes the f o r m of 
a fact ion of an in te rna t iona l character. 

Nevertheless, our P a r t y was not taken u n a 
wares and i t d i d not lack v ig i lance, and this h ap 
pened because i t a lways observes the Len in i s t no rms 
in re lat ions w i t h other part ies, because i t ho lds in 
great M a r x i s t esteem the Commun i s t P a r t y o f 
the Sov iet Un i on , the Ch inese Commun i s t Pa r t y , 
and a l l the other commun is t and wo rke r s part ies , 
because i t respects the fee l ing of equa l i t y among 
parties, an equa l i t y wh i c h the other part ies shou ld 
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respect towards the P a r t y o f L a b o r o f A l b a n i a re 
gardless of i ts be ing a sma l l one in numbers . 

R i g h t f r o m the beg inn ing , our P a r t y saw that 
these no rms we re be ing v io la ted at the Buchares t 
Meet ing and that i s w h y i t took the s tand you a l l 
know, a s tand w h i c h i t cons idered and considers, 
as the on l y correct one to ma i n t a i n towards the 
events as they deve loped. 

Some leaders of f r a t e rna l part ies dubbed us 
as «neutra l is ts» some others reproached us w i t h 
«deviat ing f r o m the correct Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t l ine», 
and these leaders wen t so f a r as to t r y to d iscredi t 
us before the i r o w n part ies. We reject a l l these 
w i t h scorn because they a re s landers, they are 
not honest and ne i ther are they compat ib le w i t h 
communis t mora l i t y . 

We pose the quest ions to those w h o under took 
such contemptab le acts against the P a r t y of L abo r 
of A l b a n i a : Has a pa r t y the r ight to express i ts 
opin ions f ree ly on matters as i t v i ews them? W h a t 
op in ion d i d the P a r t y o f L a b o r o f A l b a n i a express 
i n Buchares t? We expressed our l oya l t y t o M a r 
x i sm-Len i n i sm and th is i s cor roborated by the 
entire l i f e and st ruggle of the P a r t y of L abo r of 
A l ban i a . We man i fes ted ou r l oya l t y to the 1957 
Moscow Dec la ra t i on and Peace Man i f e s to and th is 
i s corroborated by the l ine pursued w i t h consistency 
by the P a r t y o f L a b o r o f A l b a n i a . We expressed 
our l oya l t y to and defended the un i t y o f the so
cial ist camp and soc ia l i sm a n d th is i s cor roborated 
by the who l e s t rugg le of the P a r t y of L abo r of 
A l b an i a . We expressed ou r a f fec t ion fo r and l oya l t y 

43 



to the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n a n d 
to the Sov iet people and th is is cor roborated by the 
who le l i fe o f the P a r t y o f L a b o r o f A l b an i a . We 
d id not agree to «pass judgment» on the «mistakes» 
of the Chinese Commun i s t P a r t y and, even less, 
«to condemn» the Ch inese Commun i s t P a r t y w i t hou t 
tak ing in to account also the v i ews of the Ch inese 
Commun i s t P a r t y on the p rob l em ra ised i n such 
a distorted, hasty, and an t i -Ma r x i s t w a y against 
it . We counsel led caut ion, coolheededness, and a 
comrade ly sp i r i t in t rea t ing this mat te r so v i t a l 
and except iona l l y serious to i n te rna t i ona l c o m m u n 
i sm. Th i s was the who le «cr ime» f o r w h i c h stones 
were t h r o w n a t us. B u t we t h i nk that the stones 
wh i ch were ra ised to s t r i ke us f e l l on the heads of 
those who th rew them. The passage of t ime i s con 
f i rm i ng the correctness of the stand ma in ta i ned by 
the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a . 

W h y d i d comrade Kh r u sh chev and the o the r 
Sov ie t comrades make such great haste to accuse 
the Ch inese Commun i s t P a r t y ground less ly and 
w i thout facts? Is i t permiss ib le fo r commun is t s and , 
especia l ly f o r the p r i n c i pa l leaders of so great and 
glor ious a p a r t y as the Commun i s t P a r t y of the 
Sov ie t Un i on , to perpetrate such an u g l y act? Le t 
them answer th is quest ion themselves, bu t t h e 
Pa r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a also has the f u l l r i gh t 
to express i ts op in ion on the matter . 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a i s o f the op in ion 
that the Buchares t meet ing was not on ly a great 
mis take but also a m i s take w h i c h was de l i 
berate ly aggravated. In no w a y shou ld the 

44 



Bucharest meet ing be cast in to ob l i v i on bu t i t 
shou ld be severe ly condemned as a b lack sta in in 
the i n te rna t i ona l commun i s t movement . 

The re is not the least doubt that t he ideo log ica l 
d i f ferences have been a n d a re grave, and that these 
have ar isen a n d have been deve loped between the 
Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n and the C h i 
nese Commun i s t Pa r t y . These shou ld have been 
settled in due t ime a n d in a Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t w a y 
between the two part ies concerned. 

A c co rd i ng to the Ch inese documents, the C h i 
nese Commun i s t P a r t y says that these d i f ferences 
o f p r inc ip le we re ra ised by the Commun i s t c om
rades immed ia te l y f o l l ow ing the 20th Congress of 
the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on . Some 
of these mat ters have been t aken in to cons idera t ion 
by the Sov ie t comrades wh i l e others have been 
rejected. 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a th i nks that, 
i f these d i f ferences cou ld not be sett led between 
the two part ies concerned, a meet ing shou ld have 
been sought o f the commun i s t and wo rke r s ' par t ies 
at w h i c h these matters cou ld be b rough t up, d is 
cussed and a s tand taken towards them. It is not 
r ight that these matters shou ld have been left 
unsett led, and the b lame fo r this, mus t f a l l on the 
Sov iet comrades w h o h a d know ledge of these d i f 
ferences but d is regarded t hem because they we re 
dead cer ta in of the i r l i ne and i ts « inv io lab i l i ty», 
and this, we th ink , i s an idea l is t and metaphys i ca l 
approach to the p rob lem. 

I f the Sov ie t comrades were conv inced of the 
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correctness o f the i r l i ne a n d the i r tactics, w h y d id 
they not organize such a meet ing in due t ime and 
have these d ivergences sett led? Were the p rob lems 
ra ised so t r i v i a l , f o r examp le , the condemnat ion 
of Joseph S ta l i n , the great p rob l em of the H u n g a 
r i an counter revo lut ion, tha t of the ways of t a k i ng 
power, not to speak of other v e r y impo r t an t p r o 
b lems that emerged la ter? No, they were not t r i v i a l 
a t a l l . We a l l have ou r own v iews on these p r o 
b lems because as communis ts we are interested 
in a l l o f them, because a l l ou r par t ies are respon
s ib le to the i r peoples but they are responsib le to 
in te rna t iona l commun i sm, as we l l . 

In o rder to condemn the Ch inese Commun i s t 
P a r t y fo r imag ina r y fau l ts and sins, comrade 
Kh ru sh chev and the other Sov ie t leaders were ve ry 
concerned to present the case as i f the d ivergences 
ex isted between C h i n a and the who l e i n te rna t i ona l 
commun is t movement , but, w h e n i t came to p r o 
b lems l i k e those I just ment ioned, j udgment on 
t hem has been passed by K h r u s h c h e v a n d h is 
companions alone, t h i n k i ng that there was no need 
for t h em to be discussed co l lec t ive ly at a mee t i ng 
of the representat ives of a l l the part ies, a l t hough 
these were ma j o r i n te rna t i ona l prob lems in cha 
racter. 

T he Hunga r i a n counter - revo lu t ion occur red bu t 
matters we re hushed up. W h y th is tactics o f hu sh 
i ng th ings up when they are not to the i r advantage, 
wh i l e fo r th ings w h i c h are to the i r advantage, the 
Sov ie t comrades not on ly ca l l meet ings l i k e that 
of Bucharest but do the i r utmost to force on others 
the v i ew that «Ch ina i s in oppos i t ion to the l i ne 
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of a l l the commun i s t and wo r ke r s ' part ies of the 
wor ld?» 

The Sov ie t comrades made a s im i l a r a t t empt 
towards us also. In Augu s t th is year, the Sov ie t 
leadersh ip addressed a let ter to ou r P a r t y in w h i c h 
i t proposed that «w i t h a v i e w to p reven t i ng the 
spark o f d ivergences f r o m f l a r i ng up», the rep re 
sentat ives of ou r two part ies shou ld meet so that 
our P a r t y w o u l d a l i gn i tsel f w i t h the Sov ie t U n i o n 
against the Ch inese Commun i s t P a r t y a n d tha t 
our two Pa r t i e s present a un i t ed f ron t at th is 
present meet ing. Of course, the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee 
of our P a r t y refused such a t h i ng and , in i ts o f f i c ia l 
reply, descr ibed th is as an en t i r e l y n on -Ma r x i s t 
deed, a fac t iona l act d i rected aga inst a f r a te rna l 
t h i r d par ty , against the Commun i s t P a r t y o f Ch i na . 
Of course, th is correct p r i nc ip l ed s tand of our P a r t y 
was not to the l i k i n g o f the C o m m u n i s t P a r t y o f 
the Sov ie t U n i o n . 

The re is no doub t that these mat ters are of 
f i r s t ra te impor tance . The re i s no doubt that t hey 
concern us a l l , bu t ne i ther i s there a n y doubt fo r 
the P a r t y o f L a b o r o f A l b a n i a that the w a y the 
quest ion was ra ised i n Buchares t was tenden t i ous 
and a imed a t condemn ing the Ch inese Commun i s t 
P a r t y and i so la t ing i t f r o m the who l e i n te rna t i ona l 
commun i s t movement . 

F o r the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a th is was 
monst rous and unacceptable, not on l y because i t 
was not conv inced of the t r u t h of these a l legat ions, 
bu t a lso because i t r i g h t l y suspected that a n o n -
Ma r x i s t ac t i on was be ing organ ised against a great 
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and g lor ious f r a te rna l pa r t y l i k e the Ch inese C o m 
mun is t Par ty , that under the guise of an accusat ion 
o f dogmat i sm against Ch i na , an at tack was be ing 
launched against M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m a n d the Mo s 
cow Man i fes to of Peace. 

A t the meet ing, the Ch inese Commun i s t P a r t y 
was accused of m a n y th ings. Th i s shou ld have 
f i gu red in the Commun ique . W h y was i t not done? 
I f the accusat ions were w e l l g rounded, w h y a l l 
th is hes i tat ion and w h y issue a commun ique w h i c h 
d i d not correspond to the purpose fo r w h i c h the 
Conference was ca l led? W h y was there no refe
rence in i t to the «great danger of dogmat ism» 
a l leged ly threaten ing i n te rna t i ona l c ommun i sm? 

No , comrades, the Buchares t Conference cannot 
be jus t i f i ed . I t was not based on pr inc ip le . I t was 
a b iased one to ach ieve certa in object ives, of w h i c h 
the ma i n one was, in the op in ion of the P a r t y of 
L abo r o f A l b an i a , that by accus ing the Ch inese 
Commun i s t P a r t y o f dogmat ism, to cover up some 
grave mis takes o f l i ne w h i c h the Sov ie t l ead ing 
comrades have a l l owed themselves to make . 

The Sov iet comrades stood in need o f the sup 
port of the other part ies on th i s matter . Tha t is 
w h y they t r ied f r a n k l y t o catch t h em unawares . 
The Sov ie t comrades ach ieved ha l f the i r a i m and 
w o n the r ight to ra ise in these part ies the condem
nat ion of C h i n a as the outcome of an « in te rnat iona l 
Conference o f commun i sm». In the commun is t and 
worke r s ' part ies, w i t h the except ion o f the P a r t y 
o f Labo r o f A l b a n i a a n d cer ta in other commun is t 
and worke r s ' part ies, the quest ion was ra ised o f 
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«the grave e r ro rs o f po l i cy commi t t ed by the C h i 
nese Commun i s t Pa r ty» , the «unan imous» con
demnat ion o f C h i n a in Buchares t was repor ted in 
an ef for t to create op in ion in the part ies and among 
the people in this d i rec t ion . The P a r t y o f L abo r 
of A l b a n i a was also condemned at some of these 
par ty meet ings. 

A f t e r the Buchares t Conference, the Cen t r a l 
Commi t t ee of the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a de
cided, and decided r ight ly , to discuss in the P a r t y 
on ly the Commun ique , to te l l the P a r t y that there 
ex isted d ivergences of p r inc ip le between the C o m 
munis t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n and the Ch inese 
Commun i s t P a r t y w h i c h shou ld be taken up and 
sett led a t the coming Novembe r Conference in 
Moscow . A n d th is was wha t was done. 

B u t this s tand of ou r P a r t y d i d not please the 
leading comrades of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the 
Sov iet Un i on , and this we ve r y soon felt. Immed i a 
tely f o l l ow ing the Buchares t meet ing, an unex 
pected, unp r i n c i p l ed at tack was launched, b ru ta l 
in te rvent ion and a l l - round pressure was under taken 
against our P a r t y and its Cen t r a l Commi t tee . The 
attack was begun by comrade Kh ru sh chev i n B u 
charest and was cont inued by comrade Ko z l o v in 
Moscow. The comrades o f our Po l i t i c a l Bu r e au who 
happened to pass th rough Moscow were wo r ked 
upon w i t h a v i ew to t u rn i ng them against the 
leadersh ip o f our Pa r t y , pu t t i ng f o rwa r d that «the 
leadersh ip o f t he P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a had 
bet rayed the f r i endsh ip w i t h the Sov ie t Un ion» , 
that «the l i ne pursued by the leadersh ip of the 
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P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a i s character i zed by 
'zig-zags'», that «A l b an i a mus t decide to go e i the r 
w i t h the 200 m i l l i ons (w i th the Sov ie t Un ion ) o r 
w i t h the 650 m i l l i ons (w i th People 's Ch ina)» a n d 
f i na l l y that «an iso lated A l b a n i a i s i n danger, f o r 
i t wou l d t ake on ly one a tomic bomb d ropped by 
the Amer i c an s to w i p e out A l b a n i a and a l l i t s 
popu la t ion complete ly», and o ther threats o f the 
k i n d . I t i s abso lute ly c lear that the a im was to 
sow d iscord in the leadersh ip of our Pa r t y , to r e 
move f r o m the leadersh ip o f the P a r t y o f L a b o r 
of A l b a n i a those e lements who , the Sov ie t leaders 
thought, stood in the w a y o f the i r c rooked a n d 
dishonest under tak ings . 

Wha t came out o f th is d i v i s i ve w o r k was that 
comrade L i r i Be l i shova, M e m b e r o f the Po l i t i c a l 
Bu r eau of the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee of the P a r t y o f 
Labo r of A l ban i a , cap i tu la ted to the ca jo le ry of 
the Sov ie t leaders, to the i r b l a c kma i l and i n t i m i 
dat ion and took a s tand in open oppos i t ion to the 
l ine of he r Pa r t y . 

The at tempt of the Sov ie t comrades in t he i r 
letter to the Cen t r a l Commi t tee of the Ch inese C o m 
mun is t P a r t y to present th i s quest ion as i f t h e 
f r iends o f the Sov ie t U n i o n in A l b a n i a are be ing 
persecuted is a fa lsehood. The m i l l i o n and a ha l f 
A l ban i ans and the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a h a v e 
been, are, a n d w i l l be, l i f e - long f r iends of t he 
Soviet U n i o n a n d i ts Commun i s t Pa r t y , swo rn 
f r iends o f the Sov ie t people. They have forged a n d 
steeled this f r iendsh ip , tempered in b lood, not the 
var ious capitu lators, spl i t ters and dev iators . 

50 



Bu t attempts to arouse susp ic ion about the 
correct s tand o f our P a r t y in Buchares t we re not 
conf ined to Mos cow alone. They were made w i t h 
even more f e r vo r in T i r a n a by the employees o f 
the Sov iet Embassy w i t h the Sov ie t Ambassado r in 
T i r ana h imse l f in the lead. 

As I sa id before, p r i o r to the Buchares t C o n 
ference, one cou ld not imag ine closer, more sincere, 
more f r a te rna l re lat ions than those between us 
and the Sov ie t comrades. We kep t no th ing f r o m 
the Sov ie t comrades, ne i ther P a r t y no r S ta te se
crets. Th i s was dec ided upon by our Cen t r a l C o m 
mittee. These re lat ions ref lected the great love and 
loya l ty w h i c h ou r P a r t y had tempered i n b lood 
between the A l b a n i a n and Sov ie t peoples. 

I t was these sacred sent iments of the P a r t y 
o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a and o f ou r people that cer ta in 
s i ck ly elements, w i t h the Sov ie t Ambassado r a t 
the head, t r amp l ed under foot . T a k i n g advantage of 
our f r i end l y re lat ions, t a k i n g advantage of the 
good fa i t h of our cadres, they began fever i sh ly and 
in tens ive ly to attack the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t l i ne of 
the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b an i a , to spl i t the Pa r t y , 
to create pan i c and confus ion in i ts ranks, to 
a l ienate the leadersh ip f r o m the Pa r ty , and the 
Sov ie t Ambas sado r to T i r a na wen t so f a r as to 
at tempt to inc i te the Genera l s o f our A r m y to 
raise the People 's A r m y aga inst the P a r t y o f L abo r 
o f A l b a n i a and the A l b a n i a n State. B u t the saw 
s t ruck a na i l , a n d th is came to naught , fo r the 
un i t y o f o u r P a r t y i s steel- l ike. O u r cadres, t e m 
pered i n the Na t i ona l - l i be ra t i on W a r and i n the 
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bi t ter l i fe and death s t rugg le w i t h the Yugos l a v 
revis ionists defended the i r hero ic P a r t y in a M a r x i s t 
way. They k n o w w e l l enough h o w to d r aw the l i ne 
between the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n 
o f L en i n and the spl i t ters, they k n o w w e l l enough 
how to defend and temper the i r l ove and l oya l t y 
towards the Sov ie t Un i o n . A n d i n fac t they pu t 
these den igrators in the i r place. 

Nevertheless, the employees of the Sov ie t 
Embassy to T i r ana , w i t h the Ambas sado r i n the 
lead, succeeded, t h rough impermiss ib l e an t i -Ma r x i s t 
methods, in m a k i n g the C h a i r m a n o f the Con t r o l 
Commiss ion o f the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b an i a , 
who, 15 days before had been at one w i t h the l i ne 
pursued by the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee o f the P a r t y 
o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a in Bucharest , f a l l i n to the 
clutches o f these in t r iguers , dev ia te f r o m M a r x i s m -
Len i n i sm and come out f l ag ran t l y aga inst the l i ne 
of h is Pa r t y . I t is c lear tha t these contempt ib le 
acts of these Sov ie t comrades a imed at sp l i t t i ng the 
leadership of the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b an i a , at 
a l ienat ing i t f r o m the masses and f r o m the Pa r t y . 
A n d this, as a pun i shment fo r the «cr ime» we had 
commit ted in Bucharest , f o r hav i ng the courage 
to express our v iews f ree ly as we saw f i t . 

The funct ionar ies of the Sov ie t Embassy to 
T i r ana w e n t even fur ther . They tu rned t o the A l 
ban ians who had s tud ied i n the Sov ie t U n i o n w i t h 
a v i ew to i nc i t i ng t hem against the A l b a n i a n l ea 
dership, t ak i ng t hem to be a f i t t i ng cont ingent by 
w h o m to f u r t he r the i r s in ister in tent ions. B u t the 
A lban ians , whe the r those who had completed or 
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were s t i l l pu r su i ng the i r studies in the Sov ie t 
Un i on , as w e l l as a l l the rest, enter ta ined, enter ta in , 
and w i l l a lways en te r ta in a fervent , s incere and 
untarn i shed af fect ion fo r the Sov ie t U n i o n and 
the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on , and a re 
and w i l l be aware of the fact that the base methods 
used by the employees of the Sov ie t Embassy to 
T i r a na are a l together a l i en to the Sov ie t U n i o n and 
to the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i o n . The 
A l b an i an s are the sons and daughters o f the i r 
own people, o f the i r o w n Pa r ty , they are M a r x i s t -
Len in i s t s and in ternat iona l i s ts . 

We can l i s t m a n y other examples , but in order 
not to take so m u c h t ime of this impor tan t meet ing , 
I w i l l men t i on on ly two o the r t yp i ca l cases. The 
pressure on our P a r t y cont inued even du r i ng the 
days when the commiss ion was meet ing here in 
Moscow to d r aw up the dra f t -S ta tement w h i c h has 
been submi t ted to us; w h e n the Sov ie t comrades 
urged that we shou ld look ahead and not back. 
Tha t day i n Moscow, the membe r o f the Cen t r a l 
Commi t tee and M i n i s t e r o f the Sov ie t Un i on , M a r 
shal Ma l i nov s ky , l aunched an open attack on the 
A l b a n i a n people, on the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b an i a , 
on the A l b a n i a n Gove rnmen t and on our leadersh ip 
at an en la rged meet ing of the Ch ie f s of S ta f f of 
the W a r s a w T rea t y countr ies. Th i s un f r i end l y a n d 
pub l i c at tack has much i n c ommon w i t h the d i -
vers ionist at tack o f the Sov ie t Ambassado r to T i 
rana, t r y i ng to inc i te o u r People 's A r m y against 
the leadersh ip o f o u r P a r t y and ou r State. B u t 
Ma r s h a l M a l i n o v s k y makes as grave an e r r o r as 
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the Sov ie t Ambassador . No one can achieve th is 
end, and even less that of b reak ing up the f r i e nd 
ship of our people w i t h the peoples of the Sov ie t 
Un i on . The correct s t ruggle o f the P a r t y o f L abo r 
of A l b a n i a against these subvers ive acts strengthens 
the s incere f r i endsh ip of ou r people w i t h the 
peoples o f the Sov ie t U n i o n and w i t h the g lor ious 
Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on . N o r can 
this f r i endsh ip be b roken up by the aston ish ing 
statements o f Ma r s h a l G rechko , C ommande r - i n -
Ch i e f o f the Wa r s aw Treaty , w h o not on l y to ld 
our m i l i t a r y de legat ion that i t was d i f f i cu l t f o r 
h i m to meet the requ i rements o f our A r m y fo r 
some ve r y essent ia l a rmaments fo r the supp l y of 
w h i c h contrats have been s igned, but sa id b lunt l y , 
«You a re i n the Wa r s aw T rea t y on l y fo r the t ime 
being», imp l y i n g that Ma r s h a l G r e chko seems to 
have decided to t h r ow us out. Bu t , for tunate ly , i t 
i s not up to the Comrade M a r s h a l to take such 
a decis ion. 

In October this year, Comrade Kh r u sh chev 
declared so lemn ly to the Ch inese comrades, «We 
w i l l t reat A l b a n i a l i ke Yugos lav ia» . We say th is 
at th is meet ing of i n te rna t i ona l c ommun i sm so 
tha t a l l m a y see h o w f a r th ings have gone and 
wha t at t i tude is be ing ma in ta ined towards a sma l l 
social ist country . Wha t «cr ime» has the P a r t y o f 
L abo r o f A l b a n i a commi t ted fo r our coun t ry to be 
treated l i ke T i to 's Yugos l av i a ? Have we by a n y 
chance betrayed M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m as T i to 's c l ique 
has done? Or d id we break away f r o m the camp 
and h i t ch up w i t h U.S. impe r i a l i sm as rev is ion ist 
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Yugos l av i a has done? No, and a l l the i n te rna t i ona l 
commun is t movement , a l l the concrete po l i t i ca l , 
ideologica l and economic ac t i v i t y o f our P a r t y and 
our State du r i ng the who le per iod of the Na t i o n a l -
l iberat ion W a r and d u r i n g these 16 years since the 
l i be ra t ion of the coun t r y bear tes t imony to this. 
Th i s i s borne out also by the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee 
of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov ie t U n i o n itself, 
wh i ch , in i ts 1960 Augu s t 13 let ter to the Cen t ra l 
Commi t t ee of the P a r t y of A l b an i a , stressed: «The 
re lat ions between the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a 
and the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n 
based on the pr inc ip les of p ro le ta r i an in te rna t i o 
na l i sm have a lways been t r u l y f ra te rna l . The f r i e nd 
ship between our part ies and peoples has at no 
t ime been obscured by any m i sunders tand ing o r 
abatement. The stand of the P a r t y of L abo r of 
A l b an i a and that o f the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the 
Sov iet U n i o n on a l l the most impor tan t issues o f 
the i n te rna t i ona l commun is t and worke r s ' move 
ment and of fo re ign po l i cy have been ident ical .» 
Of wha t then are we gu i l t y ? O u r on ly «cr ime» i s 
that in Buchares t we d i d not agree that a f r a te rna l 
commun i s t pa r t y l i ke the Ch inese Commun i s t P a r t y 
shou ld be un j u s t l y condemned; our on l y «crime» 
is that we had the courage to oppose openly , at 
an i n te rna t i ona l commun is t meet ing (and not in 
the marketp lace) the un jus t act ion of Comrade 
Kh rushchev , our on ly «cr ime» is that we are a 
sma l l P a r t y of a sma l l a n d poor coun t ry wh i ch , 
accord ing to Comrade Kh rushchev , shou ld mere l y 
app laud and approve but express no op in ion of i ts 
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own. B u t this i s ne i ther M a r x i s t nor acceptable. 
Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm has granted us the r i gh t to 
have our say and we w i l l not g ive up th is r ight 
fo r any one, ne i ther on account of po l i t i ca l and eco
nomic pressure no r on account of the threats a n d 
epithets that they m igh t h u r l a t us. On th is oc
casion we wou l d l i ke to ask Comrade Kh r u sh chev 
w h y he d i d not make such a statement to us instead 
of to a representat ive of a t h i r d par ty . Or does 
Comrade Kh ru sh chev th ink that the P a r t y o f L abo r 
of A l b a n i a has no v iews of i ts own but has made 
common cause w i t h the Commun i s t P a r t y o f C h i n a 
in an unpr inc ip l ed manner , and therefore, on ma t 
ters pe r ta in ing to our Pa r t y , one can ta lk w i t h 
the Ch inese comrades? No , Comrade Kh rushchev , 
you cont inue to b lunder and ho ld ve ry w r o n g op i 
nions about our Pa r t y . The P a r t y of L abo r of 
A l b an i a has its o w n v iews and w i l l answer fo r 
them both to i ts own people as w e l l as to the 
in ternat iona l communis t and wo rke r s ' movement . 

We are obl iged to i n f o r m th is meet ing that 
the Sov ie t leaders have in fact passed f r o m threats 
to t reat ing A l b a n i a in the same w a y as T i to i te 
Yugos lav ia , to concrete acts. Th i s year ou r coun t ry 
has suf fered many na tu r a l ca lamit ies. There was 
a b i g ear thquake, the f lood in October and, espe
c ia l ly , the drought wh i c h was terr ib le , w i t h not a 
drop of r a i n fo r 120 days in succession. Nea r l y a l l 
the g ra in was lost. The people were threatened 
w i t h s tarvat ion. The ve ry l im i t ed reserves were 
consumed. O u r Gove rnmen t u rgent l y sought to b u y 
g ra in f r o m the Sov ie t Un i on , e xp l a i n i ng the ve r y 
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cr i t i ca l s i tuat ion we were faced w i t h . Th i s h ap 
pened after the Buchares t Mee t i ng . We wa i t ed 45 
days for a rep l y f r o m the Sov ie t Gove rnmen t w h i l e 
we had on ly 15 days b read fo r the people. A f t e r 
fo r ty - f i ve days and af ter repeated o f f i c ia l requests, 
the Sov ie t Gove rnment , instead of 50,000 tons, ac 
corded us on l y 10,000 tons, that is, enough to last 
us 15 days, and th is g r a i n was to be de l i vered 
dur ing the months of September and October. Th i s 
was open pressure on ou r P a r t y to submi t to the 
wishes of the Sov ie t comrades. 

D u r i n g those c r i t i ca l days we got w ise to m a n y 
things. D i d the Sov ie t Un i on , w h i c h sel ls g r a i n 
to the who l e wo r l d , not have 50,000 tons to g i ve 
the A l b a n i a n people w h o are l o ya l brothers o f the 
Sov ie t people, l o ya l to M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and to 
the socia l ist camp, at a t ime when , t h rough no 
fau l t o f the i r own , they we r e threatened w i t h 
s tarvat ion? Comrade K h r u s h c h e v had once said to 
us: «Do no t w o r r y about g ra in , f o r a l l that y o u 
consume in a who l e yea r i s eaten by m i ce in ou r 
country.» The m ice i n the Sov ie t U n i o n m igh t eat 
but the A l b a n i a n people cou ld be lef t to die of 
s ta rvat ion un t i l the leadersh ip o f the P a r t y o f 
Labo r o f A l b a n i a submi t s to the w i l l o f t he Sov ie t 
leaders. Th i s i s ter r ib le , comrades, bu t i t i s t rue . 
I f they hear about it, the Sov ie t people w i l l never 
fo rg ive them, fo r i t i s ne i the r Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t , 
in ternat iona l i s t , no r humane . N o r i s i t a f r i end l y 
act not to accept ou r c lear ing fo r b u y i n g g r a i n 
in the Sov ie t U n i o n bu t to ob l ige us to d r aw the 
l im i t ed go ld reserve f r o m our Na t i o na l B a n k i n 
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order to buy ma ize for the people's b read in the 
Soviet Un i on . 

These acts are l i n k ed w i t h one another, they 
are not just acc identa l . Pa r t i c u l a r l y in recent days, 
Comrade Kh rushchev ' s at tacks on our P a r t y o f 
Labo r have reached the i r c l imax . Comrade K h r u s h 
chev, on Novembe r 8 y o u dec la red that «the A l b a 
n ians behave towards us just l i ke T i to». Y o u sa id 
to the Chinese comrades: «We lost an A l b a n i a and 
you , Chinese, w o n an A lban i a» . A n d , f ina l l y , you 
declared that the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a is you r 
weak l ink . 

Wha t are a l l these monst rous accusations, this 
t reatment of our Pa r t y , our people and a social ist 
count ry as someth ing to be bought or so ld or lost 
and w o n as in a ca rd game? Wha t appra i sa l is th is 
of a s ister pa r t y wh i ch , accord ing to you, happens 
to be the weak l i n k in the in te rna t iona l commun is t 
movement? F o r us i t i s clear, and we unders tand 
i t on ly too we l l , that our correct a n d p r inc ip l ed 
Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t stand, that our courage, to d i sa
gree w i t h y ou and condemn those acts of yours 
w h i c h are w r o n g impe l y ou to attack our Pa r t y , 
to resort to a l l k i nds of pressure against it, to 
pronounce the most ex t reme monstros i t ies against 
our Pa r t y . Bu t there i s no th ing comradely , no th i ng 
commun is t i n this. Y o u i den t i f y u s w i t h the Y u 
gos lav revis ionists. Bu t eve rybody knows h o w our 
P a r t y has fought and cont inues to f ight against the 
Yugos l av rev is ionists . I t i s not we who behave 
l i k e the Yugos lavs but you , comrade Kh rushchev , 
who are us ing methods a l ien to Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm 
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against our Pa r t y . Y o u cons ider A l b a n i a as a marke t 
commod i ty w h i c h can be ga ined by one or lost 
by another. There was a t ime w h e n A l b a n i a was 
considered a m e d i u m of exchange, w h e n others 
thought i t depended on t h em whe the r A l b a n i a 
should or shou ld not exist , bu t that t ime came to an 
end w i t h the t r i u m p h of the ideas of M a r x i s m - L e 
n i n i sm i n our country . Y o u we re repeat ing the 
same t h i ng w h e n you dec ided that y ou had «lost» 
A l b a n i a or that some one else had «won» it, when 
you dec ided tha t A l b a n i a is no longer a social ist 
country, as i t tu rns out f r o m the letter y ou handed 
to us on Novembe r 8, in w h i c h our coun t ry is not 
ment ioned as a socia l ist coun t r y . 

The fact that A l b a n i a proceeds a long the path 
of soc ia l i sm a n d that i t is a member of the socia l ist 
camp i s not de termined by you , comrade K h r u s h 
chev, i t does not depend on you r wishes. Th i s has 
been de te rmined by the A l b a n i a n people headed 
by the i r P a r t y o f Labor , by the i r s t ruggle and there 
i s no force capable of t u r n i ng t hem f r o m that 
course. 

As regards y ou r c l a im that our P a r t y o f L abo r 
i s the weakest l i n k in the social ist camp and the 
in te rna t iona l commun i s t movement , we say that 
the twen ty - yea r h i s to ry of our Pa r t y , the hero ic 
struggle of our people and our P a r t y against the 
fascist i nvaders and the s ix teen years that have 
elapsed since the l i be ra t ion of the coun t r y to this 
day, du r i ng w h i c h per iod our sma l l P a r t y and 
our people have faced up to a l l the storms, show 
the cont rary . Su r r ounded by enemies l i k e an i s l and 
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amids t the waves, the People 's Repub l i c of A l b a n i a 
has courageously w i ths tood a l l the assaults and 
provocat ions of the imper ia l i s t s and the i r lackeys. 
L i k e a gran i te rock i t has he ld and ho lds h igh 
the banner of soc ia l i sm beh ind the enemy l ines. 
Y o u ra ised you r hand, comrade Kh rushchev , against 
a sma l l coun t ry and i ts Pa r t y , but we are con
v inced that the Sov ie t people who shed the i r b lood 
in defense of our people, also, that the great P a r t y 
o f L e n i n are not in agreement w i t h this ac t i v i t y 
o f yours . We have f u l l conf idence i n M a r x i s m - L e 
n in i sm, we are cer ta in that f r a te rna l part ies w h i c h 
have sent the i r delegates to th is meet ing w i l l s ize 
up and pass judgment on th is issue w i t h M a r x i s t -
Len in i s t just ice. 

O u r P a r t y has a lways cons idered the C o m 
mun is t P a r t y of the Sov ie t U n i o n as a mo the r -Pa r t y 
and has done th is because i t is the oldest Pa r t y , 
the g lor ious P a r t y of the Bo l shev iks , i t has spoken 
of i ts un ive rsa l exper ience, of i ts great ma tu r i t y . 
B u t our P a r t y has never accepted nor w i l l eve r 
accept that some Sov iet leaders m a y impose on 
i t the i r v iews wh i c h i t considers erroneous. 

The Sov iet leaders v i ewed th is mat te r o f p r i n 
c ip led impor tance in an al together erroneous way , 
i n an ideal is t ic and metaphys i ca l w a y ; they have 
become swel lheaded over the colossal successes at
ta ined by the Sov ie t people and the Commun i s t P a r 
ty o f the Sov ie t U n i o n and v io late Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t 
pr inc ip les, cons ider themselves in fa l l i b le , cons ider 
eve ry decis ion, eve ry act, every w o r d they say and 
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every gesture they m a k e i n f a l l i b l e and i r revocab le . 
Others m a y er r , others m a y be condemned, wh i l e 
they are above such reproach . «Ou r decis ions are 
sacred, t hey are inv io lab le» . «We can make no con
cessions to, no compromise w i t h the Ch inese C o m 
munis t Pa r ty» , the leaders o f the Commun i s t P a r t y 
o f the Sov ie t U n i o n sa id to our people. Then w h y 
d id they ca l l us together in Buchares t? Of course, 
to vote w i t h ou r eyes b l i nd fo lded fo r the v iews of 
the Sov ie t leaders. Is th i s the M a r x i s t w a y ? Is th is 
a no rma l p rocedure? 

Is i t permiss ib le fo r one pa r t y to engage in 
subvers ive acts, to cause a spl i t , to o ve r t h r ow the 
leadership of another pa r t y or of another State? N e 
ver ! The Sov ie t leaders accused Comrade S ta l i n o f 
a l legedly i n t e r f e r i ng in other part ies, o f impos ing 
the v iews o f the Bo l shev i k P a r t y upon others. We 
can bear w i tness to the fact that at no t ime d id 
comrade S t a l i n do such a t h i ng towards us, towards 
the A l b a n i a n people and the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l 
bania, he a lways behaved as a great Ma r x i s t , as an 
outstand ing internat iona l i s t , as a comrade, b ro ther 
and s incere f r i end of the A l b a n i a n people. In 1945, 
when our people we re threatened w i t h s ta rva t ion , 
comrade S t a l i n o rdered the ships loaded w i t h g ra i n 
dest ined f o r t he Sov ie t people, w h o also we re in 
d i re need of f ood at tha t t ime, and sent the g ra i n 
at once to the A l b a n i a n people. Whereas, the p r e 
sent Sov ie t leaders pe rm i t themselves these ug l y 
deeds. 

A r e such economic pressures permiss ib le ; i s i t 
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permiss ib le to threaten the A l b a n i a n people, as the 
Sov ie t leaders d i d af ter the Buchares t Mee t i ng? In 
no w a y whatsoever ! The Sov ie t U n i o n has a lways 
a ided us in a generous w a y th rough credits and 
by a l l other means. N e w A l b a n i a cou ld not be bu i l t 
w i t hou t th is a id, f i rs t a n d foremost, f r o m the S o 
v iet U n i o n and f r o m the other countr ies o f P eo 
ple's Democracy . 

To t e l l the t ru th , we are ve r y g ra te fu l to the 
Sov iet U n i o n and to the Commun i s t P a r t y and G o 
vernment o f the Sov ie t U n i o n fo r the great a i d they 
have g iven our coun t ry to bu i l d up i ts i ndus t ry , 
to set agr i cu l tu re on i ts feet, in short, to imp r o ve 
the l i fe of our people and speed up socia l ist cons
t ruct ion. We k n o w that th is a id i s an i n t e rna t i ona 
l ist a id g i ven our sma l l people who, before the wa r , 
suf fered great, a l l r ound misery, and that the Se
cond W o r l d W a r bu rn t and devastated our count ry 
though never down ing the A l b a n i a n people who , 
under the leadersh ip of the g lor ious P a r t y of L abo r 
o f A l ban i a , fought w i t h great he ro i sm a n d l i be ra 
ted themselves. 

B u t w h y d i d the Sov ie t leadersh ip change i ts 
at t i tude towards us after the Buchares t Mee t i ng to 
the po int that i t let the A l b a n i a n people suf fer f r o m 
hunger? The R u m a n i a n leadersh ip d i d the same 
th ing when i t refused to se l l a s ingle ear of wheat 
to the A l b a n i a n people on a c lear ing basis at a 
t ime w h e n Ruman i a was t r ad i ng i n g ra i n w i t h the 
capital ist countr ies, wh i l e we were ob l iged to b u y 
maize f r om F r en ch farmers , pay ing i n fo re ign cu r 
rency. 
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Some months before the Buchares t Meet ing , 
comrade Dej i nv i t ed a de legat ion of o u r P a r t y fo r 
the speci f ic purpose of conduct ing ta lks on the 
future deve lopment of A l b a n i a . Th i s as a laudab le 
and M a r x i s t conce rn o f h is. Comrade Dej sa id to 
our P a r t y : «We, the other countr ies of People 's 
Democracy, shou ld no longer discuss how much 
credit shou ld be accorded to A l b an i a , but we shou ld 
decide to bu i l d in A l b a n i a such and such factories, 
to raise the means of p roduc t ion to a h igher leve l , 
regardless o f h o w m a n y m i l l i o n rub les they w i l l 
cost, that is of no importance». Comrade Dej a d 
ded: «We have ta l ked th is over w i t h comrade 
Khrushchev , too, and we have been in agreement». 

B u t then came the Buchares t Mee t i ng and our 
Pa r t y ma in ta ined the s tand you a l l k now . The R u 
man ian comrades forgot wha t they had p rev i ous l y 
said and chose the course of l eav ing the A l b a n i a n 
people to suf fer f r o m hunger . 

We have made these th ings o f f i c i a l l y k n o w n to 
the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee of the Commun i s t P a r t y of 
the Sov ie t U n i o n before. We have not submi t ted 
them to pub l i c d iscuss ion no r have we wh i spe red 
them f r o m ear to ear, but we are revea l ing t hem for 
the f i r s t t ime a t th is pa r t y meet ing. W h y do we 
raise th is quest ion? We proceed f r o m the desire to 
put an end to these negat ive man i fes ta t ions w h i c h 
do not s t rengthen bu t weaken our un i t y . We p ro 
ceed f r o m the des i re to s t rengthen the re lat ions a n d 
Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t bonds among commun i s t and 
workers ' part ies, among social ist States, d i scard ing 
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any ev i l man i fes ta t ion that has ar i sen so far . We 
are opt imist ic , f u l l y conv inced and have unshaken 
conf idence that the Sov ie t and other comrades w i l l 
unders tand our c r i t i c i sm ar ight . They are sharp 
but open and sincere and a i m at s t rengthen ing ou r 
relat ions. No tw i t h s t and i ng these un jus t and h a r m 
fu l stands w h i c h are man ta i ned against us, bu t 
wh i ch we bel ieve w i l l be stopped in the future , ou r 
Pa r t y and our people w i l l conso l idate s t i l l f u r t he r 
the i r unbounded love and l oya l t y to the Sov ie t 
people, to the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i o n , 
to a l l the peoples and commun is t and wo r ke r s ' p a r 
ties of the social ist camp, based a lways on the M a r 
x i s t -Len in i s t teachings. 

O u r P a r t y considers that f r i endsh ip mus t be 
based on just ice, m u t u a l respect and M a r x i s m - L e 
n in i sm. Th i s i s wha t the 1957 Mos cow Dec la ra t i on 
says and th is i s wha t i s stressed in the d ra f t -S ta te 
ment w h i c h has been submi t ted to us. We de
clare in a l l earnestness that the P a r t y o f L abo r o f 
A l b a n i a and the A l b a n i a n people w i l l be, as a lways , 
determined f ighters fo r the s t rengthen ing of r e l a 
t ions and un i t y i n the social ist camp and the i n 
te rnat iona l commun is t movement . 

The A l b a n i a n people w i l l t h r o w themselves i n 
to the f lames fo r the i r t rue f r iends, a n d the Sov ie t 
Un i on i s such a f r i end of the A l b a n i a n people. A n d 
these are not emp t y words . I am express ing here 
the sent iments of our people and of our Pa r t y , and 
let no one ever t h i n k that we love the Sov ie t Un ion 
and the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n f o r 
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the sake of some one's beau t i fu l eyes or to please 
some i nd i v i dua l , but because w i thou t the Sov ie t 
Un ion there w o u l d be no f ree l i fe i n the w o r l d 
today, fasc i sm a n d capi ta l i s t t e r ro r w o u l d re ign 
supreme. Th i s i s w h y we love and w i l l a lways be 
loya l to the Sov ie t U n i o n and to the P a r t y o f t he 
great L en i n . 

Dear Comrades ! 

In the 1957 Moscow Dec la ra t i on as w e l l as in 
the dra f t -S ta tement submi t ted to us, i t is po in ted 
out that rev i s i on i sm const i tutes today the p r i n c i pa l 
danger in the i n te rna t i ona l commun i s t and wo r ke r s ' 
movement. In the 1957 Mos cow Dec la ra t i on i t i s 
r ight ly stressed that the ex istence of bourgeois i n 
fluence is the i n t e rna l source of rev i s ion ism, wh i l e 
capi tu lat ion to the pressure of impe r i a l i sm is i ts 
externa l source. Expe r i ence has f u l l y cor robora ted 
that, d isguised under pseudo-Marx i s t and r e vo l u 
t ionary slogans, mode rn rev i s ion i sm has t r ied by 
a l l manner of means to d iscredi t our great doctr ine, 
Ma r x i sm-Len i n i sm , w h i c h i t has dubbed as «out
dated» and no longer compat ib le w i t h soc ia l de 
velopment. H i d i n g beh ind the s logan of creat ive 
Ma r x i sm , of n ew condit ions, the rev is ion ists have 
str iven, on one hand , to depr i ve M a r x i s m of i t s 
revo lu t ionary sp i r i t and to unde rm ine the bel ief of 
the wo r k i n g class and the w o r k i n g people in soc ia 
l ism and, on the other, to use a l l the means in the i r 
power to p re t t i f y imper i a l i sm, descr ib ing i t as m o -
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derate and peacefu l . D u r i n g the three years that 
have elapsed since the Moscow Conference, i t has 
been fu l l y con f i rmed that the mode rn rev is ion is ts 
are no th ing but spl i t ters of the commun is t move 
ment and of the social ist camp, l oya l lackeys of 
imper ia l i sm, avowed enemies of soc ia l i sm and of the 
wo r k i ng class. 

L i f e i tsel f has demonstrated that un t i l now 
the standard-bearers of mode rn rev i s ion ism, its 
most aggressive and dangerous representat ives are 
the Yugos l av revis ionists, the treacherous c l ique of 
T i to and company. A t the t ime w h e n the Moscow 
Dec larat ion was approved, this host i le group, agents 
of U.S. imper ia l i sm, were not pub l i c l y denounced, 
a l though, in our op in ion, there were enough facts 
and i n f o rma t i on to wa r r an t such a th ing . No t only 
that, but later on, when the danger i t presented be
came more evident, the f ight against Yugos l a v re
v is ion ism, the consistent and ceaseless f ight to 
smash i t ideo log ica l ly and po l i t i ca l ly , was not con
ducted w i t h the proper intens i ty . On the contrary, 
this has been and is the source of many ev i ls and 
much damage to our in te rna t iona l communis t and 
worke r s ' movement . In the op in i on of our Par ty , 
the reason w h y T i to 's rev is ion ist g roup has not 
been tota l ly exposed, w h y false «hopes» have ar isen 
fo r an al leged « improvement» and pos i t ive «turn» 
of this treacherous g roup is because comrade 
Kh ru shchev and some other Sov ie t leaders ma in ta in 
a conc i l i a tory at t i tude towards, erroneous v iews 
about, and an incorrect assessment of this dangerous 
T i to i te rev is ion ist group. 
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I t has been sa id that J . V . S t a l i n was m i s taken 
in assessing the Yugos l a v rev is ion is ts and in shar
pening h is a t t i tude towards them. O u r P a r t y has 
never endorsed such a v iew, because t ime and e x 
perience has p roven the cont rary . S t a l i n made a 
very correct assessment of the danger of the Yugos 
lav revis ionists, he t r i ed to settle this a f f a i r at the 
proper moment and in a M a r x i s t way . The I n f o rm 
Bureau, as a co l lect ive organ, was ca l led together 
a t that t ime and, a f ter the T i to i t e g roup was expo
sed, a merc i less batt le was waged aga inst it . T ime 
has p roven over a n d over aga in that such a th i ng 
was necessary and correct. 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a has a lways he ld 
the op in ion and is conv inced that T i to 's g roup a re 
traitors to M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m , agents of imper i a l i sm, 
dangerous enemies of the social ist camp and of the 
entire i n te rna t i ona l commun i s t and wo rke r s ' move 
ment, therefore a merc i less bat t le shou ld be waged 
against them. We, on ou r part, have waged and con 
t inue to wage th is bat t le as in te rnat iona l i s t c ommu
nists and also because we have fe l t and cont inue to 
feel on our o w n backs the bu rden of the host i le ac t i 
v i ty of T i to 's rev is ion is t c l ique against our P a r t y and 
our country . B u t th is s tand of our P a r t y has not 
been and is not to the l i k i n g of comrade Kh r u sh chev 
and certa in other comrades. 

The T i to i t e g roup have l ong been a g roup of 
Trotsky i tes and renegades. F o r the P a r t y o f L abo r 
of A l ban i a , at least, they have been such since 1942, 
that is, s ince 18 years ago. 
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As far back as 1942, when the w a r of the A l 
ban ian people surged f o rwa rd , the Be lg rade Tro t s -
ky i te group d isgu is ing themselves as f r iends and 
abus ing our t rust in them t r ied the i r uttermost 
to h inder the deve lopment of our a rmed struggle, 
to hamper the creat ion o f powe r f u l A l b a n i a n pa r t i 
san f i gh t ing detachments, and, s ince i t was imposs i 
b le to stop them, to put them under the i r d i rect 
po l i t i ca l and m i l i t a r y contro l . They at tempted to 
make eve ry th ing dependent on Be lgrade, and our 
Pa r t y and our par t i san a r m y mere appendages of 
the Yugos l av Commun i s t P a r t y and the Yugos l av 
Nat iona l - l i be ra t ion A r m y . 

O u r Pa r t y , wh i l e p reserv ing i ts f r i endsh ip w i t h 
the Yugos l av part isans, successfu l ly resisted these 
d iabo l i ca l intent ions. I t was at that t ime that the 
T i to i te group t r ied to f ound the B a l k a n Federa t ion 
under the d i rec t ion of the Be lg rade Tito i tes, to h i t ch 
the Commun i s t Par t ies to the char iot of the Yugos 
lav Commun i s t Par ty , to place the par t i san armies 
o f the B a l k a n peoples under the Yugos l a v T i to i te 
staff. I t was to this end that, in agreement w i t h the 
Br i t i sh , they t r ied to set up the B a l k a n S ta f f and to 
place it, that is to say, to place ou r armies under 
the d i rec t ion o f the Ang l o -Amer i c ans . O u r Pa r t y 
successful ly resisted these d iabo l i c schemes. A n d 
when the banner o f l i be ra t ion was hoisted in T i r a 
na, the T i to i te gang in Be lg rade issued orders to 
the i r agents in A l b a n i a to d iscredi t the success of 
the A l b an i a n Commun i s t P a r t y and to organize a 
«putsch» to ove r th row the leadersh ip of ou r P a r t y 
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wh i ch gu ided the Na t i ona l - l i be ra t i on W a r and led 
the A l b a n i a n people to v ic tory . The f i r s t «putsch» 
was organ ized by T i to t h rough h is secret agents 
w i t h i n our Pa r t y . B u t the A l b a n i a n Commun i s t 
Pa r t y f rus t ra ted th is p lot of T i to 's . 

The Be lg rade p lot ters d i d not l a y d o w n the i r 
a rms and, together w i t h the i r agent in our Pa r t y , 
the t ra i to r K o ç i X o x e , cont inued the re -organ iza
t ion o f the i r p lot aga inst new A l b a n i a in other 
forms, n ew fo rms (5). The i r i n ten t i on was to t u rn 
A l b an i a in to a seventh Repub l i c of Yugos l av i a . 

A t a t ime when our coun t r y had been devasted 
and l a i d waste and needed to be complete ly rebu i l t , 
when ou r people were w i t hou t food and shelter but 
w i t h h i gh mora le , w h e n our people and a rmy , wea 
pons in hand , kep t v i g i l an t gua rd against the plots 
o f react ion organ ized by the Ang l o -U . S . m i l i t a r y 
miss ions who threatened A l b a n i a w i t h a new i n v a 
sion, w h e n a la rge par t of the A l b a n i a n par t i san 
a rmy had crossed the border and had gone to the 
a i d of the Yugos l a v brothers, f i gh t i ng side by side 
w i t h t hem and together l i be ra t ing Montenegro , 
Bosn ia , Herzegov ina , Ko so va and Me toh i a and M a 
cedonia, the Be lg rade p lotters hatched up schemes 
to enslave A l b an i a . 

B u t our P a r t y of fered hero ic resistance to these 
secret agents w h o posed as communis ts . W h e n the 
Be lgrade Tro tsky i tes rea l i zed that they had lost 
the i r case, that o u r P a r t y was smash ing the i r plots, 
they p layed the i r last card, name ly , to invade A l 
ban ia w i t h the i r a rmy, to c rush a l l resistance, to 
arrest the leaders of the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b an i a 
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and of the A l b a n i a n State and to p roc l a im A l b a n i a 
a seventh Repub l i c of Yugos l av i a . O u r P a r t y de
feated this d iabo l i c scheme of theirs also. Joseph 
Sta l in 's a i d and in te rven t ion at these moments was 
decis ive fo r our P a r t y and for the f reedom of the 
A l ban i an people. P rec i se ly at th is t ime the In fo r 
mat ion Bu r eau exposed the T i to c l ique. S t a l i n and 
the Sov ie t U n i o n saved the A l b a n i a n people f o r 
the second t ime. 

The In fo rmat ion Bu r e au b rought about the 
defeat of the conspiracies of the T i to c l ique, not 
only in A l b a n i a but also in other countr ies o f P eo 
ple's Democracy. Pos ing as communis ts , the rene
gade and agent of imper ia l i sm, T i to , and his gang, 
tr ied to al ienate the countr ies of People 's D e m o 
cracy i n the Ba l kans and Cen t r a l Eu rope f r o m the 
f r iendsh ip and wa r t ime a l l iance w i t h the Sov ie t 
Un ion , to destroy the commun is t and wo r ke r s ' 
parties of ou r countr ies and to t u r n our States in to 
reserves of Ang l o - Ame r i c an imper i a l i sm. 

Who was there who d id not k n o w about and 
see in act ion the host i le schemes of impe r i a l i sm and 
its l oya l serv i tor T i to? E ve r ybody knew, eve rybody 
learned, and a l l unan imous l y approved the correct 
decisions of the In fo rmat ion Bu reau . E ve r yone 
wi thout except ion approved the Reso lut ions of the 
In fo rmat ion Bu r eau wh i ch , i n our op in ion, we re 
and s t i l l are correct. 

Those who d id not wan t to see and unders tand 
these acts of this c r im ina l gang had a second chance 
to do so in the Hunga r i a n counter - revo lu t ion and 
in the unceas ing plots against A l b an i a . The wo l f 
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may change his coat but he remains a wol f . T i to 
and his gang may resort to t r i ckery , may t r y to 
disguise themselves, but they are t ra i tors , c r im ina l s 
and agents of imper i a l i sm. They are the murdere rs 
of the hero ic Yugos l a v in ternat iona l i s t communis t s 
and thus they w i l l r ema in and thus they w i l l act 
un t i l they are w i p ed out. 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a considers the 
decisions taken against T i to ' s renegade group by 
the In fo rma t i on B u r e a u not as decis ions taken by 
comrade S t a l i n persona l l y but as decis ions taken 
by a l l the part ies that made up the In fo rmat ion 
Bureau. A n d not on ly by these part ies alone but 
also by the commun i s t and wo rke r s ' part ies wh i c h 
d id not take par t in the In fo rma t i on Bu r eau . S ince 
this was a mat te r that concerned a l l the commun is t 
and wo rke r s ' part ies, i t also concerned the P a r t y 
o f Labo r o f A l b a n i a wh i ch , h a v i ng received and 
studied a copy of the let ter comrades S ta l i n and 
Mo lo tov had w r i t t e n to the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee o f 
the Yugos l a v Commun i s t Pa r t y , endorsed in f u l l 
both the letter and the decis ions of the In fo rmat ion 
Bu reau . 

W h y then was the «change of att i tude» towards 
the Yugos l a v revis ionists, adopted by comrade 
Kh rushchev and the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee o f the So 
viet U n i o n in 1955, not made an issue for consu l 
tat ion i n the n o r m a l w a y w i t h the other commun is t 
and worke r s ' part ies, but was conce ived and car
r ied out so has t i l y and in a un i l a te ra l w a y ? Th i s 
was a mat te r that concerned us a l l . The Yugos l av 
revis ionists had e i ther opposed M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m 
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and the commun is t and worke r s ' part ies of the 
wo r l d or they had not ; e i ther they were w rong , or 
we, not on ly S ta l in , had e r red against them. I t was 
not up to comrade Kh ru sh chev to settle this a f f a i r 
a t h is own discret ion. B u t in fact, that i s w h a t 
he d i d and th is change of at t i tude in the re la t ions 
w i t h the Yugos l a v rev is ionists i s connected w i t h 
his v is i t to Be lgrade. Th i s was a bomb she l l to the 
Pa r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a w h i c h immed ia te l y op
posed i t categor ica l ly . Be fo re comrade Kh r u sh chev 
set out fo r Be lg rade in M a y 1955, the Cen t r a l 
Commi t tee of the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a sent 
a letter to the Cen t r a l Commi t tee of the Commun i s t 
Pa r t y o f the Sov iet U n i o n in w h i c h i t expressed the 
opposi t ion of our P a r t y to h is go ing to Be lgrade, 
stressing that the Yugos l a v issue cou ld not be set
t led in a un i l a te ra l w a y bu t that a meet ing of the 
In fo rmat ion Bu r e au shou ld be ca l led to w h i c h i t 
asked that the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a a lso 
should be inv i ted . It is there that th is mat te r shou ld 
have been sett led a f ter a correct and lengthy d i s 
cussion. 

Of course, f o rma l l y we had no r igh t to decide 
whether comrade Kh ru sh chev shou ld or shou ld not 
go to Belgrade, and we backed d o w n on this, bu t 
in essence we were r ight, and t ime has con f i rmed 
that the Yugos l av issue shou ld not be sett led in 
this prec ip i tate way . 

The s logan of «over r id ing interests» was l a u n 
ched, the second Reso lu t ion of the In fo rma t i on 
Bu reau was speedi ly revoked, the «epoch of recon
c i l iat ion» w i t h «the Yugos l av comrades» began, the 
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conspirators, whe reve r they were, we re r e -exam i 
ned and re -hab i l i t a ted and the «Yugos lav comra 
des» came off unscathed, s t ru t ted l i k e peacocks, 
t rumpeted abroad that the i r «just cause» had 
t r iumphed, that the «cr imina l S ta l i n» had t rumped 
up a l l these th ings and a s i tuat ion was created 
under w h i c h whoeve r refused to take th is course 
was dubbed as a «Sta l in is t» who shou ld be done 
away w i t h . 

O u r P a r t y refused to take such a conc i l i a tory 
and opportun is t course. It stood fast on correct 
Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t ideo log ica l grounds, f i gh t i ng the 
Yugos l av rev is ion ists ideo log ica l ly and po l i t i ca l ly . 
The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a rema ined unshaken 
in its v iews that the T i to i te g roup were tra i tors, 
renegades, Trotsky i tes , subvers ionists and agents 
of the U.S. imper ia l i s ts , that the P a r t y of L abo r of 
A l b an i a had not been m i s taken about them. 

The P a r t y o f Labo r o f A l b a n i a rema ined 
unshaken in its v i ew that comrade S ta l i n had not 
er red in th is matter, that, by pu r su i ng the i r t r ea 
cherous l ine, the rev is ion is ts had at tempted to en
slave A l b a n i a and, th rough ha t ch ing up a numbe r 
o f i n te rna t iona l p lots w i t h the A n g l o - A m e r i c a n i m 
perial ists, they had t r ied to p lunge A l b a n i a in to i n 
ternat iona l conf l ic ts . 

On the other hand, the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l 
bania was in f avo r of estab l i sh ing state re lat ions of 
good neighbor l iness, t rade and cu l t u ra l re lat ions 
w i t h the People 's Fede ra l Repub l i c o f Yugos l a v i a 
p rov ided that the no rms of peacefu l co-existence 
between states of d i f ferent reg imes were observed, 
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because as far as the Pa r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a is 
concerned, T i to i te Yugos l av i a has not been, is not, 
and w i l l never be a social ist coun t ry so long as i t 
is headed by a group of renegades and agents of 
imper ia l i sm. 

No open o r d isguised at tempt w i l l make the 
Pa r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a t u r n f r o m this correct 
stand. I t was fu t i l e f o r the Cen t r a l Commi t tee of 
the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov iet U n i o n to t r y to 
persuade us th rough comrade Sus lov to e l im inate 
the quest ion o f K o ç i X o x e f r om the Repor t sub
mit ted at ou r 3rd Congress in M a y 1956, fo r that 
wou ld mean negat ing our struggle and our p r i n c i 
pled stand. 

In A l ban i a , the T i to i te saw s t ruck a na i l , or, 
as T i to says, «A l ban i a was a tho rn in h is f lesh» and, 
of course, the treacherous T i to i te group cont inued 
the i r batt le against the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b an i a , 
t h i n k i ng that they were expos ing us by dubb ing 
us «Stal inists». 

The Be lgrade group d id not conf ine the i r f ight 
against us to propaganda alone but they cont inued 
their espionage, subvers ion, plots, d i spatch ing ar 
med bands into our coun t ry more in tens ive ly than 
in 1948. These are a l l facts. B u t the t ragedy is that, 
wh i le the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a moun ted guard 
against the b i t te r and repeated attacks by the 
Yugos lav revis ionists, its unshaken, p r inc ip led , 
Marx i s t - Len in i s t s tand was in oppos i t ion to the con
c i l ia tory stand of the Sov iet leaders and of cer ta in 
other communis t and worke r s ' part ies towards the 
Yugos lav revis ionists. 
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T h e n i t was l oud l y p roc la imed and w r i t t en that 
«Yugos lav ia is a socia l ist coun t ry and th is is a fact», 
that «the Yugos l a v communis t s possess a great e x 
perience and great mer i ts», that «the Yugos l av 
exper ience deserves greater interest and more at
tent ive study», that «the pe r iod of disputes and 
misunders tand ings is not due to Yugos lav i a» and 
that «great in jus t i ce had been done to it», and so 
on and so fo r th . Th is , of course, gave hear t to T i to 's 
c l ique who thought they had w o n eve ry th ing except 
that there was s t i l l that «thorn in the i r f lesh» 
wh i ch they thought o f i so la t ing and then l i qu i da 
t ing. B u t not on ly cou ld our P a r t y not be isolated, 
much less l iqu idated , but t ime proved that the 
v iews of our P a r t y were correct. 

M u c h pressure has been exer ted on our Pa r t y 
over th is stand. The A l b a n i a n leaders we re cons i 
dered «hot-blooded» and «stubborn», «exaggerat ing» 
matters w i t h Yugos l av i a , un jus t l y harass ing the 
Yugos lavs, etc. The attack against our P a r t y in this 
d i rect ion has been led by Comrade Kh rushchev . 

So far, I have ment ioned in br ie f wha t the 
Yugos lav rev is ionists have done against our count ry 
du r i ng and after the war , af ter 1948, but I w i l l 
dwe l l a l i t t le also on the events p r i o r to the H u n 
gar ian counter - revo lu t ion w h i c h i s the w o r k o f Y u 
goslav agents. The treacherous Be lg rade group be
gan to organ ize a counter - revo lu t ion in A l b a n i a also. 
Had our P a r t y made the mis take o f j o in ing in the 
«conci l iat ion wa l t z» w i t h the Yugos l a v rev is ion ists 
as Kh r u sh chev preached after 1955, then the peo
ple's democracy in A l b a n i a wou l d have gone down 
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the dra in . We, A lban ians , wou l d not have been here 
in th is ha l l but w o u l d have been s t i l l f i gh t i ng in 
our mounta ins . 

F i r m l y un i ted by stee l - l ike bonds, our P a r t y 
and people kept the i r eyes w i de open and 
discovered and unmasked T i to 's spies i n o u r 
Cen t ra l Commi t tee w h o wo r k ed i n co l l u s i on w i t h 
the Yugos l av Legat ion in T i r ana . T i t o sent w o r d to 
these tra i tors, say ing that they had prec ip i ta ted 
things, that they shou ld have wa i t ed fo r h is orders. 
These spies and t ra i tors also wro te to comrade 
Kh ru shchev to in tervene against the Cen t r a l C o m 
mittee of the P a r t y of Labo r of A l b a n i a . These are 
documented facts. T i to 's in tent ion was to coord inate 
the counter - revo lu t ion in A l b a n i a w i t h that o f 
Hunga ry . 

O u r 3rd Congress was to be he ld f o l l ow ing the 
20th Congress of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov ie t 
Un i on . The Yugos l av agents thought that the t ime 
had come to ove r th row the «obst inate Sta l in i s t A l 
ban ian leadership» and organized a plot w h i c h was 
discovered and crushed at the P a r t y Conference of 
T i r ana in A p r i l 1956. The p lotters rece ived the stern 
pun ishment they deserved. 

T i to 's other dangerous agents, Da l i N d r e u and 
L i r i Gega, received orders f r o m T i to to f lee to Y u 
gos lav ia fo r «they were in danger and because ac t i 
vit ies against the P a r t y of L abo r we re to be o rga 
n ized f r o m Yugos l av te r r i to ry» . O u r P a r t y was f u l l y 
aware of T i to 's ac t i v i t y and secret orders. I t was 
w ide awake and caught the t ra i tors r igh t on the 
border when they were t r y i ng to flee. The t ra i to rs 
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were brought to court and were executed. A l l the 
Yugos lav agents who were p repa r i ng the counter
revo lut ion in A l b a n i a were detected and w iped out. 
To our amazement comrade Kh r u sh chev came out 
against us in defense o f these t ra i tors a n d Y u 
goslav agents. He accused us of h a v i n g shot the 
Yugos l av agent, the t ra i t ress L i r i Gega, a l legedly 
«when she was pregnant , a t h i ng w h i c h had not hap 
pened even at the t ime of the Czar , a n d th is had 
made a bad impress ion on w o r l d opin ion». These 
were s landers t r umped up by the Yugos l avs i n 
w h o m comrade Kh r u sh chev had more f a i t h than 
in us. We of course den ied a l l these ins inuat ions 
made by comrade Kh ru shchev . 

B u t comrade Kh rushchev ' s incorrect , unp r i n c i 
pled and host i le s tand towards our P a r t y and its 
leadership d i d not stop there. The other Yugos l a v 
agent and t ra i to r to the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a 
and to the A l b a n i a n people, Pana jo t P l a k u , f led to 
Yugos l av i a and p laced h imse l f in the serv ice o f the 
Yugos lavs . He organ ized the host i le broadcasts f r o m 
the socal led «Socia l is t A l b an i a» rad io stat ion. Th i s 
t ra i tor wro te to band i t T i to and comrade K h r u s h 
chev ask ing the la t ter to use his au tho r i t y to e l im i 
nate the leadersh ip o f A l b a n i a headed by En ve r 
Ho xha under the pretext that we were «an t i -Ma r 
xists and Sta l in is ts». F a r f r o m be ing ind ignan t a t the 
letter o f this t ra i tor , comrade Kh r u sh chev expres
sed the op in ion that Pana jo t P l a k u cou ld r e tu rn 
to A l b a n i a on cond i t ion that we do no th ing to h im , 
or he cou ld f i n d po l i t i ca l a s y l um in the Sov ie t 
Un ion . We felt as i f the wa l l s of the K r e m l i n had 
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dropped on our heads, f o r we cou ld never imag ine 
that the F i r s t Secretary of the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee 
of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov ie t U n i o n cou ld 
go so f a r as to support T i to 's agents and t ra i tors 
to our P a r t y against our P a r t y and our people. 

B u t the cu lm ina t i on of our p r inc ip l ed oppos i 
t ion over the Yugos l av issue w i t h comrade K h r u s h 
chev was reached when , faced w i t h our p r inc ip led 
persistence in the exposure of the Be lg rade T i to i te 
agents, he was so enraged that, du r i ng the o f f i c i a l 
ta lks between the two delegat ions in A p r i l 1957, said 
to us ang r i l y : «We suspend the negot iat ions. We 
come to terms w i t h you . Y o u are seek ing to lead us 
to Sta l in 's ways». 

We were disgusted a t such an un f r i e nd l y s tand 
taken by comrade Kh r u sh chev w h o in tended to 
break off the ta lks, w h i c h w o u l d mean an aggra
va t ion o f re lat ions w i t h the A l b a n i a n P a r t y and 
S ta te over the quest ion of the t ra i tors to M a r x i s m -
Len in i sm, the T i to group. We cou ld never have 
agreed on this matter , bu t we, who had been ac
cused of be ing hot-b looded, kept ca lm, fo r we were 
conv inced that we were in the r ight , and not com
rade Kh rushchev , that the l ine we were pu r su ing 
was the correct one, and not that of comrade 
Kh rushchev , that our l i ne w o u l d be con f i rmed again 
by experience, as i t has been con f i rmed many t imes 
over. 

In our op in ion, the counter - revo lu t ion i n H u n 
ga ry was ma i n l y the w o r k o f the T i to i tes . In T i to 
and the Be lg rade renegades, the U.S. imper ia l i s t s 
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had the i r best weapon to destroy the people's de
mocracy i n Hunga r y . 

A f t e r comrade Kh rushchev ' s v is i t to Be lg rade 
in 1955, no more was said about T i to 's unde rm in i ng 
act iv i ty. The counter - revo lu t ion i n H u n g a r y d i d 
not break out unexpected ly . I t was p repared for, we 
might say, qu i te openly, and i t w o u l d be fu t i l e for 
any one to t r y to conv ince us that th is counter - revo
lut ion was p repared in great secrecy. Th i s counter
revo lut ion was prepared by the agents of the T i to 
gang in co l l u s i on w i t h the t ra i to r Imre Nagy , in 
col lus ion w i t h the Hunga r i a n fascists and a l l o f 
them acted open ly under the d i rec t ion of the A m e 
ricans. 

The scheme of the Tito i tes, who were the lea
ders, was for H u n g a r y to be detached f r o m our 
social ist camp, to be tu rned into a second Yugos l a 
via, b e l i n k ed i n a l l iance w i t h N A T O th rough Y u 
goslavia, Greece and Tu r key , to receive a id f r om 
the U.S.A. and, together w i t h Yugos l a v i a and under 
the d i rec t ion of the imper ia l i s ts , to cont inue the 
struggle against the socia l ist camp. 

The counter - revo lut ionar ies w o r k e d open ly in 
Hungary . B u t h o w i s i t that the i r act iv i t ies a t 
tracted no at tent ion? We cannot unders tand how 
i t i s possible fo r T i t o and Ho r thy ' s bands to w o r k so 
freely in a f r a te rna l coun t r y of People 's Democracy 
l ike Hunga r y where the pa r t y was in powe r and the 
weapons of d ic ta torsh ip were in its hands, whe re 
the Soviet a rmy was present. 
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We th ink that the stand taken by comrade 
Kh ru sh chev and the other Sov ie t comrades towards 
H u n g a r y was not clear, because the grea t l y m i s t a 
ken v iews w h i c h they he ld about the Be lg rade 
gang d i d not a l l ow them to see the s i tuat ion cor
rect ly. 

The Sov iet comrades t rusted Imre Nagy, T i to 's 
man . We do not say th is fo r no th ing o r w i thou t 
good grounds. Be fo re the counter - revo lu t ion b roke 
out and w h e n th ings were bo i l i ng up at the «Pe
t ő f i C lub», I happened to pass th rough Moscow, 
and i n conversat ion w i t h Comrade Sus lov to ld h i m 
wha t I had seen on my w a y th rough Budapest . I 
to ld h im , too, that Imre Nagy was desert ing and 
was o rgan i z ing a counter - revo lu t ion at the «Pe tő 
f i C lub». Comrade Sus lov categor ica l ly opposed my 
v iew, and in o rde r to p rove to me that Imre N a g y 
was a good man , pu l l ed out of h is d r awe r Imre 
Nagy ' s f resh «sel f -cr i t ic ism». Nevertheless, I to ld 
Comrade Sus lov that Imre N a g y was a t ra i tor . 

We wonde r and pose the leg i t imate ques t ion: 
W h y do Comrade Kh ru sh chev and Sov ie t comrades 
pay f requent v is i ts to B r i o n i to ta lk w i t h the rene
gade T i to about the Hunga r i a n events? I f the Sov iet 
comrades were cognizant of the fact that the T i t o i -
tes were p repar ing fo r a counter revo lu t ion in a 
coun t r y of our camp, i s i t permiss ib le fo r the l ea 
ders of the Sov ie t U n i o n to go and ta lk w i t h an 
enemy who organizes plots and counter- revo lut ions 
in social ist contr ies? 
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As a commun is t Pa r t y , as a state of People 's 
Democracy, as a membe r of the Wa r s aw T rea ty and 
of the socia l ist camp, we are jus t i f i ed in ask ing 
Comrade Kh ru sh chev and the Sov ie t comrades w h y 
so m a n y meet ings w i t h T i t o a t B r i o n i in 1956, w i t h 
this t ra i to r to Ma r x i sm - Len i n i sm , and not a s ingle 
meet ing w i t h our countr ies, not a s ingle meet ing 
o f the members o f the Wa r s aw T rea ty? W h e n w i l l 
the members of this Wa r s aw T rea t y meet, i f not 
when one of our countr ies is in danger? 

Whe the r to in tervene or not to in tervene w i t h 
arms in H u n g a r y is, we th ink , not w i t h i n the 
competence of one person a lone; seeing that 
we have set up the Wa r s aw Treaty , we shou ld dec i 
de jo int ly , because otherwise it is of no use to speak 
of a l l iance, of the co l lect ive sp i r i t and co l l abora
t ion among the part ies. The Hunga r i a n counter- re
vo lu t i on cost to our camp b lood, i t cost Hunga r y 
and the Sov ie t U n i o n b lood. 

W h y was this b loodshed permi t ted and no steps 
taken to prevent i t ? We are of the op in ion that 
no p r e l im i na r y steps cou ld be taken so long as 
Comrade Kh r u sh chev and the Sov ie t comrades p l a 
ced the i r t rus t in the organ izer o f the Hunga r i a n 
counter - revo lu t ion , the t ra i to r T i to , so long as they 
set so l i t t l e va lue on the abso lute ly necessary r egu 
la r meet ings w i t h the i r f r iends and al l ies, so long 
as they cons idered the i r un i l a te ra l decis ions on mat 
ters that concern us a l l as the on l y correct ones, and 
so l ong as they attached no impor tance whatsoever 
to co l lect ive w o r k and col lect ive decis ions. 
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The P a r t y of Labo r of A l b a n i a is not at a l l 
clear about this matter, h ow th ings developed and 
what decisions were taken. At a t ime when the 
Tito i tes are conduct ing ta lks at B r i o n i w i t h the 
Sov iet comrades, on the one hand, and fever i sh ly 
organ iz ing counter- revo lut ions i n H u n g a r y and A l 
bania, on the other, the Sov iet comrades make not 
the sl ightest ef fort to i n f o rm our leadership, at 
least as a mat ter of f o r m since we are al l ies, on 
wha t i s happen ing or on wha t measures they i n 
tend to take. B u t this is not a case of f o rma l i t y . The 
Sov iet comrades k n o w on ly too we l l wha t the B e l 
grade gang thought o f A l b a n i a and wha t intent ions 
they cher ished. In rea l i ty , not on ly is this s tand of 
the Sov iet comrades to be condemned but it is also 
incomprehens ib le. 

H u n g a r y was a great lesson fo r us, fo r wha t 
was done, and fo r the d rama that was p layed on 
the stage and beh ind the scenes there. We be l ieved 
that the Hunga r i a n counter - revo lu t ion was more 
than enough to show the be t raya l of T i to and his 
gang. We k n o w that m a n y documents are kept loc
ked away and are not b rought to l ight, documents 
that expose the barbarous ac t i v i t y of T i to ' s g roup 
in the Hunga r i a n events. W h y th is shou ld happen 
we do not unders tand. Wha t interests are h idden 
beh ind these documents w h i c h are not b rought 
to l ight but are kep t under lock and key? To con
demn S ta l i n af ter h is death, the most t r i f l i n g i tems 
were searched out, wh i l e the documents that expose 
a v i le t ra i to r l i k e T i to are locked away in a drawer . 
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B u t even after the Hunga r i a n counter - revo lu
t ion, the po l i t i ca l and ideo log ica l f igh t against the 
T i to i te gang, ins tead of becoming more intense, as 
M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m demands, was p layed down , 
lead ing to reconc i l ia t ion, smiles, contacts, mode ra 
t ion and a lmost to kisses. In fact, thanks to this 
oppor tun is t att i tude, the T i to i tes got out of this 
pred icament. 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a was opposed 
to the l ine fo l l owed by Comrade Kh ru sh chev and 
the other comrades towards the Yugos l av rev is io
nists. O u r Pa r t y ' s bat t le aga inst the rev is ionists con
t inued w i t h even more fu ry . M a n y f r iends and 
comrades, pa r t i cu l a r l y the Sov iet and Bu l ga r i an 
comrades, be ing unab le to attack ou r correct l ine, 
r id i cu led us, smi led , and w i t h the i r f r i end l y contacts 
w i t h the Ti to i tes, i so lated our people everywhere . 

We had hoped that, af ter the 7th T i to i te Con 
gress, even the b l i nd , let a lone the Marx i s t s , wou l d 
see w i t h w h o m they we re dea l ing and wha t they 
should do. Un fo r tuna te l y , th ings d i d not t u rn out 
that way . No t l ong af ter the 7th T i to i te Congress, 
the exposure of rev i s i on i sm was toned down . The 
Sov iet theoret i ca l pub l i ca t ions spoke of every k i nd 
of rev is ion ism, even of rev i s i on i sm in Hono l u l u , but 
had ve ry l i t t l e to say about Yugos l a v rev i s ion ism. 
Th i s i s l i k e say ing : «don't see the wo l f before you r 
eyes but look fo r its tracks». S logans were l a un 
ched: «Don ' t speak any more of T i to and his gang, 
for that w i l l f an the i r van i ty», «don't speak any 
more o f T i t o and his group, fo r that w o u l d h a r m 
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the Yugos l av people», «don't speak of the T i to i te 
renegades, fo r T i to makes use of wha t we say to 
mobi l i ze the Yugos l av peoples against our camp», 
etc. M a n y part ies adopted these slogans wh i l e our 
Pa r t y d i d not, and we th i nk we acted correct ly. 

Such a s i tuat ion was created that the press 
of f r i end l y countr ies accepted art ic les f r o m A l b an i an 
wr i te rs on ly p rov ided they made no ment i on of the 
Yugos lav revis ionists. E ve r ywhe re in the countr ies 
of People's Democracy, except in Czechos lovak ia 
where, in genera l , the Czechos lovak comrades as
sessed our act iv i t ies correct ly , our Ambassado r s 
were iso lated in a round about way , because the 
d ip lomats of f r i end l y countr ies p re fe r red to con
verse w i t h the T i to i te d ip lomats wh i l e they hated 
our d ip lomats and d i d not w a n t even to set eyes 
on them. 

A n d th ings wen t so fa r that Comrade K h r u s h 
chev made h is coming to A l b a n i a in M a y 1959 at 
the head of the Sov ie t P a r t y and Gove rnmen t De 
legat ion cond i t iona l on the Yugos l av issue. The f i r s t 
th ing Comrade Kh ru sh chev sa id a t the beg inn ing 
of ta lks in T i r ana was to i n f o rm eve rybody at the 
meet ing that he wou l d not ta lk against the Yugos l a v 
revis ionists, a t h i ng w h i c h no one cou ld compe l 
h im to do, but a statement of this k i n d was i n t en 
ded to show quite open ly that he d isagreed w i t h 
the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a on th is issue. 

We respected the wishes of the guest du r i ng 
the who le t ime he stayed in A l b an i a , regardless 
of the fact that the T i to i te press was h i gh l y e lated 
and d id not f a i l to w r i t e that Kh r u sh chev had shut 
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the mouths of the A l ban i ans . Th is , in fact, res 
ponded to rea l i ty , bu t Comrade Kh r u sh chev was 
very f a r f r o m persuad ing us on th is mat te r and 
the T i to i tes l ea rned tha t qu i te c lear ly , because af ter 
our guest's depar ture f r o m our coun t ry , the P a r t y 
of L abo r of A l b a n i a felt no longer bound by the 
condit ions put upon us by our guest and cont inued 
on its o w n Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t way . 

In h is ta lks w i t h V u k m a n o v i c h Tempo, among 
others, Comrade Kh r u sh chev has compared our 
stand, as f a r as i ts tone is concerned, w i t h that of 
the Yugos lavs and has sa id that he d i d not agree 
w i t h the tone of the A l ban i ans . We consider that 
Comrade Kh rushchev ' s statement to V u k m a n o v i c h -
Tempo, to th is enemy of Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , of the 
social ist camp and of A l b an i a , i s erroneous and 
should be condemned. We ho ld that one shou ld get 
what he deserves a n d we, on our part , d isagree 
w i t h Comrade Kh ru shchev ' s conc i l i a ry tone to
wards the rev is ionists , fo r our people say one 
shou ld speak in a ha r sh tone to the enemy and 
w i t h honeyed tongue to the be loved. 

Some comrades ho l d the erroneous idea that 
we ma i n t a i n this at t i tude towards the T i to i tes be
cause, they c la im, we are a l leged ly eager to ho l d the 
banner of the f ight against r ev i s i on i sm or because 
we v i ew th is p rob l em f r o m a n a r r o w angle, f r om 
a pu re l y na t i ona l angle, therefore, they c l a im , we 
have embarked , i f not a l together on a «chauv in is t 
course», at least on that of «nar row nat iona l i sm». 
The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a has v i ewed and 
v iews the quest ion o f Yugos l a v rev i s i on i sm t h rough 
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the p r i sm of Ma r x i sm - Len i n i sm , i t has v iewed, 
views, and f ights i t as the ma i n danger to the i n 
te rnat iona l commun is t movement , as a danger to 
the un i t y of the social ist camp. 

Bu t wh i l e be ing internat iona l i s ts we are com
munis t of a specif ic country , of A l b an i a . We, A l 
ban ian communists , wou l d not be cal led communis ts 
i f we fa i led to defend cons istent ly and w i t h deter
m ina t i on the f reedom of ou r sacred count ry f r om 
the plots and d ivers ion is t attacks of T i to 's rev is io
n is t c l ique w h i c h are a imed at the invas ion of 
A l ban i a , a fact wh i c h is a l ready k n o w n to everyone. 
C a n i t be permiss ib le fo r us A l b a n i a n communis t s 
to let A l b a n i a become the p rey of T i to, of the U.S. 
imper ia l is ts , of the Greeks or of the Ita l ians. No, 
neve r ! 

Some others advise us not to speak against 
the Yugos lavs , say ing «why are you a f ra id? Y o u 
are defended by the Sov iet Un ion?» We have to ld 
these comrades and te l l t hem aga in that we are 
a f r a i d ne i ther of the Yugos l a v Tro tsky i tes n o r of 
any one else. We have sa id and say i t aga in that 
the Sov iet U n i o n has defended, defends and w i l l 
defend us, but we are Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s and not for 
one moment shou ld we d im i n i s h the st ruggle against 
the revis ionists and imper ia l i s ts un t i l we w ipe 
t hem out of existence. Because i f the Sov iet Un i on 
is to defend you , you must f i r s t defend yoursel f . 

The Yugos lavs accuse us of a l legedly being 
chauvin ists , o f i n te r fe r i ng in the i r i n te rna l affa irs, 
and of demand ing a rect i f i cat ion of the A l b a n i a n -
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Yugos lav borders. A n umbe r of our f r iends t h i nk 
and i m p l y that we A l b a n i a n communis t s s w i m i n 
such waters . We t e l l our f r iends who th i nk thus 
that they are gross ly m i s taken . We are not chau 
vin ists, we have ne i ther demanded nor demand 
rect i f i cat ion o f boundar ies . B u t wha t we demand 
and w i l l c on t i nua l l y d emand f r o m the Ti to i tes, and 
we w i l l expose t hem to the end for this, i s that they 
give up perpe t ra t ing the c r ime of genocide against 
the A l b a n i a n m i no r i t y i n Ko so va and Metoh ia , that 
they g ive up the wh i t e te r ro r against the A l ban i an s 
o f Kosova , that they g ive up d r i v i n g the A l ban i an s 
f r om the i r na t i ve so i l and depor t ing them 'en mas 
se' to Tu r key . We demand that the r ights of the 
A l b an i a n m i no r i t y i n Yugos l a v i a shou ld be recogn i 
zed accord ing to the Cons t i tu t i on of the People 's 
Federa l Repub l i c of Yugos l a v i a . Is th is chauv in i s t 
or M a r x i s t ? 

Th i s i s ou r a t t i tude on these matters . B u t i f 
the T i to i tes speak of peacefu l coexistence, of peace, 
of good ne ighbor l y re lat ions and, on the other hand , 
organize plots, an a r m y of mecenar ies and fascists 
in Yugos l a v i a fo r the purpose of a t tack ing our 
boundar ies and of chopp ing up social ist A l b an i a , 
and sha r ing i t w i t h the G reek monarcho-fasc ists , 
then, we are conv inced that not on ly the A l ban i an s 
in new A l b a n i a bu t also the one m i l l i o n A l ban i an s 
l i v ing unde r T i to ' s bondage w i l l r ise a rms in hand 
to stay the hand o f the c r im ina l . A n d th is i s 
Ma r x i s t and, i f a ny t h i ng happens, this i s wha t w i l l 
be done. The P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a does not 
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permi t any one to p lay at po l i t i cs w i t h the r ights 
of the A l b a n i a n people. 

We do not in ter fere in the i n te rna l a f fa i rs o f 
others but when , as a resul t of the s lacken ing of the 
f ight against Yugos l av rev i s ion ism, th ings go so 
far that there is pub l i shed in a f r i end l y count ry 
l i ke Bu l ga r i a a map o f the Ba l kans in w h i c h A l 
ban ia is inc luded w i t h i n the boundar ies of Federa l 
Yugos lav ia , we cannot keep si lent. We are to ld that 
this happened due to a techn ica l e r ro r of an e m 
ployee, but w h y had this not happened before? 

Bu t th is is not an isolated case. At a meet ing 
in S remska M i t rov i t sa , the band i t Rankov i c h at
tacked A l b a n i a as usua l and cal led i t «a he l l whe re 
barbed w i r e and the boots of f ron t ie r guards re ign 
supreme» c la im ing that the democracy of the 
I ta l ian neofascists was more advanced than ours. 

Rankov i ch ' s words wou l d be of no s ign i f i cance 
to us, but these words were l i s tened to w i t h the 
greatest sereni ty by the Sov iet and Bu l ga r i a n A m 
bassadors to Be lg rade who at tended this meet ing, 
w i thout the i r m a k i n g the sl ightest protest. We p ro 
tested in a comrade ly w a y over this to the Cen t ra l 
Commit tees of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov iet 
Un i on and the Bu l ga r i an Commun i s t Pa r t y . 

In h is letter of rep l y to the Cen t r a l Commi t tee 
of the P a r t y of Labo r of A l ban i a , comrade Z h i v k o v 
dared to reject our protest and ca l l the speech of the 
band i t R ankov i c h a pos i t ive one. We cou ld never 
have imag ined that the F i r s t Secretary o f the C e n 
t ra l Commi t tee o f the Bu l ga r i an Commun i s t P a r t y 
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could descr ibe as pos i t ive the speech of a band i t 
l ike R anko v i c h w h o so gross ly insu l t s socia l ist A l 
bania, l i k en i ng i t to he l l . We no on l y reject w i t h 
contempt this impermiss ib le insu l t by the F i r s t 
Secretary of the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee of the B u l g a 
r ian Commun i s t P a r t y bu t we are dead cer ta in that 
the Bu l g a r i a n Commun i s t P a r t y and the hero ic 
Bu lga r i an people w o u l d be u t t e r l y revo l ted i f they 
came to hear of this. Th ings w i l l not go any too 
we l l i f we a l l ow such gross mistakes towards one 
another. 

We can never, never agree w i t h Comrade 
Kh ru shchev and we protested to h i m at the t ime, 
over the ta lks he had w i t h Sophocles Ven ize los in 
connect ion w i t h the G reek m i no r i t y i n A l b a n i a . 
Comrade Kh r u sh chev i s w e l l aware that the borders 
o f A l b a n i a are inv io lab le and sacred and that 
anyone who touches t hem i s an aggressor. The A l 
ban ian people w i l l f i gh t to the last d rop of the i r 
blood i f any one touches the i r borders. Comrade 
Kh ru shchev was g rave l y m i s taken w h e n he to ld 
Venize los that he had seen G reek and A l ban i an s 
wo r k i ng together as brothers i n K o r ç a . In K o r ç a , 
there is no G reek m i no r i t y whatsoever , bu t there is 
the age-o ld covetousness of the Greeks fo r the K o r 
ça d i s t r i c t as for a l l A l b an i a . The re is a v e r y sma l l 
Greek m i no r i t y i n G j i r o ka s t r a . Comrade K h r u s h 
chev knows that they en joy a l l the r ights, use the i r 
own language, have the i r o w n churches and schools 
in add i t ion to a l l the r ights that the other A l b a n i a n 
cit izens enjoy. 

The ambi t ions of the Greeks, among them those 
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of Sophocles Venize los, the son of E le f ther ios V e -
nize los who murde red A l ban i an s and put who le 
distr icts of southern A l b a n i a n to the torch, the f r en 
z ied G reek chauv in i s t and fa ther of the idea of 
Grea t Greece, a imed a t cu t t i ng up A l b a n i a and 
annex ing i t under the s logan of autonomy, are 
ve ry w e l l k n o w n : Comrade Kh r u s h che v i s we l l 
awa r e of the at t i tude of the P a r t y o f L a b o r o f A l 
bania, o f the A l b a n i a n Gove rnmen t and people on 
th i s quest ion. Then , to f a i l to g ive Sophocles the 
answer he deserves, to pe rm i t the arous ing of hopes 
and i l lus ions and to say that he w i l l t ransmi t to the 
A l b a n i a n comrades the desires of a B r i t i s h agent, a 
chauvin is t , th is is unacceptab le to us and deserves 
condemnat ion . 

Comrade Kh rushchev , we have g iven our rep ly 
to Sophocles Ven ize los a n d we be l ieve y ou have 
learned of th is t h rough the press. We are not 
opposed to you r po l i t i c i z ing w i t h Sophocles V e n i 
zelos but r e f r a i n f r o m po l i t i c i z ing w i t h our boun 
da i r i e s and our r ights, f o r we have not a l l owed nor 
w i l l we a l l ow such a th ing . A n d i t i s not as na t io 
nal ists but as in ternat iona l i s ts that we do this. 

Some may consider these th ings I am te l l ing 
you as out of place, as statements inappropr ia te 
to the leve l of th is meet ing. It w o u l d not have been 
ha rd fo r me to have put together a speech in an 
a l l eged ly theoret ica l tone, to have spoken in gene
ra l izat ions and quotat ions, to have submi t ted a 
repor t in genera l terms in o rder to please you and 
pass my tu rn . 

Bu t to the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a i t seems 
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that this is not the occasion. Wha t I have sa id may 
appear to some as attacks, bu t these are cr i t i c i sms 
wh i ch have pursued the i r p rope r course, w h i c h 
have been made before, w h e n and whe re neces
sary w i t h i n Len in i s t norms. B u t seeing that one 
er ror fo l l ows another, i t w o u l d be a m i s take to 
keep s i lent because att i tudes, deeds and p rac t i ce 
conf i rm, en r i ch and create theory. 

H o w qu i c k l y the Buchares t Conference w a s 
organized and h o w qu i c k l y the Ch inese Commun i s t 
Pa r t y was condemned for «dogmat i sm»! B u t w h y 
has a Conference to condemn rev i s i on i sm not been 
organized at the same speed? 

Has rev i s i on i sm been to ta l l y exposed as the 
Soviet comrades c l a im? No, i n no w a y whatsoeve r ! 
Rev i s i on i sm has been and cont inues to be the p r i n 
c ipa l danger, Yugos l a v rev i s ion i sm has not been 
l iqu idated and the w a y we are dea l ing w i t h i t i s 
leav ing i t a c lear f i e ld fo r a l l fo rms of act ion. 

A n d can i t be said that there are no d i s tu rb ing 
mani festat ions o f mode rn rev i s ion i sm in other 
part ies? A n y o n e w h o says «no» is c los ing his eyes 
to this danger, and one f ine day we w i l l w a k e to 
see that unexpected th ings have happened to us. 
We are Ma r x i s t s a n d shou ld ana lyze our w o r k just 
as L e n i n d i d and taught us to do. He was not 
a f ra id of mistakes, he l ooked t hem in the eye and 
corrected them. Th i s i s the w a y the Bo l shev i k 
Pa r t y was tempered and th is i s the w a y our part ies 
have been tempered. 

Bu t wha t i s happen ing in the ranks o f o u r 
part ies? Wha t i s happen ing in our camp since the 
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20th Congress? Comrade Sus lov may feel op t i 
mist ic, and he expressed th is fee l ing at the October 
Commi t tee meet ing w h e n he reproached the de
legate o f the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b an i a , H y s n i 
Kapo , w i t h pess imism in observ ing events. We, 
A l b an i a n Commun is t s , have not been pess imist ic 
even at the b lackest moments of the h i s tory of our 
pa r ty and people and never w i l l be, but we w i l l 
a lways be real ists. 

M u c h has been sa id about o u r un i ty . Th i s i s 
essent ia l , and we shou ld f igh t to s t rengthen and 
temper it. B u t the fact i s that on m a n y impo r t an t 
issues of p r inc ip le we have no un i ty . 

The P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a is of the op in ion 
that th ings shou ld be re -examined in the l igh t o f 
a Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t analys is and er rors shou ld be 
corrected. Le t us take the quest ion of the c r i t i c i sm 
of S t a l i n and h is wo r k . O u r Pa r t y , as a M a r x i s t -
Len in i s t one, i s f u l l y aware tha t the cul t of the 
i nd i v i dua l i s an a l ien and dangerous man i fes ta t ion 
fo r the part ies and fo r the commun is t movement 
itself. Ma r x i s t part ies shou ld not on ly not pe rm i t 
the development of the cult of the i nd i v i dua l w h i c h 
hampers the ac t i v i t y of the masses, negates the i r 
role, is at var iance w i t h the deve lopment of the 
l i fe o f the pa r t y and w i t h the l aws that govern 
it, but shou ld also f ight w i t h m igh t and m a i n to 
uproot i t when i t begins to appear or has a l ready 
appeared in a speci f ic country . L o o k i n g at i t f r om 
this angle, we f u l l y agree that the cult of the i n d i 
v idua l , S ta l in , shou ld be cr i t i c i zed as a dangerous 
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mani fes ta t ion in the l i fe o f the par ty . B u t in our 
op in ion, the 20th Congress and, especial ly, Comrade 
Kh rushchev ' s secret report d id not put the quest ion 
o f Comrade S ta l i n cor rec t l y i n an object ive M a r 
x i s t -Len in i s t way . 

S t a l i n was severe ly and un ju s t l y condemned 
on th is quest ion by Comrade Kh r u sh chev and the 
20th Congress. Comrade S t a l i n and his w o r k does 
not be long to the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov iet 
U n i o n and the Sov ie t people alone, but to us a l l . 
Jus t as Comrade Kh r u s h che v sa id in Buchares t 
that the d i f ferences are not between the Commun i s t 
P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n and the Ch inese C o m 
mun is t P a r t y bu t between the Ch inese Commun i s t 
P a r t y and in te rna t iona l c ommun i sm , just as i t 
pleases h i m to say that the decis ions of the 20th 
and 21st Congresses we re adopted by a l l the c om
mun i s t and wo r ke r s ' par t ies in the same way , he 
shou ld also be magnan imous and consistent in 
pass ing judgment on Sta l in ' s wo r k so that the c om
munis t and worke r s ' part ies o f the w o r l d cou ld 
adopt it w i t h a clear conscience. 

There cannot be two yards t i cks no r two mea 
sures o f we igh t fo r th is mat ter . Then , w h y was 
Comrade S ta l i n condemned at the 20th Congress 
w i thou t p r i o r consu l ta t ion w i t h the other c o m 
munis t and wo r ke r s ' part ies o f the wo r l d ? W h y 
was this «anathema» pronounced upon S ta l i n a l l 
of a sudden to the commun is t and wo r ke r s ' part ies 
o f the w o r l d and w h y d id many sister part ies l ea rn 
of i t on l y w h e n the imper ia l i s t press pub l i shed 
Comrade Kh rushchev ' s secret report far and w ide? 
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The condemnat ion o f Comrade S ta l i n was i m 
posed on the commun i s t and progress ive w o r l d by 
Comrade Kh rushchev . Wha t cou ld our part ies do 
under these c ircumstances, when unexpected ly , us
i ng the great au tho r i t y of the Sov ie t Un i on , he 
imposed a mat ter of th is k i n d on our b loc? 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a f ound itself i n 
a great d i l emma. It was not conv inced and w i l l 
never be conv inced on the quest ion of condemn ing 
Comrade S ta l i n i n that w a y and i n those fo rms 
that Comrade Kh ru sh chev d i d i t . O u r P a r t y 
adopted, in genera l , the f o rmu l a of the 20th C o n 
gress on this mat te r but, nevertheless, i t d i t not 
st ick to the l im i ta t ions set by the Congress no r d i d 
i t y ie ld to the b l a c kma i l and i n t im ida t i on f r o m 
outside our count ry . 

The P a r t y of Labo r of A l b a n i a ma in ta ined a 
real ist ic s tand on the quest ion of S ta l i n . I t was 
correct and gra te fu l towards this g lor ious M a r x i s t 
against whom , wh i l e he was a l ive, there was no 
one among us «brave enough» to come out and 
cr it ic ize, but w h e n he was dead a great dea l of 
mud was th rown , creat ing i n th is w a y an in to 
lerable s i tuat ion in w h i c h a who le g lor ious epoch 
of the Sov iet U n i o n when the f i rs t social ist S ta te 
in the w o r l d was set up, w h e n the Sov ie t U n i o n 
waxed strong, successful ly defeated the imper ia l i s t 
plots, c rushed the Trotsky i tes , Bukha r i n i t e s and 
the ku l ak s as a class, w h e n the const ruct ion of 
heavy indus t ry and co l lect iv izat ion t r i umphed , i n 
a word , when the Sov iet U n i o n became a colossal 
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power succeeding in bu i l d i ng socia l ism, when i t 
fought the Second W o r l d W a r w i t h legendary he
ro i sm and defeated fasc ism, l ibera ted our peoples, 
when a powe r f u l socia l ist camp was set up, and 
so on and so f o r t h — a l l th is g lor ious epoch of the 
Sov iet U n i o n is left w i t hou t a he lmsman, w i thou t 
a leader. 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a th i nks that i t 
i s no r ight , n o r m a l or Ma rx i s t , to b lot out Sta l in ' s 
name and great w o r k f r o m a l l th is epoch, as i t is 
ac tua l l y be ing done. We shou ld a l l de fend the good 
and i m m o r t a l w o r k o f S ta l i n . He w h o does not 
defend i t is an oppor tun is t and a coward . 

As a person and as the leader of the Bo l shev i k 
Commun i s t Pa r t y , after Len in ' s death Comrade 
S ta l i n was, at the same t ime, the most p rominent 
leader of i n te rna t i ona l c o m m u n i s m he lp ing in a 
ve ry pos i t ive w a y and w i t h great au thor i t y i n 
conso l idat ing and p romot ing the v ictor ies of com
mun i sm throughout the wo r l d . A l l o f Comrade 
Sta l in ' s theoret ica l wo r k s are a f i e r y test imony 
of his l oya l t y to h is teacher of genius, to great 
L en i n and Len i n i sm . 

S ta l i n fought fo r the r ights of the w o r k i n g 
class and the w o r k i n g people in the who l e wo r l d , 
he fought to the end w i t h great cons is tency fo r 
the f reedom of the peoples of o u r countr ies of 
People's Democracy . 

V i e w i n g th ings f r o m th is angle alone, S ta l i n 
belongs to the ent i re commun is t w o r l d and not to 
the Soviet communis ts alone, he belongs to a l l the 
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workers o f the w o r l d and not to the Sov ie t w o r 
kers alone. 

H a d Comrade Kh ru shchev and the Sov ie t com
rades v iewed th is mat te r in th is spir i t , the gross 
mistakes that were made wou l d have been avo ided. 
B u t they v iewed the quest ion o f S t a l i n ve r y s imp l y 
and on ly f r om the i n t e rna l aspect of the Sov iet 
Un i on . But , in the op in ion o f the P a r t y o f L abo r 
o f A l ban i a , even f r o m th is aspect, they v i ewed i t 
in a one-sided way, seeing on ly his mistakes, a lmost 
complete ly pu t t i ng aside h is great act iv i ty , h i s 
ma jo r cont r ibu t ion to the s t rengthen ing of the 
Sov iet Un i on , to the t emper i ng of the Commun i s t 
P a r t y of the Sov ie t Un i on , to the bu i l d i ng of the 
economy of the Sov ie t Un i on , of its indus t ry , i ts 
ko l khoz ian agr icu l ture, to h is l ead ing the Sov ie t 
people to the i r great v i c to r y over G e r m a n fasc ism. 

D i d S t a l i n make mis takes? Of course he d id . 
In so long a pe r i od f i l l ed w i t h hero ism, tr ia ls , 
struggle, t r iumphs, i t i s inev i tab le not on ly fo r 
Joseph S ta l i n persona l l y bu t also fo r the leadersh ip 
as a col lect ive body to m a k e mistakes. W h i c h is 
the pa r t y and who is the leader that can c l a im to 
have made no mistakes in the i r w o r k ? W h e n the 
ex is t ing leadership of the Sov iet U n i o n is c r i t i 
cized, the comrades of the Sov ie t leadersh ip adv ise 
us to look ahead and let bygones be bygones, they 
te l l us to avo id polemics, but w h e n i t comes to 
S ta l in , they not on ly d i d not look ahead but they 
tu rned r ight round, complete ly backward , i n o rder 
to t rack down on l y the weak spots in Sta l in ' s wo rk . 
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The cult of the i nd i v i dua l of S t a l i n should, 
of course be overcome. Bu t can it be said, as it has 
been c la imed, that S t a l i n h imse l f was the sponsor 
of this cu l t of the i nd i v i dua l ? The cul t of the i n d i 
v i dua l shou ld be ove r th rown w i t hou t fa i l , but was 
i t necessary and was i t r ight to go to such lengths 
as to po int the f inger at any one who ment ioned 
Sta l in ' s name, to look askance at any one who used 
a quota t ion f r o m S ta l i n w i t h great speed and zeal? 
Ce r ta i n persons smashed statues ra ised to S ta l i n 
and changed the names of cit ies that had been 
named after h i m . B u t w h y go any fu r the r? A t 
Bucharest , t u rn i ng to the Ch inese comrades, C o m 
rade Kh r u sh chev sa id : « Y o u are catch ing on to a 
dead horse», «Come and get h is bones, i f you wish!» 
These references were to S ta l i n . 

The P a r t y o f Labo r o f A l b a n i a so lemnly de
clares that it is opposed to these acts and to these 
assessments of the wo r k and person of Joseph 
S ta l i n . 

Sov ie t comrades, w h y were these quest ions 
ra ised in this manner and in such a d istorted fo rm, 
wh i l e poss ib i l i t ies ex isted for both Sta l in ' s mis takes 
and those of the leadersh ip to be t reated proper ly , 
to be corrected, w i thou t creat ing such a shock 
in the hearts of the communis t s of the wo r l d , 
wh i c h on ly the sense of d isc ip l ine and the au thor i t y 
o f the Sov iet U n i o n prevented f r om burs t ing out? 

Comrade M i k o y a n has said that we dared not 
cr i t ic ize Comrade S ta l i n w h e n he was a l i ve for he 
wou l d have cu t off our heads. We are sure that 
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Comrade Kh ru shchev w i l l not cut off our heads i f 
we cr i t ic ize h i m ar ight . 

A f t e r the 20th Congress, the events we k n o w 
took place in Po land , the counter revo lu t ion b roke 
out in Hungary , attacks began on the Sov iet sys
tem, d isturbances were aroused in many c o m m u 
nist and worke r s ' part ies of the wo r l d and f i na l l y 
this that has occured. 

We pose the quest ion: W h y d id these th ings 
occur in the in te rna t iona l commun is t movement , 
in the ranks of our camp, af ter the 20th Congress? 
Or do these th ings happen because the leadersh ip 
of the Pa r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a is sectar ian, 
dogmat ic and pess imist ic? 

A th ing of th is k i n d should be of ex t rao rd ina ry 
concern fo r us and we should look for the source 
of and cure this ma lady . But , certa in ly , this s ick
ness can not be cured by pa t t ing the renegade 
T i to on the back no r by pu t t i ng in the Statement 
that modern rev i s ion i sm has been complete ly done 
away w i t h , as the Sov ie t comrades c la im. 

The author i t y of L en i n i sm has been and is de
cisive. It should be establ ished in such a w a y as 
to purge erroneous v iews everywhere and in r a 
d ica l way . There i s no other w a y out fo r us com
munists . I f there are th ings that must and should 
be said outr ight, just as they are, this shou ld be 
done now, at this Conference, before it is too late. 
Communis t s , we th ink, shou ld go to bed w i t h a 
c lear conscience, they shou ld st r ive to consol idate 
the i r un i t y bu t w i thou t keep ing back the i r reser-
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vat ions, w i thou t nu r t u r i ng feel ings of f avo r i t i sm 
and hatred. A commun is t says open ly wha t he feels 
in his heart and matters w i l l be judged correct ly. 

There may be people who w i l l not be pleased 
w i t h what our sma l l P a r t y i s say ing. O u r sma l l 
P a r t y may be isolated, our count ry may be subjec
ted to economic pressure in order to prove, 
al legedly, to ou r people that the i r leadersh ip is no 
good, our P a r t y may be and is be ing attacked, 
M i chae l Sus lov equates the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l 
ban ia w i t h the bourgeois part ies and l i kens its 
leaders to Ke rensky . B u t th is does not i n t im ida te 
us. We have learned some lessons. Rankov i c h has 
not said worse th ings about the P a r t y of Labo r 
of A l ban i a , T i to has cal led us Goebels, but again, 
we are Len in i s ts and they are Trotsky i tes , tra i tors, 
lackeys and agents of imper i a l i sm. 

I w i s h to emphas ize that the P a r t y of Labo r of 
A l b an i a and the A l b a n i a n people have shown in 
pract ice how much they love, how much they 
respect and how l oya l they stand to the Sov iet 
Un i on and the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov iet 
Un ion , and that when the P a r t y o f Labo r o f A l 
bania cr i t ic izes the w r o n g doings of cer ta in Sov ie t 
leaders, that does not mean that our v iews and 
our a t t i tude have changed. We, A lban ians , take the 
courage as Ma rx i s t s to cr i t ic ize these comrades not 
because we hate them but because we th ink h igh ly 
of t hem and because we love above eve ry th ing 
else the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov iet U n i o n and 
the Sov ie t people. 

Th i s i s h ow we love the Sov ie t Un i on , the 
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Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov iet U n i o n and the 
Soviet leadership. W i t h ou r M a r x i s t sever i ty we 
te l l them in a comrade ly way, we open our hearts, 
we te l l them f r a n k l y wha t we th ink . Hypocr i tes we 
have never been nor w i l l ever be. 

In spite of the sever i ty we show, the C o m m u 
nist P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n w i l l ho l d us dear, 
regardless o f errors we m a y make, but the C o m 
mun is t P a r t y o f the Sov iet U n i o n and the other 
communis t and worke r s ' part ies o f the w o r l d w i l l 
not accuse us of l a ck ing s incer i ty, of t a l k i ng beh ind 
the i r backs or of swear ing al legiance to a hund red 
banners. 

In conc lus ion. I w i s h to say a f ew words about 
the dra f t -Statement submi t ted to us by the E d i 
to r i a l Commiss ion . O u r De legat ion took cognizance 
of this draf t and scrut in ized i t carefu l ly . In the 
new draf t -Statement many amendments have been 
made to the f i rs t var ian t submi t ted by the Sov ie t 
Delegat ion wh i c h was taken as a basis of the wo r k 
of the said Commiss ion . W i t h the amendments 
made to it, the new draf t -Statement has been con
s iderab ly improved , many impor tan t ideas have 
been stressed, a numbe r of theses have been f o r m u 
lated more correct ly and the ove rwhe lm ing ma jo 
r i t y of the al lus ions against the Chinese Commun i s t 
P a r t y nave been rejected. 

At the meet ing of this Commiss ion , the De le
gat ion o f our P a r t y offered many suggestions wh i ch 
were pa r t i a l l y adopted. A l t h ough our De legat ion 
was not in agreement that cer ta in impor tan t mat 
ters of p r inc ip le shou ld rema in in the dra f ted do -
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cument , i t gave its consent that this document 
shou ld be submi t ted to th is meet ing, reserv ing its 
r i gh t to express once aga in its v i ews on a l l the 
issues on w h i c h i t d isagreed. A b o v e a l l , we t h i nk 
that those f i ve issues wh i c h r ema in uncoord inated, 
shou ld be sett led so that we m a y d r aw up a do
cument w h i c h has the unan imous app rova l o f a l l . 

We t h i nk that i t i s essent ia l to make c lear in 
the Statement the idea of L en i n expressed recent ly 
by Comrade Mau r i c e Thorez as we l l as by Comrade 
Sus lov in h is speech at the meet ing of the Ed i t o r i a l 
Commis s i on , that there can be an abso lute gua 
rantee of the p roh ib i t i on of w a r on l y w h e n so
c i a l i sm has t r i umphed throughout the w o r l d or, 
at least, in a numbe r of other great imper ia l i s t 
countr ies . A t the same t ime, that pa rag raph wh i c h 
refers to fact ion is t or g roup ac t i v i t y in the in te r 
na t iona l commun i s t movement shou ld be deleted 
since this, as we have po in ted out also at the meet
i ng of the Commis s i on , does not he lp consol idate 
un i ty , on the contrary , i t undermines it. We are 
also in f avo r of de let ing the words re fe r ing to the 
ove r com ing of the dangerous consequences of the 
cu l t of the i n d i v i dua l or else, of add ing the phrase 
«wh i ch occur red in a numbe r of part ies», a th ing 
wh i c h corresponds better to the rea l i ty . 

I do not wan t to take the t ime of th is meet ing 
over th is quest ion and other op in ions wh i c h we 
have on the dra f t -Statement . O u r De legat ion w i l l 
make its concrete r emarks w h e n the d ra f t -S ta te 
ment i tsel f i s under d iscuss ion. 
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We w i l l do we l l and i t w i l l be sa lu ta ry i f we 
t ake the courage at th is conference to look o u r 
mistakes in the face and treat the wounds , w h e r 
ever they may be, bu t w h i c h are th reaten ing to 
become aggravated and dangerous. We do not c on 
s ider i t an offense when comrades cr i t i c i ze us j u s t l y 
and on facts, but we w i l l never, never, accept t ha t 
w i thou t any facts, they m a y ca l l us «dogmat ic», 
«sectarian», «na r row national ists» s imp l y because 
we f ight w i t h persistence against mode rn rev i s i o 
n i sm and, especial ly, against Yugos l a v rev i s i on i sm. 
I f anyone considers our struggle against r ev i s i on i sm 
as dogmat ic o r sectar ian, we say to h im , «Take of f 
you r rev is ion ist spectacles and you w i l l see mo r e 
c lear ly !» 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a th i nks that th i s 
Conference w i l l r ema in an h is tor i c one, f o r i t w i l l 
be a Conference in the t rad i t i on of the Len i n i s t 
Conferences w h i c h the Bo l shev i k P a r t y had o rga 
n ized in order to expose and root r ight out d i s 
torted v iews, in order to s t rengthen and steel the 
un i t y o f our in te rnat iona l c ommun i s t and wo r k e r s ' 
movement on the basis o f Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm . O u r 
P a r t y o f L abo r w i l l cont inue to s t r i ve w i t h deter 
m ina t i on to s t rengthen our un i ty , o u r f r a t e rna l 
bonds, the j o i n t ac t i v i ty of our commun is t and 
worke r s ' part ies, fo r th is is the guarantee of the 
t r i umph of the cause of peace and soc ia l i sm. T h e 
un i t y of the social ist camp headed by the Sov ie t 
Un i on , the un i t y o f the i n te rna t i ona l c ommun i s t 
a n d worke r s ' movement w i t h the g lor ious C o m m u -
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nist P a r t y of the Sov ie t U n i o n at the center, is the 
most sacred t h i ng w h i c h ou r P a r t y w i l l gua rd a s 
the app le o f i ts eye and w i l l s t rengthen more and 
more w i t h each pass ing day. 

(Reproduced from «Important Docu
ments of the Party of Labor of Al
bania», Vol. III). 
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N O T E S 

1) In December 1959, N. Kh rushchev , Head of 
the Sov iet Government , who pre fer red to sett le 
the impor tan t i n te rna t i ona l issues on l y t h r ough 
ta lks w i t h the chiefs o f imper ia l i sm, made a r r a n 
gements th rough d ip lomat i c channels to ca l l a t op -
leve l conference w i t h the par t i c ipa t ion o f the 
Heads o f the Gove rnmen t s o f the U S S R , U S A , 
B r i t a i n and France. Th i s conference was to be he l d 
in M a y 1960, but i t was not he ld because of the 
sabotage of the U.S. imper ia l i s t s and the vac i l l a t i ng 
adventur is t s tand of N. Kh rushchev . 

2) Th r ough this proposa l and the notes the 
Sov iet Gove rnmen t addressed on M a y 25, 1959 to 
the Governments o f A l ban i a , Bu lga r i a , R u m a n i a , 
Yugos lav ia , Tu rkey , Greece, Ita ly, F rance, B r i t a i n 
and the U S A , the creat ion was sought of a zone 
free of nuc lear weapons and miss i les in the B a l k a n s 
and the Ad r i a t i c reg ion. 

3) The reference here is to the documents a p 
proved by the meet ing of the representat ives of t he 
Commun i s t and Worke r s ' Par t ies w h i c h was he l d 
in Moscow in Novembe r 1957. 
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4) In i ts le t ter on J u n e 2, 1960, the CC of the 
C P S U proposed to ca l l a meet ing of the representa
tives of the Commun i s t and Wo r ke r s ' Par t ies of 
the social ist camp towards the end of J une in order 
«to exchange v iews on the p rob lems of the present 
in te rna t iona l s i tuat ion and to map out a fu r the r 
commonl ine». B u t on June 7, 1960, the CC of the 
C P S U , in another letter, expressed the op in ion that 
this meet ing shou ld not be he ld in J une but at a 
date to be set by a p r e l im i na r y ga ther ing of the 
representat ives o f the Commun i s t and Worke r s ' 
Par t ies of the social ist countr ies at the t ime of the 
3rd Congress o f the R u m a n i a n Worke r s P a r t y in 
Bucharest . 

5 ) A t the 2nd P l e n u m o f the CC o f the C P A 
he ld in Be ra t in J une 1944, the delegate of the 
CC o f the Yugos l a v Commun i s t P a r t y hatched up 
a plot beh ind the scenes against the Commun i s t 
P a r t y o f A l b a n i a w i t h the par t i c ipa t ion o f the 
an t i - Pa r t y e lements Se j fu l l a Ma leshova , K o ç i X o x e 
and Pand i K r i s t o . The ma i n object ive o f th is cons
p i racy was to ove r th row the P a r t y leadersh ip 
headed by Comrade E n v e r H o x h a and to replace 
i t w i t h a new p ro -Yugos l av leadersh ip. 

Th i s ob ject ive fa i led to mater ia l i ze because of 
the oppos i t ion o f fe red by most of the members 
o f the CC of the Commun i s t P a r t y o f A l b an i a . 

105 





ENVER H O X H A 

First Secretary of the Central Committee of the 
Party of Labor of A lbania 

SPEECH 

DELIVERED AT THE TIRANA FESTIVE 
MEETING COMMEMORATING THE 20th 
ANNIVERSARY OF THE FOUNDING OF 
THE PARTY OF LABOR OF ALBANIA 
AND THE 44th ANNIVERSARY OF THE 

GREAT OCTOBER SOCIALIST 
REVOLUTION ON NOVEMBER 7, 1961 

( E x c e r p t s ) 

107 





Dea r comrades, 

We are ce lebrat ing the 20th ann ive rsa ry of ou r 
P a r t y i n new in te rna t i ona l cond i t ions ve r y f a vou 
rab le to the forces of peace, democracy and soc ia
l i sm. Twen t y years ago, w h e n the A l b a n i a n C o m 
mun i s t P a r t y was founded, the w o r l d was ru l ed by 
the capi ta l is t sys tem — a system of oppress ion and 
w i l d exp lo i ta t ion o f peoples. The Sov iet Un i on , the 
f i rs t coun t ry of v i c to r ious soc ia l ism, was at that 
t ime enc i rc led on a l l s ides by capi ta l i s t countr ies. 
Who le cont inents we re su f fe r ing unde r the co lon ia l 
yoke of imper i a l i sm. The most react ionary forces 
of bourgeois ie, the fascist and mi l i t a r i s t states, i n 
c i ted by the most aggressive c i rc les of i n te rna t iona l 
imper i a l i sm, had un leashed the Second W o r l d War , 
they had put under the i r yoke who le nat ions and, 
l i ke w i l d beasts, they were rush ing against the 
o f f spr ing of the great October Soc ia l i s t Revo lu t i on 
— the Sov ie t Un i on . 

Today , a f te r 20 years, great rad i ca l changes 
have taken place in the wo r l d . O w i n g to the G rea t 
Pa t r i o t i c W a r o f the Sov ie t peoples, in the f i rs t 
place, there was ach ieved the h is tor i c v i c to r y over 
fasc i sm; the Sov ie t U n i o n became the l i bera tor o f 
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the ens laved Eu ropean peoples. N e w states b roke 
away f r om the capita l is t system and emba rked 
on the road of soc ia l ism. The people's revo lu t i on 
t r i umphed in Ch i n a ; this i s the greatest h is tor i c 
event af ter the October Soc ia l is t Revo lu t i on . S o 
c ia l i sm came out of the borders of a s ingle country 
and became a w o r l d system stretch ing f r o m the 
Ad r i a t i c coasts to the coasts of the Pac i f i c Ocean; 
this is the greatest h is tor i c v i c to ry of the i n te rna 
t iona l w o r k i n g class. 

The w o r l d social ist system, w h i c h inc ludes i n 
its fo ld over 1 b i l l i o n people w i t h a b ig economic 
and m i l i t a r y potent ia l con t inua l l y g r ow i ng a t u n 
precedented rates, has become today the decis ive 
factor in the deve lopment of the w o r l d h is tory . I t 
exerts a t remendous in f luence on the w o r l d ; i t has 
become a great at t ract ive and revo lu t ionaz ing force. 

The w o r l d social ist sys tem i s show ing w i t h 
every passing day its ind isputab le super io r i t y over 
the cap i ta l i s t system. It has become the sh ie ld of 
a l l the progress ive forces of the wo r l d , the i m 
pregnable bu lwa r k of f reedom and peace, demo
cracy and socia l ism. 

The i r res is t ib le deve lopment of soc ia l i sm and 
the upsurge of the nat iona l - l i be ra t ion struggle of 
the peoples inev i tab ly led to the col lapse of the co 
lon ia l s lavery system of imper i a l i sm. F o r t y - two 
new states w i t h a tota l popu la t ion of more than 
1 b i l l i on and 200 m i l l i on have w o n f reedom and 
nat iona l i ndependence . Wh i l e af ter the f i rs t w o r l d 
w a r the countr ies ens laved and contro l led by i m 
per ia l i sm made up more than 77 per cent of the 
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t e r r i t o ry o f the w o r l d and accounted fo r about 
70 per cent of the w o r l d popu la t i on n o w such 
countr ies occupy on l y over 10 per cent of the area 
and account for about 3 per cent of the w o r l d 
popu la t ion. The d isso lut ion of the co lon ia l system 
of impe r i a l i sm is the second greatest event af ter 
the estab l i shment of the w o r l d social ist system. 

As a resu l t of the estab l i shment and conso l i 
dat ion of the w o r l d system of soc ia l ism, and of the 
d isso lut ion of the co lon ia l system of imper ia l i sm, 
the sphere of domina t i on of impe r i a l i sm has been 
great ly na r rowed , i ts genera l cr is is has fu r the r 
deepened, a l l i ts i n te rna l and ex te rna l class and 
na t iona l contrad ic t ions have sharpened. Today i m 
per i a l i sm i s no more the on l y ru l e r and a l l - power fu l 
ru le r in the wo r l d . I t can no more l o r d over it. 
Its laws do not operate eve rywhere in the wo r l d . 
In f ron t o f the capita l is t system w h i c h i s head ing 
towards i ts inev i tab le doom, there stands powe r f u l 
and i nv inc i b l e the w o r l d system of soc ia l i sm round 
wh i ch there have ra l l i ed and cont inue to r a l l y 
a l l the revo lu t i ona ry and ant i - imper ia l i s t forces 
wh i ch are s t r i v i ng fo r the na t iona l and socia l l i 
berat ion. 

Such is the rea l i t y of our days and this rea l i ty 
conv inc ing l y shows that the rat io of forces in the 
wo r l d today has rad i ca l l y and def in i te ly changed 
to the advantage of soc ia l i sm and to the det r iment 
of impe r i a l i sm . The forces of soc ia l ism, the forces 
of na t i ona l l i bera t ion , peace and democracy are 
super io r to the forces of imper i a l i sm, co lon ia l i sm, 
wa r and react ion. A l l these th ings have created 
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in the w o r l d a new s i tuat ion, ve r y favourab le con
d i t ions to car ry out even more successful ly the 
st ruggle against imper ia l i sm, fo r peace a n d fo r the 
accompl i shment of the social ist, nat iona l - l ibera t ion , 
democrat ic and people's revo lut ions. 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a recognizes and 
understands the deep changes that have taken place 
in the wo r l d , the new condi t ions and phenomena 
that have ar isen. B u t we reject a l l and eve ry 
at tempt be ing made by the present-day rev is ion ists 
who , under the slogans of the «creat ive in te rp re 
tat ion o f M a r x i s m in the new condit ions», are 
spread ing the i r fa lse and oppor tun i s t i c v i ewpo in t s ; 
they are seeking to sel l them as a fu r the r deve lop
ment of Ma r x i sm , and they hasten to s t igmat ize 
as dogmatist, sectar ian and adventurer anyone who 
goes on record against such v iewpo in ts . These are 
k n o w n tactics. The re i s no th i ng new, no th ing o r i 
g ina l i n this. A l l the rev is ion ists and opportunists , 
beg inn ing w i t h Berns te in and end ing w i t h T i to , 
under the guise of the «changes in the s i tuat ion» 
and of the «new phenomena», have denied the 
basic pr inc ip les o f M a r x i s m . As V. I . L en i n used 
to say, by a lways mask i ng themselves under the 
s logan of the f ight against dogmat ism, us ing «the 
ca t ch -word : dogmatist», they have r isen against 
M a r x i s m . 

F r o m the changes that have occurred in the 
wor ld , there must be d r awn correct, revo lu t ionary , 
Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t conc lus ions: there must be d r a w n 
such conclus ions as not to create re formis t and 
pacif ist i l lus ions and weaken the struggle against 
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imper i a l i sm, but to s t rengthen ever more this just 
s t rugg le : there must be d r a w n such conclus ions 
as not to al ienate the peoples f r o m the cause of 
revo lu t ion , but b r i ng them ever closer to it, not 
d i ve r t t hem f r o m the struggle fo r the i r na t i ona l 
l i bera t ion , but raise this s t ruggle to an ever h igher 
leve l . 

Let us take the p rob l em of w a r and peace. 
Does i t mean that the change in the ba lance of 
power to the advantage of soc ia l i sm has b rought 
about also a change in the nature of imper i a l i sm, 
that impe r i a l i sm has been t ied up hands and feet, 
that i t is unab le to do any th ing , to un leash wars and 
under take var ious aggressive act ions? Such a con
c lus ion i s not on l y erroneous, but also v e r y h a r m 
fu l . The underes t imat ion of the forces of the enemy 
and the overes t imat ion of our o w n forces weakens 
our v ig i l ance and pushes us in to dangerous ad 
ventures, just as the underes t imat ion of our o w n 
forces a n d the overes t imat ion of the forces of the 
enemy leads to unp r i nc i p l ed concessions, to mistakes 
and opportun is t att i tudes. P roceed ing f r o m the rea l 
balance of forces in the w o r l d today, our P a r t y 
has po inted out and cont inues to po in t out that 
in the quest ion of w a r and peace both eventua l i t ies 
mus t be cons idered and we must be prepared fo r 
both, fo r w a r be ing prevented, as we l l as fo r i t 
be ing un leashed on the par t o f the imper ia l i s ts . 
Ou r deep conv ic t ion that at the present t ime a 
wo r l d w a r and other agg re s s i v e wa r s w h i c h impe 
r i a l i sm unleashes can be prevented is by no means 
based on the «good intent ions» of the leaders of 
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imper ia l i sm, but on the t remendous economic, po 
l i t i ca l and m i l i t a r y power o f the m igh t y social ist 
camp, on the un i t y and struggle of the in te rna t iona l 
wo r k i ng class, on the resolute ef for ts of the peoples 
o f the who le wo r l d against the imper ia l i s t w a r 
mongers, on the un i t y and compactness of a l l the 
peace- lov ing forces. 

D u r i n g a l l the years of the ex is tence of the 
people's power, the Gove rnmen t of the People 's 
Repub l i c of A l b a n i a has reso lute ly and cons istent ly 
pursued a fore ign po l i cy w h i c h has f u l l y met the 
interests of ou r peop le and country, the interests 
of f reedom and na t iona l independence, as we l l as 
the interests of the who le camp of soc ia l ism and 
of the cause of peace and progress of h uman so
ciety. The foundat ion of the fore ign po l i cy of the 
Pa r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a has a lways been and 
remains to be : constant s t rengthen ing of the re 
lat ions of f r iendsh ip , f r a te rna l cooperat ion and 
mutua l support and assistance w i t h the countr ies o f 
the social ist camp headed by the Sov iet U n i o n ; 
support fo r the nat iona l - l iberat ion , ant i - imper ia l i s t 
and ant i -co lon ia l struggle of the oppressed peoples 
and nat ions, as we l l as fo r the revo lu t i ona ry 
struggle o f the w o r k i n g people in the capi ta l is t 
countr ies; efforts to secure re lat ions of peacefu l 
coexistence of the People 's Repub l i c of A l b a n i a 
w i t h the capi ta l is t countr ies espec ia l ly w i t h the 
ne ighbour ing countr ies; efforts f o r the p rese rva 
t ion and conso l idat ion o f peace in the w o r l d and 
in the B a l k an and Ad r i a t i c a rea; exposure o f the 
po l i cy o f w a r and aggression pursued by the i m -
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per ia l ist powers headed by the Un i t ed States of 
Ame r i c a and the i r par tners and tools r ound ou r 
country , such as the I ta l i an imper ia l i s ts , the G reek 
monaroho-fasc ists and the Yugos l a v rev is ionists . 

In the fore ign po l i cy ou r P a r t y and G o v e r n 
ment have a lways marched hand i n hand w i t h 
the other social ist countr ies in the i r ef for ts f o r 
the preservat ion and s t rengthen ing of the wo r l d 
peace. They have a lways approved and energet i 
ca l l y suppor ted the genera l l i ne of the fore ign 
po l i cy of the Sov ie t U n i o n and a l l the o ther so
c ia l is t countr ies fo r the sett lement of the most i m 
por tant i n te rna t iona l prob lems. A n d this fore ign 
po l i cy of the People 's Repub l i c of A l b a n i a has 
a lways met w i t h the f u l l app rova l o f the Sov iet 
Un i on and the other social ist countr ies wh i c h have 
a lways cons idered it as a correct po l i cy to the ad 
vantage of ou r common cause. 

Bu t o f late, N . Kh r u sh chev and company tu rned 
the i r coat and are accus ing us at t imes of being 
«adventur is ts and warmongers» and at t imes of a 
«rapprochement» w i t h impe r i a l i sm . Those who are 
accus ing us, besides s landers and invent ions, have 
no argument , not a s ingle fact to prove that the 
fore ign po l i cy o f the People 's Repub l i c o f A l b a n i a 
has changed. No t h i n g has changed in our fore ign 
pol icy. O u r at t i tude also has not changed ei ther in 
regards the quest ions of w a r and peace, or in r e 
gards our re lat ions w i t h the other States, and 
especia l ly w i t h the ne ighbour ing States, o r in re 
gards the struggle against impe r i a l i sm and for the 
exposure of the Yugos l a v rev is ion ists . 
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Twen t y years o f l i fe and revo lu t i ona ry s t rugg le 
of the Pa r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a reject a l l these 
base s landers and invent ions w h i c h have caused 
a p ro found ind igna t ion to and have i r r i t a ted our 
people who have hero i ca l l y fought and cont inue 
to f igh t against impe r i a l i sm and its henchmen . 
Those who accuse and s lander the P a r t y of L a b o r 
of A l b an i a and its leadersh ip are unab le to adduce 
even a s ingle fact that cou ld prove the i r a l legat ions, 
wh i l e we are in a pos i t ion to present many docu 
mented facts c lear ly show ing the i r es t rangement 
f r om the posit ions of M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and of t he 
struggle against imper i a l i sm. We have never che
r ished i l lus ions about our enemies, we have not 
embraced and k issed them, we have not f la t tered 
them and we have not caressed them, we have 
never bowed to them. O u r P a r t y and Gove rnmen t 
have a lways ma in ta ined a f i rm , pr inc ip led , M a r 
x i s t -Len in i s t s tand towards the enemies of peace 
and soc ia l i sm; they have sha rp l y and constant ly 
exposed the imper ia l i s ts , whe the r U.S. or B r i t i s h , 
F r ench o r I ta l ian, and the i r po l i cy o f w a r and 
aggress ion; they have been i r reconc i l ab le w i t h 
and have energet ica l ly and unreserved ly suppor ted 
the just cause of the peoples w h o have r i sen in 
struggle against imper i a l i sm. They have rendered 
a l l the i r suppor t to the f ra te rna l A l ge r i an , Cuban , 
Congolese, Lao t i an and other peoples in the i r sacred 
struggle against imper i a l i sm, reso lute ly condemn ing 
a l l the aggress ive attempts of imper i a l i sm. 

F o r a l l th is «good» w h i c h ou r P a r t y has done 
to imper i a l i sm du r i ng these 20 years, i t has been 
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r ewarded by i t and i ts tools w i t h a f ierce and r e 
lentless f ight w h i c h they have ca r r i ed out against 
the People 's Repub l i c o f A l b a n i a th rough cont i 
nuous p lo t and provocat ions, t h rough d ive rs ion , 
b l a ckma i l and successive s landers. 

They accuse us of be ing a f r a i d of imper i a l i sm, 
of be ing a f ra id to assume respons ib i l i t y fo r the 
sett lement o f impo r t an t i n te rna t iona l quest ions. By 
this they mean the conc lus ion of a peace t rea ty 
w i t h G e r m a n y a n d the sett lement o f the West 
B e r l i n p rob lem. The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a and 
the Gove rnmen t o f the People 's Repub l i c o f A l b a 
n i a have not feared and neve r fear impe r i a l i sm; 
they have not feared and never fear the i r respon
s ib i l i t y as a social ist coun t ry and as a member of 
the Wa r s aw T rea t y and they have honou rab l y a n d 
s t r i c t l y f u l f i l l ed t he i r in ternat iona l i s t tasks. The 
at t i tude o f the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a and the 
Gove rnmen t of the People 's Repub l i c of A l b a n i a 
towards the G e r m a n issue i s k n o w n to the who l e 
wo r l d , i t i s conta ined i n m a n y pub l i c l y k n o w n do 
cuments. The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a and t h e 
Gove rnmen t o f the People 's Repub l i c o f A l b a n i a 
have a lways suppor ted and cont inue to reso lute ly 
suppor t the ef for ts o f the Sov ie t U n i o n and the 
G e r m a n Democra t i c Repub l i c fo r a peacefu l set
t lement o f the G e r m a n p rob lem. The v i ewpo in t o f 
our P a r t y and Gove rnmen t has been and rema ins 
that the conc lus ion of a peace t reaty w i t h G e r m a n y 
and the so lu t ion on th is basis also of the West B e r 
l i n p rob l em are ind ispensab le measures, l ong s ince 
r ipe and in the interests o f the People 's Repub l i c o f 
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A l b a n i a , o f the G e r m a n Democra t i c Repub l i c , o f the 
other social ist countr ies, in the interests of peace 
and secur i ty i n Europe . We have stood and s tand 
for the ear l iest possible sett lement of these p r o 
b lems because any procras t ina t ion is on l y to the 
advantage of our enemies. The dec la ra t ion of the 
Cen t r a l Commi t tee o f the P a r t y o f L a b o r o f A l b a 
n i a concern ing the G e r m a n quest ion pub l i c l y stated 
that « in a n y s i tuat ion and a t any dangerous momen t 
we sha l l f i gh t to the end a longs ide w i t h the Sov ie t 
Un i on and the other f r a te rna l countr ies; i r respect i 
ve of any sacr i f i ce on every occasion and as a lways 
we sha l l so l idar ize w i t h t hem to the end and ho 
nou rab l y d ischarge our duty». Su ch has been, i s 
a n d w i l l r ema in the stand o f our P a r t y and ou r G o 
vernment . 

Then the quest ion ar ises: W h o fears indeed, 
who is a f r a i d of the respons ib i l i t y f o r the sett le
ment of the G e r m a n issue, w h o is d ragg ing i t on? 
We that have stood and cont inue to stand for i ts 
ear l iest possible so lut ion or our accusers who have 
backed out on this quest ion and have dragged i t 
out f r o m year to year? 

Or let us take the d i sa rmament p rob lem. It is a 
matter of common knowledge that our Gove rnmen t 
has supported the Sov ie t Un ion ' s p roposa l for a t o 
ta l and complete d i sa rmament because as l ong as 
the arms ex is t and the a rmament race is be ing con
ducted, as long as a to ta l and complete d i s a rma 
ment is not effected, there is no secur i ty fo r peace. 
T h e Soviet Gove rnment , j o in t l y w i t h our G o v e r n 
ment, have fo rwarded the proposa l to conver t the 

118 



Ad r i a t i c and the Ba l kans in to a peace area, w i t hou t 
bases fo r a tomic weapons a n d rockets. B u t the p ro 
posals of the Sov ie t U n i o n and the social ist coun 
tr ies fo r a to ta l a n d complete d i sa rmament and f o r 
the creat ion of peace areas have been rejected by the 
imper ia l i s t powers. In such condi t ions ou r G o v e r n 
ment has suppor ted and f u l l y supports the Sov ie t 
Gove rnment ' s dec is ion on the resumpt ion o f the n u 
c lear weapon tests as a v e r y impor tan t and i nd i s 
pensable measure fo r the secur i ty of the Sov ie t 
U n i o n and the who l e social ist camp, fo r b r i d l i ng 
the imper i a l i s t powers headed by the Un i t e d S t a 
tes o f A m e r i c a and the B o n n revenge-seekers, w h o 
have in tens i f ied to the m a x i m u m the f renz ied a r 
maments race and the fever i sh preparat ions fo r a 
new w o r l d wa r . We are aware that d i sa rmament 
is a d i f f i cu l t p rob l em. To force its so lut ion upon the 
imper ia l i s ts , great ef forts must be made as we l l as 
resolute s t rugg le mus t be waged by the social ist 
countr ies and a l l the peace- lov ing forces. B u t 
N. Kh rushchev , ins tead of pu r su i ng such a correct 
path, is seek ing to d i sa rm a social ist count ry such 
as the People 's Repub l i c o f A l b an i a , w h i c h i s e n 
c i rc led on a l l parts by enemies. By weaken i ng the 
defens ive m igh t o f the People 's Repub l i c o f A l b a n i a 
he damages not o n l y the interests of ou r count ry , 
but also those of the ent i re camp of soc ia l ism. A n d 
a l l th is is done at a t ime w h e n the U.S. 6th f leet is 
r oam ing about l i k e a monster in the Med i t e r r anean , 
when U.S. rocket bases have been estab l i shed in 
Greece and Ita ly, w h e n the N A T O forces are f e 
ve r i sh l y con t i nu ing the i r a rmaments race, w h e n the 
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imper ia l i s ts and revenge-seekers o f West G e r m a n y 
are sabrerat t l ing and ser ious ly endanger ing the 
wo r l d peace. The A l b a n i a n Gove rnmen t was not 
gu i l t y o f and bore no respons ib i l i t y fo r this. Bu t , 
a t any case N. Kh ru sh chev shou ld by no means go 
to such lengths as to open ly inc i te the imper ia l i s t s 
and var ious react ionar ies against a social ist count ry 
such as the People 's Repub l i c of A l b an i a . Howeve r , 
t he defense of the A l b a n i a n borders is f u l l y 
ensured. 

In condi t ions when there exist in the w o r l d s ta 
tes w i t h d i f ferent socia l systems, the on ly just p r i n 
ciple to govern the re lat ions between them is the 
pr inc ip le of peacefu l coexistence, a p r inc ip le out l ined 
by L en i n and imp lemented also by S ta l i n . O u r P a r 
ty of Labo r has a lways thought and th inks tha t the 
po l i cy o f peacefu l coexistence meets the v i t a l i n 
terests of a l l the peoples, both of the social ist and 
capita l ist countr ies; i t meets the a i m of the f u r t he r 
s t rengthening of the posit ions of soc ia l i sm and u n i 
versa l peace. Therefore, this p r inc ip le under l ies the 
relat ions of our social ist state w i t h the other n o n -
social ist states. 

I t is absu rd to accuse our P a r t y and socia l ist 
State of a l leged ly s tand ing against peacefu l coex is
tence. Th i s s lander is re futed by the ent i re p rac t i 
cal ac t i v i ty of ou r State in the f ie ld of fo re ign po l i 
cy. We are not opposed to the pr inc ip le of peace
f u l coexistence, but we do not agree w i t h some op 
por tun is t v iewpo in ts of N. Kh ru sh chev and his 
fo l lowers who consider the peacefu l coexistence as 
the genera l l ine of fo re ign po l i cy of the social ist 
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countr ies, as the m a i n road to the v i c to ry of so c i a 
l i sm on a w o r l d scale, w h o fo r the sake of peace
f u l coexistence renounce the struggle for the e x p o 
sure o f imper i a l i sm, w h o negate a lmost complete ly 
the ideo log ica l and po l i t i ca l s t ruggle against the 
Yugos l a v rev i s ion i sm unde r the pretext that in 
some fo re ign po l i cy issues Yugos l a v i a supports the 
Sov ie t proposals. Such an in terpre ta t ion of peacefu l 
coexistence is erroneous and an t i -Ma rx i s t because 
i t leads to the den ia l of the class struggle. The co r 
rect imp lementa t i on of the po l i cy of peacefu l coexis
tence, i m p l y i n g also the exposure of impe r i a l i sm 
and its po l i cy o f w a r and aggression, must p romote 
the deve lopment of the struggle of the w o r k i n g 
class of the cap i ta l i s t countr ies, as we l l as the n a 
t iona l - l i bera t ion movement in the co lon ia l and de
pendent countr ies. On the i r part, the successes of 
the revo lu t i ona ry class and na t iona l - l i be ra t ion 
struggle, by n a r r ow i ng and weaken i ng the posit ions 
of imper i a l i sm, promote the cause of peace and 
peacefu l coexistence. The commun is t part ies in the 
capita l is t countr ies, pa ra l l e l w i t h the struggle to 
force the po l i cy of peacefu l coexistence on the bou r 
geois governments of the i r countr ies, are wag i ng 
at the same t ime the class struggle fo r the ove r 
th row of the bourgeois power, fo r the t rans i t i on to 
soc ia l i sm accord ing to the speci f ic condi t ions of 
every country . 

As regards the fo rms of t rans i t i on to soc ia l ism, 
N . Kh r u sh chev bad l y compl icated th is quest ion, 
too, at the 20th Congress and later. He a lmost r a i 
sed to abso lute the peacefu l w a y of the seizure of 
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power by the wo r k i ng class, and thus the i l l us ion 
was created that a l legedly the w o r k i n g class and 
its commun is t pa r t y wou l d be able to take power 
in the i r hands on l y by secur ing a pa r l i amen ta ry 
ma jo r i t y . Such theses were approved on ly by the 
revis ionists and var ious opportunists who used them 
to jus t i fy the i r an t i -Ma r x i s t v iewpo in ts . We . the 
A l b a n i a n communists , have never been and are 
not a p r i o r i opposed to the peacefu l way. B u t the 
teachings of Ma r x i sm - Len i n i sm , the h is tor i ca l expe
r ience and the rea l i t y of the present days teach us 
that, to secure the v i c to ry of the cause of soc ia l ism, 
the w o r k i n g class and its pa r ty mus t prepare t hem
selves s imul taneous ly fo r both eventua l i t ies — the 
peaceful w a y and the non-peacefu l one. To take 
one's bear ings on ly f r om one of these eventual i t ies 
i t means to embark on an erroneous path. O n l y by 
ge t t ing we l l prepared, especia l ly fo r the non-peace
f u l way , the chances g row also for the peacefu l 
w a y . 

Th is i s how we unders tand the peacefu l co
existence and its connect ion w i t h the class struggle. 
Th i s i s how we unders tand and imp lement the po 
l i c y of peacefu l coexistence w i t h the other non-so
c ia l is t states, and in the f i rs t place w i t h our ne i gh 
bours. 

I t i s s t range that N i k i t a Kh ru sh chev and his 
fo l lowers demand f r om us that we shou ld put in to 
effect the peacefu l coexistence w i t h our G reek 
neighbors. They accuse us of not ma r ch ing a long 
the same road w i t h them as regards the proposa ls 
f o r the d i sarmament of the B a l k a n countr ies, they 
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accuse us of not m a k i n g efforts «for a B a l k a n u n 
ders tand ing»; they j o i n the chorus o f T i t o and 
K a r aman l i s that we are a l leged ly the «warmongers 
of the Ba l kans» at a t ime when Greece cont inues 
to cons ider herse l f in a «state of wa r» w i t h A l b a n i a , 
when she advances te r r i t o r i a l c la ims towards ou r 
coun t ry and i s p lo t t ing to attack A l b an i a , w h e n 
monarcho- fasc is t Greece has become a fortress a r 
med to the teeth by the A m e r i c a n imper ia l i s t s 
against ou r socia l ist countr ies. The charges of ou r 
cr i t ic izers are groundless, f o r no reasonable m a n 
can t h i nk that l i t t l e A l b an i a , enc i rc led as she is by 
wo lves w h i c h fo r 17 years in succession have sought 
to swa l l ow her al ive, does not s tand for peace and 
d i sarmament . 

H o w much monarcho-fasc is t Greece d i sa rmed 
and to wha t extent the hopes of those be l i ev ing in 
such a th i ng we re real ized, th is is a mat te r of c o m 
mon knowledge, i t i s shown by l i fe, but that we 
shou ld avo id c r i t i c i z ing N i k i t a Kh r u sh chev (and th is 
c r i t i c i sm was made by us in a comrade ly way) when 
he gives hopes to Sophocles Ven ize los fo r an « a u -
tonomy of Sou th A lban ia» , th i s w o u l d be a treason 
on our part . N i k i t a Kh r u sh chev d i d not l i k e ou r 
just c r i t i c i sm. Th i s i s the least ev i l . B u t he tu rned 
our c r i t i c i sm into a counter-charge, accus ing us of 
a l leged ly s lander ing the Sov ie t Un i on , w h i c h has 
l ibera ted us and is de fend ing us. This , of course, is 
mach iave l l i an . B u t la ter the dev i l showed aga in 
his horns. A t the t ime when the Amer i cans , G r eek s 
and T u r k s we re ca r r y i ng out the i r large-scale m i 
l i t a r y manoeuvres a round the borders o f A l b a n i a 
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and Bu lga r i a , N. Kh rushchev , in his statement to 
the «New Y o r k T imes» reporter, Su l tzberger , on 
September 10th, 1961, t ex tua l l y sa id : « Y o u (Ame 
ricans) have establ ished bases also in Greece and 
y o u are threaten ing f r o m there our a l l y Bu lga r i a» . 
Has not perhaps monarcho-fasc is t Greece ins ta l led 
rockets also against A l b an i a ? H o w long is i t that 
N i k i t a Kh ru shchev has decided that A l b a n i a shou ld 
be no more an a l l y of the Sov iet U n i o n ? Th i s is 
monstruous. A r e these un impor tan t quest ions? Is 
i t permiss ib le to the F i r s t Secretary of the Cen t r a l 
Commi t tee of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov ie t 
U n i o n and the P r ime M in i s t e r o f the Sov ie t Un i on , 
even i f he and social ist A l b a n i a were at daggers 
d rawn, to open ly te l l the G reek react ion that soc ia
list A l b an i a i s no more an a l ly of the Sov iet U n i o n 
and i n f o rm president K e n n e d y that «the re lat ions 
between the Sov iet U n i o n and A l b a n i a have dete
r iorated»? 

It is we, therefore, accord ing to some, that v i ew 
things as «sectar ian nat ional ists», wh i l e others, w h o 
speculate on the interests of our people, are M a r 
x ists. Tomor row, these same cr i t ic izers may ho ld us 
responsib le also fo r the losses in e lect ion of the 
Greek progress ive pa r t y — E D A . Do perhaps these 
se l fs ty led Ma rx i s t s th ink that we shou ld hand the 
keys of our coun t ry to the G reek monarcho-fasc is ts 
so that «their l ine of peacefu l coexistence» m a y w i n 
or the se izure of power in Greece «in a peacefu l and 
pa r l i amen ta ry way» m a y be ach ieved? No , they 
shou ld not expect th is f r o m us. These se l fs ty led 
Ma rx i s t s shou ld not forget that the P a r t y o f L a b o r 
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o f A l b a n i a and the A l b a n i a n people have shown 
the i r great i n te rna t i ona l i sm by sav ing tens of t hou 
sands of heroes of the G r eek people and of the 
G reek Commun i s t P a r t y who , we are cer ta in , do 
not spi t the horse af ter hav i ng crossed the r iver . 

Su ch i s the fo re ign po l i cy that has been pu r 
sued by ou r P a r t y and ou r Gove rnment . Such are 
our v iewpo in ts about the prob lems of the present-
day w o r l d deve lopment . I t i s prec ise ly for these 
at t i tudes and these v i ewpo in t s that we are c r i t i c i 
zed, i t i s f o r this that N. Kh r u sh chev at tacked us 
at the 22nd Congress of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the 
Sov ie t Un i o n . In th is way , he f i rs t , un i la te ra l l y , 
made pub l i c ou r disputes, p rov i d i ng weapons to 
the enemy and assuming thereby a heavy h is tor ic 
respons ib i l i t y as a sp l i t ter of the un i t y of the i n 
ternat iona l commun is t movement and of the soc ia
l i s t camp. O u r P a r t y o f L abo r has never pub l i c l y 
expressed our d i f ferences; i t has dwe l t on t hem 
only a t pa r t y meet ings, but n o w that N. Kh ru sh chev 
made t hem publ ic , our Pa r t y , too, is obl iged to state 
open ly i ts v iewpo in ts . 

N . Kh rushchev , accus ing our P a r t y i n h is 
speeches at the 22nd Congress of the Commun i s t 
P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on , sa id that the A l b a n i a n -
Sov ie t re lat ions we re spoi led fo r the fau l t of the 
A l b a n i a n leaders. I t i s w e l l k n o w n that the 20 years 
of r evo lu t i ona ry ac t i v i t y of our P a r t y are 20 years 
of a t remendous wo r k fo r the p romot i on of f r i e nd 
sh i p between the A l b a n i a n people and the Sov ie t 
peoples, f o r the estab l i shment of c loser f r a t e rna l 
t ies between the People 's Repub l i c o f A l b a n i a and 
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the Soviet U n i o n ; they are 20 years of e xemp l a r y 
cooperat ion between our P a r t y and the g lor ious 
Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov iet Un i on . T w e n t y 
years of the ac t i v i ty of our P a r t y are 20 years of 
sincere fa i thfu lness, of great f r a te rna l love of c u r 
Pa r t y fo r Len in ' s great P a r t y w h i c h has a lways 
been, is and w i l l r ema in fo r us a source of i n s p i r a 
t ion and experience, f r om wh i c h we have learned 
and sha l l learn how to w o r k and s t r ive fo r the good 
of our peoples, for the cause of soc ia l i sm and c o m 
mun i sm. Twen t y years of the ac t i v i t y o f ou r P a r t y 
have been years of an unspared and a l l round as
sistance by the Sov ie t U n i o n to the A l b a n i a n people, 
of a f ra te rna l in ternat iona l i s t a id, w h i c h our P a r t y 
and Gove rnmen t have r i gh t l y u t i l i zed for the eco
nomic deve lopment of our country, for the u p 
bu i l d i ng of soc ia l i sm in A l ban i a , fo r the imp r o ve 
ment of the l i v i ng standards of the A l b a n i a n people. 

In such condi t ions i t i s absurd and inc red ib le 
to everyone to al lege that i t is the A l b a n i a n leaders 
who «wi thout any reason» and w i t h «anamaz ing 
quickness» have changed the i r a t t i tude towards 
the Sov iet Un i on , towards the Commun i s t P a r t y o f 
the Soviet Un i on . Incred ib le is also the mons t ruous 
s lander that the A l b a n i a n leaders have a l leged ly 
l i nked themselves to impe r i a l i sm and have a l leged ly 
so ld themselves to it fo r 30 pieces of s i lver. Such 
«discoveries» may be be l ieved by those w h o are 
fond of tales and detect ive novels, but by no ser ious 
man, fo r every honest person w h o knows some
what the twenty -year o ld h i s tory o f our P a r t y c an 
not fa i l to see that such a s lander is not jus t i f i ed by 
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any s tand o f ou r Pa r t y , by a n y ac t ion o f its l ea 
ders. The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b an i a , d u r i n g its 
ent i re r evo lu t i ona ry path , has a lways fought and 
cont inues to f igh t w i t h de te rm ina t i on against i m 
per ia l i sm and i ts agents; never in the past, at pre
sent and in the fu tu re has i t stretched, is s t re tch ing 
or w i l l s t retch its hand to anybody fo r pittance, and 
less so to impe r i a l i sm and its al l ies. It has rece ived 
and receives f r om its f r i ends and brothers of the 
countr ies of the socia l ist c amp not alms, but on l y 
in ternat iona l i s t a ids in credit and i t w i l l cont inue to 
receive in the future , too, on ly f r o m those social ist 
countr ies w h i c h w i l l desire to of fer to i t such an 
a id . We ask fo r alms, f r o m nobody. I f N. Kh ru shchev 
and his fo l lowers , f o r one or another reason, do not 
l i k e to he lp us, they are expect ing us in va i n to 
address ourse lves to the imper ia l i s t s and the i r 
a l l ies fo r «alms». O u r people have f r iends and com
rades in the social ist countr ies w h o have not aban
doned and w i l l not abandon them. But , regardless 
o f this, we te l l N . K h r u s h che v that the A l b a n i a n 
people and the i r P a r t y o f L abo r w i l l l i ve even 
on grass, i f need be, but they w i l l never sel l t h em
selves for 30 pieces of s i lver, fo r they pre fer to die 
s tand ing and w i t h honour ra ther t h an l i ve w i t h 
shame and kne l t down . 

W h y then d i d the Sov i e t -A l ban i an re lat ions 
deter iorate? Th i s i s c lear a n d w e l l - k n o w n to 
N . K h r u s h c h e v h imse l f and to the in te rna t iona l c om
mun i s t movement . Kh r u sh chev knows the cause, 
fo r he h imse l f i s the cu lpr i t . We sha l l say on ly th i s : 
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that the June 1960 Bucharest meet ing was the 
s tar t ing point . 

Di f ferences had existed between ou r P a r t y o f 
Labo r and the Sov iet leadersh ip even pr io r to J u n e 
1960 on some quest ions of ideo log ica l and po l i t i ca l 
na tu re : however they have not exerted any nega t i 
ve inf luence on the re lat ions between our two so
cial ist states, between ou r two Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t 
part ies. 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a has a lways 
declared, and declares now, too. that the exper ience 
of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov iet Un i on , the 
exper ience of its congresses, i n c l ud ing here also the 
20th and the 22nd Congresses, have been, are and 
w i l l a lways be a great he lp on our road fo r the 
up -bu i l d ing of the social ist and commun is t society. 
However , as regards some special theses of p r i nc ip l e 
of the 20th Congress of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the 
Soviet U n i o n ou r P a r t y has not been and i s not o f 
the same op in ion w i t h the Sov iet leadership, jus t 
as it is not also at present as regards some specia l 
quest ions of the 22nd Congress or of the new p r o 
g ramme of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov ie t 
Un i on approved by the 22nd Congress. Is not ou r 
Pa r t y ent i t led to th is? Is this not consistent w i t h 
the teachings of M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and p ro l e ta r i an 
in te rna t iona l i sm? C a n th is be cons idered as an 
ant i -Sov iet att i tude, as they are t r y i ng to accuse us? 

The Sov iet leaders consider as ant i -marx i s t , 
dogmatist, sectar ian, and opposed to p ro le ta r ian i n 
ternat iona l i sm, etc., any pa r t y that is not of the 
same op in ion w i t h them as regards some theses of 
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pr inc ip le w h i c h were ra ised at the 20th Congress. 
Moreover , the f o rmer member of the P r e s i d i um of 
the Cen t r a l Commi t tee of the Commun i s t P a r t y of 
the Sov ie t U n i o n E. Fu r t seva wen t to such lengths 
as to declare f r o m the ro s t rum of the 22nd Congress 
that «how can ca l l themselves communis ts those 
persons w h o do not accept the decis ions of the 20th 
Congress o f our Pa r t y ?» (A l t hough we say that we 
do not agree w i t h some theses of the 20th Congress, 
the Sov ie t leaders l i k e to r ound out th ings and say 
the who le 20th Congress). Tha t is, accord ing to so
me Sov ie t leaders, the c r i te r ion of l oya l t y towards 
Ma r x i sm - Len i n i sm , towards c ommun i sm a n d pro le
tar ian in te rna t iona l i sm, is a l leged ly the at t i tude 
towards the 20th Congress of the Commun i s t P a r t y 
of the Sov ie t Un i o n . C a n such a log ic be M a r x i s t ? 
I f a l l the commun i s t and wo r ke r s part ies in the 
wo r l d w o u l d adopt the new cr i te r ia invented by 
Fur tseva , then on ly the disagreement, let us say, 
w i t h m a n y rev is ion is t theses of the 8th Congress of 
the I ta l i an Commun i s t P a r t y w o u l d t h r ow in to 
mis fo r tune m i l l i ons o f communis t s in the w o r l d 
and d i f f i cu l t ies w o u l d be created fo r them, fo r they 
wou ld not k n o w to wha t address they shou ld hand 
their pa r t y cards. 

A c co rd i ng to the Len in i s t p r inc ip les govern ing 
the re lat ions between M a r x i s t part ies, however i m 
portant the congress of a pa r t y m a y be, however 
great and author i ta t i ve the pa r t y of a count ry m a y 
be, the decis ions of i ts congress are b i nd i ng only 
fo r its members . In the i n te rna t i ona l commun i s t 
movement a l l the part ies — the Moscow Dec l a ra -
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t ion points out — are equa l and independent, they 
wo rk out the i r pol ic ies proceeding f r o m the speci f ic 
condit ions of the i r countr ies and gu id i ng themse l 
ves by the pr inc ip les of Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm . The 
at tempt to make the decisions of the congress of a 
par ty as in te rna t iona l norms b i nd i ng fo r a l l the par 
ties is a crude v io la t ion of the pr inc ip les of equa l i ty 
and independence of the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t par t ies ; 
i t i s in open contrast w i t h p ro le ta r ian in te rna t iona
l i sm. Therefore, i t i s not our Par ty , but the Sov ie t 
leadership, headed by N. Kh rushchev , that has de
v iated f r om the posi t ions of M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and 
pro le tar ian in te rnat iona l i sm, seek ing to force its 
course upon the other part ies, demand ing f r om them 
to renounce the i r o w n v iewpo in ts and obey and 
submi t to them. 

Whe the r our P a r t y stands or not on the pos i 
t ions of Ma r x i sm - Len i n i sm , this is by no means de
te rmined by its c r i t i ca l at t i tude towards some theses 
expressed by the leaders of some f ra te rna l part ies, 
nor by the subject ive eva luat ion that m a y be made 
o f its l i ne and ac t i v i t y by N. Kh ru sh chev and his 
fo l lowers. The c r i te r ion of t r u th is l i fe, pract i ce; 
therefore the i nd i v i dua l s and the var ious part ies 
shou ld be judged by the facts, by the i r pract i ca l 
ac t iv i ty . The path t raversed by the P a r t y o f Labo r 
of A l ban i a , the l ine i t has pursued r ight f r om its 
found ing, i ts 20-year o ld po l i t i ca l act iv i ty , are the 
most conv inc ing facts at test ing to its f i r m loya l t y 
towards Ma r x i sm -Len i n i sm , towards the great cause 
of soc ia l ism and commun i sm as we l l as towards 
the cause of the w o r l d peace. 
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O u r P a r t y o f L abo r has made its specia l re 
marks about some theses of p r i nc ip l e of the 20th 
Congress and about some stands of the Sov ie t l ea 
ders, w i t h w h i c h i t has not agreed, t h r ough no rma l 
par ty channels, observ ing thereby a l l the j o in t l y 
establ ished pr inc ip les govern ing the re la t ions be
tween the f r a te rna l part ies. As regards ou r r ema rk s 
re la t ing to the fo re ign po l i cy and the p rob lems of 
the present-day w o r l d development, we ment ioned 
them above. Le t us n o w see another impo r t an t p r o 
b lem about w h i c h we have he ld and cont inue to 
ho ld op in ions d i f fe rent f r o m those of the Sov ie t 
leaders. The quest ion is about the at t i tude towards 
J . V . S t a l i n and his wo rk . 

A c co rd i ng to the v i ews o f our Pa r t y , N . K h r u 
shchev had to un c r own f i r s t J . V . S ta l i n and his 
wo r k in order to f o rwa r d h is oppor tun is t theses to 
the 20th Congress of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the 
Soviet U n i o n and spread t hem later. He d i d th is 
by his spec ia l report de l i vered at the 20th congress 
«Concern ing the persona l i t y cu l t and its con
sequences». O u r P a r t y has not agreed and 
does not agree w i t h the c r i t i c i sm against S ta l i n , as 
i t was effected at the 20th Congress and later . 

N . Kh rushchev , s lander ing our P a r t y a t the 
22nd Congress of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the So 
viet Un i on , and c rude ly i n te r fe r i ng w i t h our do 
mest ic af fa i rs , sa id that the A l b a n i a n leaders we re 
against the c r i t i c i sm of Sta l in ' s persona l i t y cu l t be
cause the persona l i t y cu l t methods are a l legedly 
t h r i v i ng in our Pa r t y , that te r ro r and in just ice are 
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al legedly re ign ing in A l ban i a . We sha l l not stop 
here to reject these slanders, but the fact that the i r 
author has fa l len so l ow as to mob i l i ze the pub l i c 
op in ion against our P a r t y us ing such «arguments» 
bor rowed f r om the most r ab i d enemies of soc ia l i sm 
and commun i sm, shows his da r k aims. I t is ev ident 
that by l i n k i ng at the 22nd Congress h is unsubs tan
t iated attacks on the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a w i t h 
his «f ight against Sta l in ' s cu l t and the ant i -par ty 
group», N. Kh ru sh chev a imed at show ing the «ana-
logy» between the al leged «A l ban i an S ta l in i sm» and 
the «epoch of the Sta l in i s t cr imes» in the Sov iet 
Un ion , in order to create in th is w a y the «atmos-
phere» he needed at the Congress and in the w o r l d 
pub l i c op in ion to make h is s landers more credible. 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a has a lways taken 
and cont inues to take account of the teachings of 
Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm concern ing the ro le o f the mas
ses, classes, pa r t y and leaders. It has a lways conside
red and cont inues to consider the man i fes ta t ion of the 
personal i ty cu l t as phenomenon a l ien to M a r x i s m -
Len in i sm, h a rm f u l to a commun is t and wo rke r s ' 
party. O u r P a r t y has not hesitated, w h e n the case 
has been, to cr i t ic ize wh i l e s t i l l in embryo the v a 
r ious mani festat ions of this k i n d among its ranks , 
as i t d id at its T h i r d Congress. L i kew i se , our Pa r t y , 
when the case has been, has bo ld ly fought and has 
n ipped in the bud any v io la t ion of the revo lu t i ona ry 
legal i ty, any abuse of the state power by anybody, 
as i t d id at its F i r s t Congress. E ve r ybody knows 
what was the fate of the enemy of the P a r t y and 
people K o ç i X o x e and company, w h o before the 
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year 1948, inc i ted by the Yugos l av rev is ion ists and 
abus ing the t rust g i ven to t hem by the people and 
Par ty , v io l a ted the state l aws in order to d ig the 
grave to the P a r t y and state cadres. 

The re does not ex i s t in our P a r t y e i ther the 
s ickness of the persona l i t y cu l t or the v io l a t i on of 
the social ist lega l i ty . B u t at the same t ime, wh i l e 
gua rd ing i tsel f against the man i fes ta t ions of the 
persona l i ty cult, our Pa r t y , in a correct Ma r x i s t - L e 
n in is t way , nour i shed love and respect fo r its l ea 
ders s t r i c t l y observ ing the socia l ist legal i ty, our 
P a r t y and ou r people's powe r are severe towards 
the enemies o f o u r People 's Repub l i c , towards a l l 
those w h o seek to b u r y the h is tor i c v ic tor ies of 
ou r people. 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b an i a , therefore, has 
been and is opposed to the c r i t i c i sm done to 
J . V . S t a l i n a t the 20th Congress and w h i c h was 
repeated also at the 22nd Congress fo r some other 
reasons of p r inc ip le . 

A c co rd i ng to the v i ewpo in t o f o u r Pa r t y , J . V . 
S ta l i n , i n h is ent i re theoret ica l and prac t i ca l a c t i v i 
ty, has been and remains one of the most d i s t i ngu i 
shed leaders and personal i t ies not on l y of the Sov iet 
U n i o n and the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov iet 
Un i on , but also of the i n te rna t i ona l commun is t and 
worke r ' s movement , one of the most ardent de fen
ders and greatest theoret ic ians of M a r x i s m - L e n i 
n i sm. H i s great h is tor i c mer i t l ies in the fact that 
for m a n y years in succession he had been a l oya l 
d isc ip le and de te rmined comrade- in -arms of V. I . 
L en i n in the st ruggle fo r the ove r th row of Tza r i sm 
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and the t r i umph of the G rea t October Soc ia l i s t 
Revo lu t i on ; wh i l e f o l l ow ing Len in ' s death, head ing 
the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on , he f a i t h 
fu l l y defended L en i n i sm against the r ab i d at tacks 
by the Trotzky i tes , Bukhar in i t es , Z inov iev i tes a n d 
other enemies and routed t hem ideo log ica l l y and 
po l i t i ca l ly . J . V . S ta l in , as the ma i n leader o f the 
Par ty , made a great cont r ibu t ion to the successful 
d i rect ion of the const ruct ion of soc ia l i sm in the 
Soviet U n i o n and the G rea t Pa t r i o t i c W a r o f the 
Soviet Un i on against fasc i sm; he fu r the r developed 
Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm in a series of impor tan t ques
t ions of the Sov ie t social ist society and the cons
t ruct ion o f soc ia l i sm and c ommun i sm ; he made 
a va luab le cont r ibu t ion to the conso l idat ion of the 
social ist camp and the in te rna t i ona l commun is t m o 
vement, as we l l as to the exposure of mode rn r e v i 
s ion ism in the person of T i to 's rev is ion ist t ra i torous 
group. By thus appra i s ing J . V . S ta l in ' s ac t iv i ty , 
there is not doubt that the e r ro rs he m a y have com
mit ted du r i ng the last years of h is l i fe we re pa r t i a l 
and they cannot serve as a c r i te r ion to make a ge
nera l eva luat ion o f J . V . Sta l in ' s person and h i s 
act iv i ty . In the genera l eva luat ion o f J . V . S ta l in ' s 
act iv i ty , in the fo reground stand his great mer i t s , 
his f ight for the defense of Len i n i sm , h is s t rugg le 
for the construct ion of soc ia l i sm in the Sov ie t 
Un ion , his struggle fo r the creat ion and conso l ida
t ion of the social ist camp, fo r the s t rengthen ing of 
the un i t y of the in te rna t iona l commun is t and wo r 
kers ' movement ; his consistent f igh t against impe 
r i a l i sm; his po l i cy fo r the defence of peace and the 
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peaceful coexistence. They const i tute h is ma i n cha
racter ist ic feature as a leader and as a communis t . 
Such has been and remains the f i r m pos i t ion of the 
P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a re la t ing to the eva lua t ion 
o f J . V . S ta l in ' s wo r k . 

N . Kh rushchev ' s w r o n g pos i t ion i n h is c r i t i c i sm 
against J . V . S t a l i n l ies i n the fact tha t : 

a) he un i l a t e ra l l y and tendent ious ly exaggera
ted beyond measure J . V . S ta l in ' s mis takes go ing 
even to such lengths as to make base s landers against 
h im . S t a l i n was presented by h i m a lmost a s an 
«enemy» o f the Sov ie t U n i o n and c ommun i sm ; he 
was character i zed as «bruta l», «capric ious», as a 
«despot», «murderer» «b lood-th i rs ty» and « c r im i 
nal» towards the P a r t y cadres a n d the l o ya l and 
tested revo lut ionar ies , and as a «dupe» of the impe 
r ia l i s ts and fascists, as a m a n w h o commi t t ed great 
«foll ies», bo th in pract ice and theoret ica l quest ions, 
Who d id not «understand» of wha t was be ing 
done in the Sov ie t Un i on , who man i fes ted a «lack 
of respect towards Len in ' s memory», and many 
other charges of th is k i n d . The detached statements 
made at the 20th Congress and af ter it, to the effect 
that S t a l i n rema ins a d i s t ingu ished M a r x i s t - L e n i 
nist, etc., a re en t i re l y f o rma l and we re made to m i 
t igate the bad impress ion and the l a w f u l anger 
aroused in the commun i s t s o f the who l e w o r l d by 
these accusat ions against S ta l i n . In fact, ne i ther at 
the 20th Congress no r up today the leadersh ip of 
the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n and its 
p ropaganda has made no pos i t ive appra isa l of 
J . V . S ta l in ' s theoret ica l legacy to show his pos i t ive 
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sides and his cont r ibu t ion to the defense and f u r 
ther development o f Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm . Th i s i n 
humane att i tude reached its c l imax at the 22nd 
Congress o f the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov iet 
Un ion , where not on ly we re repeated the accusa
tions of the 20th Congress, this t ime pub l i c ly , bu t 
there was adopted also a specia l decis ion to remove 
J . V . Sta l in 's emba lmed body f r o m the mauso leum. 
Unab le to reject S ta l i n by arguments of p r i n c i p l e 
in the f ie ld of theoret ica l ac t i v i t y and creativeness, 
Kh rushchev , in o rder to f ight S ta l in , int roduces 
the quest ion in to the pol ice and espionage f ie ld , and 
he took measures also fo r the l i qu ida t i on of S ta l in ' s 
corpse. H o w much hypoc r i t i ca l l y sound, f o l l ow ing 
a l l these actions, N. Kh rushchev ' s words p ronoun 
ced in J anua r y 1957 to the effect that 

«when i t was the quest ion of the revo 
lu t ion , of the defense of the interests 
of the class of the pro letar iat , in the 
revo lu t i onary struggle against our class 
enemies, S ta l i n defended b rave l y and i r -
reconc i l i ab ly the cause of M a r x i s m - L e n i 
nism», that « in the ma i n and fundamenta l 
th ing — and the ma i n and fundamenta l 
th ing fo r the Marx i s t - Len in i s t s i s the de
fense of w o r k i n g class interests, of the 
cause of social ism, the f igh t against the 
enemies of M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m — in th is 
ma i n and fundamenta l th ing, as i t is said, 
p ray god every communis t be able to 
f ight as S ta l i n fought». 
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b) N. Kh rushchev , at the 20th Congress of the 
Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on , and the 
soviet p ropaganda f o l l ow ing that congress, un i l a 
te ra l l y t reated the quest ion of the f ight against 
the persona l i ty cult, t h r ow ing into ob l i v i on the L e 
n in is t doctr ine about the re lat ions among the mas
ses, classes, part ies and leaders. The great Len in , 
espec ia l ly in his book of genius «Le f t i sm — i n f a n 
t i le s ickness in communism», fo rce fu l l y po inted out 
the ind i spensab i l i t y o f the creat ion, in eve ry M a r 
x i s t party , of a g roup of leaders, more or less per
manent, composed of the most author i tat ive, most 
i n f l uen t i a l and most exper ienced persons. W i thou t 
such a stable leadersh ip the struggle of the w o r k i n g 
class and its commun is t pa r t y cannot be c rowned 
w i t h success. In contrast w i t h these clear teachings 
of Len i n , at the 20th Congress, under the pretext 
of the f ight against the persona l i ty cult, the mass 
democracy was contraposed to the role of the l ea 
ders. I t i s not bad to reca l l wha t V. I . L e n i n wr i tes 
i n connect ion w i t h th i s : 

«To a r r i ve fo r th is reason at such a po int 
as to oppose in genera l the d ic tatorsh ip 
of the masses to the d ic tatorsh ip of the 
leaders, is an absurd i ty and a fo l l y . It 
is especia l ly r id i cu lous when you see 
that the o l d leaders who had h u m a n 
v iewpo in ts about s imple things, are indeed 
rep laced (under the mask of the s logan: 
«down w i t h the leaders!») by young lea
ders who say nonsenses w h i c h we i gh 
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nothing.» (V. I. Len in , Works , vo l 31, p. 31, 
A l b an i a n edit ion). 

N . Kh ru shchev and his group used fo r the i r 
own an t i -Ma r x i s t a ims — and th is is becoming 
ever more c lear — the a l leged «pr inc ip led cr i t i c i sm» 
against Sta l in 's persona l i ty cult. H o w he used i t 
and fo r wha t purposes he i s ac t ing in the i n t e rna l 
p lan (in the Sov ie t U n i o n and in the Commun i s t 
P a r t y of the Sov iet Un ion) this is not our business, 
this may be judged on ly by the Commun i s t P a r t y 
of the Sov ie t Un i on . Despi te this, we can but note 
that in fact N . Kh rushchev , dea l ing w i t h the 
«crimes» that have been commit ted in Sta l in ' s 
epoch, w i t h the «murders of the innocent people», 
w i t h the «e l im inat ion of thousands of cadres» 
through «false» court tr ia ls, w i t h the reg ime of 
«terror», w h i c h i s descr ibed w i t h an unb r i d l ed en 
thusiasm, in the darkest colours, m a k i n g a l l these 
things k n o w n to the in te rna t i ona l pub l i c op in ion, 
is render ing a ve ry bad serv ice to the Sov ie t Un i on , 
p leasing on l y the imper ia l i s ts and a l l the enemies 
of commun i sm. N. Kh ru sh chev has accused the 
leadership of our P a r t y of the just c r i t i c i sm, 
also at pa r t y meetings, against some u n l a w 
f u l actions w i t h regard to ou r country , a l leg ing that 
the A l b an i a n leaders « throw m u d at the Sov ie t 
Union». 

Bu t how shou ld we ca l l th is same unb r i d l ed 
zeal of h is to da r ken a who le g lor ious epoch, the 
epoch of the const ruct ion of soc ia l i sm in the So 
viet Un i on , to discredit before the eyes of the who l e 
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w o r l d the g lo ry o f the Sov ie t Un i on , present ing 
i t as the count ry whe r e te r ro r and murde r s have 
a l leged ly re igned, just as the who l e reac t ionary 
bourgeois press has propagand ized and is p ropa 
gand iz ing? 

Is i t not he h imse l f that, by h is actions, is dis
c red i t ing the Sov ie t Un i on ? Is he not g rave ly of 
fend ing the he ro i sm of the Sov ie t peoples who , in 
s t ruggle w i t h i n t e rna l a n d ex te rna l enemies, i n 
s t rugg le w i t h countless d i f f i cu l t ies and obstacles, 
under the leadersh ip o f the i r Commun i s t Pa r t y 
wh i c h was led by S ta l i n , l a i d the foundat ions o f 
the social ist and commun is t society in the Soviet 
Un i on , w h e n he proposes that there shou ld be 
erected in Moscow a memor i a l to the «vict ims» of 
the persona l i ty cu l t? Someone calls such act ions 
a «bold se l f -c r i t i c i sm» Le t them th ink more deeply 
about how much good and how many evi ls has 
this k i n d of «bold se l f -cr i t i c i sm» b rough t to the 
Sov ie t U n i o n and the commun is t movement . 

N. Kh rushchev , speak ing of the «in iquit ies» 
and «v ic t ims of the pe r iod of the persona l i ty cult», 
dec l a r i ng the var ious court t r ia ls as f ramed-up, r e 
gardless of the fact that in a l l that struggle there 
m igh t have been made also some mistakes, appears 
to be consistent w i t h h is an t i -Ma rx i s t concepts 
about impe r i a l i sm and its serv i tors. Indeed, he 
rendered a service to imper i a l i sm, fo r he presents 
i t as not dangerous to the countr ies w h i c h are b u i l d 
i n g up soc ia l i sm; he i s weaken i ng the v ig i lance o f 
the peoples in the i r s t ruggle against the espionage 
ne two r k of impe r i a l i sm w h i c h has acted and is 
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f ierce ly act ing against the social ist camp. N. K h r u 
shchev adopted his tactics of s i lence also t owards 
the plot organized by the Yugos l av revis ionists, the 
Greek monarcho-fasc is t and the Un i t e d States 6th 
fleet, a plot w h i c h was exposed in ou r count ry a 
few months ago. Moreover , after hav i ng recommen
ded these tactics also to some other f r a te rna l p a r 
ties, he spread the s logan that the p lot was an i n 
vent ion, that the par t i c ipants in th is p lot w e r e 
«patriots and honest f ighters», w h o m later, at the 
22nd congress of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the So 
viet Un i on , in his conc lud ing speech, he open ly took 
them under h is protect ion. W h i l e not l ong ago 
N. Kh ru shchev f o rma l l y accused the A l b a n i a n 
leaders o f be ing connected w i t h the imper ia l i s t 
espionage. Therefore, accord ing to his logic, i t f o l 
lows that he who f ights against imper ia l i sm, he 
who f ights against its agents, he w h o f ights 
for the defense of the f reedom and indepen
dence of the social ist home land, is an agent 
o f imper i a l i sm. A n d conversely, he who rises against 
the people's powe r and the Par ty , he who places 
h imse l f at the service of the enemies of socia l ism, 
is a «martyr», a «good patr iot», he is taken under 
protect ion by the leader o f the Commun i s t P a r t y 
of the Sov iet Un i on , to such persons there w i l l be 
erected memor ia l s also. 

The quest ion of the f ight against Sta l in ' s cu l t 
has been used by N. Kh r u sh chev to un c r own L e n i 
n ism, to prepare the g round to rev ise M a r x i s m - L e 
n in i sm and spread his opportun is t v i ews in the 
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most impor tan t quest ions of the present-day wo r l d 
deve lopment and the in te rna t i ona l commun is t mo
vement. Th i s act ion and the tact ics of h is are n e i 
ther new nor or ig ina l . In fact, in h is f ight against 
Len in i sm T ro t zky , too, used the same tactics. 

« . . . T r o t z k y i n h is w r i t i ng s — J . V . 
S t a l i n says — makes one more (one more!) 
at tempt to p repare the condi t ions fo r the 
subs t i tu t ion of T r o t z k y i sm to Len in i sm. 
T r o t z k y has to discredit , at a l l costs, the 
Par ty , its cadres that car r ied out the u p r i 
s ing w i t h a v i ew to pass ing f r o m the d is
credit of the P a r t y to the d iscredi t of 
L en i n i sm . Wh i l e he needs the d iscre
d i t o f L en i n i sm to smuggle in T r o t z k y 
i sm as the «only» «pro letar ian» ideo
logy (don't take i t fo r a joke). A l l th is is 
cer ta in ly (yes, certa in ly) , done under the 
banner of Len i n i sm , so that the procedure 
of this smugg l ing shou ld be car r ied out 
«wi thout any damage at al l». (J. V . S ta l i n , 
Works , vo l . 6, p. 361, A l b a n i a n edit ion). 

N. Kh r u sh chev used Sta l in ' s quest ion to s t r i ke 
on the hea l thy Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t e lements in the 
leaderships of the commun is t and worke r s ' part ies 
of the d i f fe rent countr ies, to scare, and in case 
of resistance, also to l i qu ida te any one who wou l d 
dare to object; to reduce to s i lence the other pa r 
ties and var ious leaders who w o u l d not suppor t 
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his revis ionist v iews, h is course. The quest ion of the 
personal i ty cult, in short, was used as a bugbear 
to exerc ise pressure on the other part ies and to 
l i qu ida te the leaders w h o we re not to the l i k i n g 
of N. Kh rushchev . These a ims wh i ch , but recent ly, 
were concealed by h im, cover ing t h em w i t h a 
«pr inc ip led» and «Marx i s t» phraseology, we re 
open ly stated at the 22nd Congress of the C o m m u 
nist P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on . Kh ru sh chev said 
in h is speech: 

«To put an end to the persona l i ty cult 
means fo r Shehu, H o x h a and others to 
renounce in essence the command ing posts 
i n the P a r t y and state». A n d added that 
«such a th i ng they do not wan t to do». 

I f we take account of the fact that in the same 
speech he, as we ment ioned above, takes under 
protect ion and considers as patr iots the ant i -par ty 
e lements and agents of imper i a l i sm, par t i c ipants 
in the p lot organ ized by the imper ia l i s t s against 
the People's Repub l i c o f A l b an i a , then c lear ly f o l 
lows N. Kh rushchev ' s «pr inc ip led» f ight against the 
persona l i ty cu l t i n A l b an i a , h is great concern! He 
is seek ing to l iqu idate the present-day leaders of 
our P a r t y and place in the i r stead the ant i -par ty 
e lements and any plotter, agent of imper i a l i sm. 

Tha t N. Kh rushchev , under the pretext of the 
f ight against the persona l i ty cult, is seek ing to 
unc rown Len i n i sm in order to pave the w a y to re 
v i s ion i sm, i s k n o w n also by the fact that he i s by no 
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means concerned w i t h the just and pr inc ip led 
Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t f igh t against the persona l i ty cult. 
For , i f such were the case, i r respect ive of h is de
magog ica l words , he cou ld not have he lped no t i 
c ing that a t present in the Sov ie t U n i o n man i fes ta 
t ions o f the persona l i ty cu l t a re appear ing w i t h eve ry 
pass ing day, and even in more open and exa l t i ng 
fo rms fo r h i s o w n person. Thus , one can ha rd l y f i nd 
an issue o f the Sov ie t i l l us t ra ted rev iews in wh i c h 
one w i l l not f i nd p ictures o f N . Kh r u sh chev ; the 
pages of the Sov ie t press are f u l l of quotat ions 
f r om his speeches, he is the on ly one to speak in a l l 
parts and about a l l quest ions; a who l e f i l m is de
voted to h is l i fe, and other f i lms to h is v is i ts to 
var ious countr ies of the w o r l d : numerous praises 
are made to h i m in va r ious speeches and wr i t i ngs 
a t t r i bu t i ng to h i m persona l l y the greatest successes 
of the Sov ie t people in the f ie ld of the deve lopment 
of indust ry , science and technology. Great , fever i sh 
efforts are be ing exer ted to present Kh r u sh chev not 
on ly as a «great m i l i t a r y strategist», but also a lmost 
as an «architect» of the v i c to ry over fasc ism in the 
Second W o r l d War . 

Whe re does then l ie N. Kh rushchev ' s respect 
for pr inc ip les in the f ight against the man i fes ta t ions 
of the persona l i ty cult, w h i c h he so no i s i l y adver 
tizes in h is unp r i nc i p l ed f ight against the other f r a 
te rna l part ies and the i r leaders? 

Th i s i s why , comrades, our Pa r t y has not 
agreed and does not agree w i t h the Sov ie t leader
sh ip in the quest ion of the i r c r i t i c i sm towards 
S ta l in . 
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O u r P a r t y of Labo r has not agreed and does 
not agree w i t h the Sov iet leadersh ip also as re 
gards the quest ion of the at t i tude towards the pre
sent-day rev i s ion i sm, and especia l ly towards the 
t ra i torous c l ique of the Yugos l a v revis ionists. 
N. Kh ru shchev and his group used Sta l in ' s issue 
and the issue of the persona l i ty cu l t also to prepare 
the g round for the complete rehab i l i t a t ion of T i to 's 
rev is ionist and t ra i torous cl ique, to present it as a 
«v ict im» of Sta l in ' s errors, encourag ing thereby 
the rev is ion is t renegades, whereve r they are, to 
begin the i r ac t i v i ty against M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m 
under the demagogica l slogans of «ant i -Sta l in i sm», 
etc. 

I t i s k n o w n that T i to 's rev is ion is t c l ique was 
pub l i c l y condemned both by the k n o w n letters o f 
the Cen t ra l Commi t tee of the Commun i s t P a r t y 
(Bolsheviks) of the Sov ie t Un i on , s igned by 
J . V . S ta l i n and V . M . Mo lo tov , and b y the June 
1948 reso lut ion of the In fo rmat i on Bu r e au of some 
commun is t and wo rke r s ' par t ies «Concern ing the 
s i tuat ion in the Commun i s t P a r t y o f Yugos lav ia» , 
wh i ch was la ter supported by a l l the commun is t 
and worke r s ' par t ies o f the wo r l d . L a t e r on, i n N o 
vember 1949, a second reso lut ion of the In fo rmat i on 
Bu r eau was issued stat ing that the T i to c l ique had 
f i na l l y degenerated in to an espionage center o f i m 
per ia l i sm, that i t had l i qu ida ted the ga ins of the 
revo lu t ion in Yugos lav i a , that i t had d ive r ted 
Yugos l av i a f r om the road to soc ia l i sm and the so
c ia l ist camp and placed he r on the economic and 
po l i t i ca l dependence of imper i a l i sm, that the T i t o 
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gang waged a broad-scale ac t i v i t y of espionage and 
plots against the va r ious social ist countr ies, that i t 
supported in d i f fe ren t fo rms the imper ia l i s t po l i cy 
o f w a r and aggression, etc. 

The v i ewpo in t of the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a 
has been and remains that the conclus ions of S ta l i n 
and the In fo rma t i on Bu r e au in connect ion w i t h the 
renegade rev is ion is t c l ique of T i to , have been and 
r ema in correct. These conclus ions have been borne 
out and are be ing borne out both by the Yugos l av 
rea l i t y at that t ime and the la ter and present day 
events. The Yugos l a v rev is ionists became the centre 
of d ivers ion and plots at the imper ia l i s t service 
against the countr ies of the social ist camp. Unde r 
the i r d i rec t ion was w o r k i n g i n A l b a n i a K o ç i Xoxe ' s 
gang, w h i c h a imed at dest roy ing the P a r t y o f L a 
bor and at l i qu i da t i ng the people's power . F r o m 
T i to ' s Yugos l a v i a we re i l l ega l l y smugg led in the 
social ist countr ies hundreds and thousands of 
agents and provocators, spies and divers ionists , 
whose du t y was terror , sabotage, ha tch ing up of 
plots against soc ia l i sm in these countr ies. T i to 's 
rev is ion is ts c l ique has more and more openly since 
1948 and on, p laced i tse l f at the serv ice of the 
U.S. imper i a l i sm, w i t h w h i c h i t i s l i n ked w i t h the 
m i l l i ons and b i l l i ons of do l lars in the f o r m of U.S. 
economic and m i l i t a r y credits to Yugos lav i a , w i t h 
w h i c h i t i s l i n ked by the par t i c ipa t ion in the B a l k a n 
Pact, w h i c h is no th ing else but an appendage to the 
A t l a n t i c Pact, w i t h w h i c h i t i s l i n ked by the po l i cy 
of d i ve r s i on and plots against the social ist countr ies 
a n d the na t iona l l i be ra t ion movement o f the new l y 
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l iberated peoples or of those st i l l su f fe r ing unde r 
the clutches of co lon ia l i sm. 

U n t i l 1955, a l l the communis t and wo r ke r s ' 
part ies were unan imous i n condemn ing the Y u 
goslav rev is ion ist leadersh ip and were wag i ng a 
f i rm and p r i nc ip l ed ideo log ica l -po l i t i ca l s t ruggle 
against it . However , prec ise ly at that t ime 
N. Kh ru shchev announced that towards Jugos l av i a 
and her leaders had a l legedly been done a great i n 
justice, that «under the in f luence of the agent 
Ber ia» groundless charges had been leve l led against 
them, that in the Yugos l a v issue, too, J . V . S t a l i n 
had a l lege ly made a serious mis take. A n d immed i a 
tely he took the in i t ia t ive, wen t to Be lgrade, whe re 
he ca l led T i to «dear comrade», t h r ew to the basket 
onesidedly the reso lut ion of the In fo rmat i on B u 
reau and l oud l y annouced that Yugos l a v i a is a 
social ist count ry and that the Yugos l a v leaders, 
a l though they have some waver ings , are in gene
ra l Marx i s t - Len in i s t s . 

Wha t does the exper ience, wha t does the l i fe 
show? The exper ience and l i fe bo th before and 
after 1955 show that in the assessment of the 
Yugos lav quest ion S t a l i n and the In fo rmat ion 
Bu reau were r ight, because the i r assessment rested 
on object ive facts, on the teachings of M a r x i s m - L e 
n in i sm. The exper ience and the prac t i ca l l i fe, on the 
other hand, show that in the i r s tand towards T i to ' s 
rev is ionist c l ique N . Kh ru shchev and those w h o f o l 
low h i m are not r ight, because the i r act ions are 
based on subjec t ive v iewpo in ts and are con t ra ry 
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to the teachings of Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , contrary to 
the object ive rea l i ty . 

Le t us re fer to facts. Wha t have been the re
sul ts of the e f fo r t s to rehab i l i ta te the T i to c l ique? 
The Yugos l a v rev is ion is t leaders have g iven up 
ne i ther the i r an t i -Ma r x i s t v iewpo in ts no r the i r 
host i le ac t i v i t y against the social ist camp and the 
f ra te rna l Commun i s t a n d wo rke r s ' part ies. The 
most obv ious resul t b rought about by N . K h r u s h 
chev's e f for ts was the fact that after 1955, poss ib i 
l i t ies we re created fo r the gang of Yugos l a v re
negades to act more f ree ly against the w o r l d com
mun i s t movement and the countr ies of the social ist 
camp unde r the guise of the «persecuted comrade», 
exp lo i t i ng in th is d i rec t ion even the pat ronage of 
the f i r s t secretary of the Cen t r a l Commi t tee of the 
Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on . The rehab i 
l i t a t ion o f the Yugos l a v rev is ion ists b rought w i t h 
it also the rehab i l i t a t ion of a l l t he i r agents and 
companions in some f r a te rna l part ies where, under 
the mask of «correct ing the mistakes», a t rue cam
pa ign started against the sound cadres of the P a r t y 
and an ac t i va t ion o f a l l the an t i - Pa r t y e lements. 
Th i s happened in some part ies o f the socia l ist coun
tr ies in Europe, as we l l as in some part ies of the cap i 
ta l is t countr ies. The most t yp i ca l in th is d i rec t ion are 
the events of Hunga ry , whe r e the ac t ivat ion of the 
rev is ion is t e lements, headed by Imre Nagy, w h o 
had the act ive suppor t and ins t iga t ion of the 
Yugos l a v revis ionists, led up to the outbreak of the 
counter - revo lu t ion , w h i c h put i n danger the ve ry 
ex istence of H u n g a r y as a people's democrat ic 
state. 
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In spite of this, N. Kh ru shchev cont inuous ly , 
w i t h great conf idence in T i to and his companions, 
pursued ins is tent ly the po l i cy of rapprochement , 
f latter ies and caresses w i t h the Yugos l av rev i s io 
nists. The events of Hunga r y show st i l l more c lear ly 
this stand. W h e n the counter - revo lu t ion started in 
Hungary , i t was clear to everybody that in the 
Hunga r i an events a base role was be ing p layed 
by the Yugos l av revis ionists. Th i s was seen in the i r 
inf luence in the counter - revo lu t ionary discussions of 
the «Petoefi» club, this was seen du r i n g the counter
revo lu t ionary upr i s ing and the enthus iasm expres
sed by the Yugos l av rev is ion ists at that t ime, but 
i t was s t i l l more c lear ly seen also in the fact that 
the t ra i tor Imre Nagy, after the smash ing of the 
counter- revo lut ion, f ound a s y l um at the Yugos l av 
embassy in Budapest . Instead of merc i less ly u n 
mask ing the Be lg rade renegades as d irect insp i rers 
o f the counter - revo lu t ionary coup in Hunga r y , 
N . Kh ru shchev t r ied in eve ry w a y to mi t iga te the i r 
responsib i l i ty , to m in im i ze i t and, f ina l l y , to e l im i 
nate i t ent i re ly . T h e f o rmer ambassador of the 
Soviet U n i o n at that t ime in A l ban i a , L . I . K r y l o v , 
communicated to the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee of the 
Pa r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a the letter that 
N. Kh ru shchev had sent on Novembe r 9th, 1956 
to J . B . T i to . In th is letter, among other th ings, 
Kh ru shchev wro te to T i to the f o l l ow i ng : 

«The Cen t r a l Commi t tee o f the C o m m u 
nist P a r t y o f the Sov iet U n i o n has e xa 
m ined you r last letter. We cons ider i t pos-
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s ib le to agree w i t h you r v iewpo in ts that 
no spec ia l impor tance shou ld be g i ven n o w 
to the quest ion whe the r the Yugos l a v e m 
bassy in Budapes t has acted correct ly or not 
by g i v i ng a s y l um to Imre N a g y and his c om
panions. We are no t i ng w i t h sat is fact ion 
that s ince the B r i on i t ta lks y ou have been 
i n f u l l agreement w i t h ou r s tand t owa rd s 
comrade Janos K a d a r as a d i s t i ngu i shed 
persona l i ty and w i t h revo lu t i ona ry au tho r i 
t y in Hunga r y , capable in these d i f f i cu l t mo 
ments and condi t ions to head the new r e 
vo lu t i ona ry gove rnmen t . . . Y o u were f u l l y 
sat is f ied w i t h the fact the Cen t r a l C o m 
mit tee of the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the So 
v iet Un i on , s ince the summer of th is year, 
i n connect ion w i t h the depar ture o f R a -
kosh i , was t r y i ng that comrade K a d a r 
shou ld become f i r s t secretary of the Cen 
t r a l Commi t t ee o f the Hunga r i a n W o r k i n g 
Peoples ' Pa r ty» . 

A n y comment i n connect ion w i t h this letter i s 
superf luous. Th i s let ter shows ve ry c lear ly that the 
f i rst secretary of the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee of the 
Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on , t r amp l i ng 
under foot a n y regu la t ion de te rm in i ng the re l a 
t ions between the f ra te rna l part ies, has gone so 
far as to in te r fe re even in an issue of so impor tan t 
and m a r k e d l y i n te rna l pa r t y character, as is the 
appo in tment in the place of the f i rs t secretary of 
a f ra te rna l pa r t y of this or that person. It shows 
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also ve ry c lear ly that N. Kh ru sh chev has been long 
since in f u l l agreement w i t h J . B . T i to , that he has 
deemed i t reasonable that fo r eve ry th ing , even 
for the «appointment» of the f i r s t secretary of 
another Pa r t y , to consult J . B. T i to , this enemy of 
socia l ism, the ve r y insp i re r and organiser of the 
counter - revo lu t ion i n Hunga ry . 

F r o m th is i t i s c lear ly unders tood and i s en t i 
re l y log ica l w h y N. Kh ru sh chev t r ied to see the 
quest ion o f the Yugos l av in te rvent ion in the H u n 
gar ian events c losed: because two th ings cannot 
be done s imul taneous ly , both to consult T i to and 
to expose T i to . 

A f t e r T i to 's notor ious speech in P u l a in 
Novembe r 1956, the struggle of the commun is t 
and worke r s ' part ies against the Yugos l av r e v i 
s ion i sm was en l ivened and the Yugos l av leaders 
were cr i t ic ised fo r the i r stand. Bu t the t ra i to rous 
T i to group not on ly d id not make any se l fc r i t i c i sm 
or any pos i t ive step towards the commun is t move 
ment, but in 1958 i t cons idered i t convenient to 
fo rmula te and sum up its rev is ion ist ideas in the 
P r og r am of the Yugos l av Commun i s t League, 
wh i c h was pub l i shed as a counterwe ight to the 
Moscow Dec la ra t ion o f the Commun i s t and W o r 
kers ' Par t ies of Novembe r 1957. It seemed a l ready 
as i f there was no more r oom even for the least 
i l lus ion, because T i to and h is g roup had open ly 
w r i t t en i n the i r p rog ram wha t they were h i d i ng 
f o r years unde r demagogica l pseudo-Marx i s t and 
pseudo-social ist slogans. B u t wha t d id happen? A t 
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the beg inn ing, N . Kh rushchev , who felt h imse l f 
embarassed before the pub l i c op in ion and the 
in te rna t i ona l commun is t movement , a l though ha l f 
hearted ly , took a s tand concern ing the Yugos l a v 
revis ionists. B u t th is d i d not last long. W i t h a w o n 
de r fu l n imbleness a n d con t ra ry to the most e le
men ta r y logic, he, at the F i f t h Congress of the 
Socia l is t Un i t e d P a r t y o f G e r m a n y in J u l y 1958, 
gave the or ientat ion not to speak of the Yugos l a v 
revis ionists, by s ay i ng : 

«In our struggle fo r the common quest ions 
we shou ld not devote to the Yugos l av re 
v is ion ists more at tent ion than they deser
ve. They wan t that the i r va lue shou ld be 
raised, that people shou ld t h i nk that they 
are the center o f the w o r l d . . . We w i l l not 
he lp in f ann ing the passions, in aggrava
t i ng the re lat ions. Even , in the s i tuat ion 
created i n ou r re lat ions w i t h the Yugos l av 
Commun i s t League, i t w i l l be use fu l to 
re ta in a spark of hope, to seek acceptable 
fo rms fo r some questions.» 

He stressed th is also du r i ng his v is i t i n A l b a n i a 
in M a y 1959. At the same t ime, aga in started to 
c i rcu late more and more of ten the w o r d on «com
rade Ti to», p ropaganda star ted aga in that «Yugo 
s lav ia is a social ist state», that between the Sov iet 
Un i on and Yugos l av i a «there exists mu tua l unders
tand ing on m a n y prob lems of the fore ign pol icy». 
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I t is appropr ia te to reca l l that V. I . L e n i n in 
h i s t ime has waged an i r reconc i l i ab le f ight no t on ly 
against oppor tun ism, but also against those who 
preached the «uni ty» w i t h the opportunists . 

The rev is ion ist group of the Yugos l av leader
ship, be ing left unmolested in the i r treacherous, 
ant i -socia l ist and p lot t ing work , cont inued w i t h a 
greater in tens i ty the i r act iv i ty , bo th to spl i t the 
communis t movement and to underm ine the na 
t iona l l i bera t ion and ant i - imper ia l i s t movement of 
the peoples f i gh t ing fo r f reedom, or that have just 
won their na t iona l f reedom. W i t h every pass ing 
day the Yugos l av revis ionists showed themselves 
enemies of c ommun i sm and of the peoples f reedom. 
Prec ise ly because T i to 's rev is ion ist gang is such, the 
representat ives of 81 f ra te rna l commun i s t and 
worke rs ' part ies reso lute ly condemned in the 1960 
Moscow Dec la ra t ion the Yugos l av rev is ion ist l ead
ers. As i t i s k n o w n the Dec la ra t ion stresses that 
the Yugos l av leaders, hav i ng bet rayed M a r x i s m - L e 
n in i sm, detached the i r coun t ry f r om the social ist 
camp, put i t under the dependence of the socal led 
«aid» of the U.S. and other imper ia l i s t s and in this 
way created the danger of los ing the revo lu t i onary 
gains reached w i t h the hero ic struggle o f the Y u 
goslav people; that the Yugos l av rev is ionists are 
ca r ry ing out an unde rm i n i n g ac t i v i t y against the 
social ist camp and the in te rna t iona l commun is t 
movement, tha t under the pretext of the po l i cy of 
non a l ignment they conduct an ac t i v i ty w h i c h 
br ings h a r m to the quest ion of the un i t y of a l l the 
peace- lov ing forces and states. F ina l l y , the Dec la ra -
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t ion stresses the need fo r a cont inuous st ruggle to 
expose f u l l y the g roup of Yugos l a v leaders. 

Howeve r , after Novembe r 1960, in the m a j o 
r i ty of occasions, these correct theses of the Dec l a 
ra t ion were t h r own in to ob l i v i on by the Sov ie t l ea 
dership. M o r e than that, as i f to encourage T i to ' s 
rev is ion ist c l ique, to «appease» its resentment, S o 
viet leaders s aw i t reasonable to make w a r m o f f i 
c ia l statements at the address of the Yugos l a v 
«comrades». Thus, on ly a f ew days af ter the i ssu ing 
of the Dec la ra t ion of the 81 f ra te rna l part ies, the 
member o f the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee o f the C o m m u 
nist P a r t y and Fo re i gn M in i s t e r o f the Sov ie t U n i o n 
A. G r omyko , at the Sup reme Sov ie t o f the Sov ie t 
Un i on , on December 23rd, 1960, stated that in some 
fundamen ta l th ings the fo re ign po l i cy o f the S o 
viet U n i o n i s f u l l y compat ib le w i t h the fo re ign po 
l i cy o f Yugos l av i a . Wh i l e N . Kh r u sh chev h imse l f , 
i n an i n t e r v i ew to the observer o f «The N e w Y o r k 
Times», Su l tzberger , pub l i shed by «Pravda» on 
September 10th, 1961, s tated: «Of course, we cons i 
der Yugos l a v i a a social ist country». Is such a state
ment not con t ra ry to the Dec la ra t ion of the 81 f r a 
terna l Commun i s t and Worke r ' s Pa r t i es? Shou l d 
i t not be thought that the F i r s t Secretary of the 
Cen t r a l Commi t tee o f the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the 
Sov iet U n i o n w i t h th i s statement was a im ing a t 
«appeasing» the resentment of the Yugos l av r e v i 
sionist leaders and at m a k i n g to them pub l i c l y 
known , that wha t i s w r i t t en in the Moscow Dec l a 
rat ion, or also in some other document of the C o m -
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mun is t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on , i s f o rma l , wh i l e 
h is v iewpo ints are other? 

W h y i s such a t h i ng happen ing? W h y i s w i t h 
such a persistence be ing he ld such a benevolent 
stand towards a gang of renegades of M a r x i s m - L e 
n in i sm, submerged head and feet in the s cum of 
rev i s ion i sm and of t reachery and, at the same t ime, 
are be ing r ab i d l y at tacked the commun is t and 
worke r s ' part ies w h i c h have a lways stood l oya l to 
the revo lu t i ona ry teachings of M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m 
and the cause of soc ia l i sm? 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a cou ld not and 
cannot agree w i t h such an oppor tun is t i c s tand 
towards the dangerous rev is ion is t gang of T i to , 
wh i ch i s an agency o f impe r i a l i sm and an enemy 
of soc ia l i sm and commun i sm, of the P a r t y of Labo r 
of A l b a n i a and the A l b a n i a n people. In the s t rug
gle against the mode rn rev i s ion i sm espec ia l ly 
against T i to 's rev is ion ist c l ique, the P a r t y of L abo r 
o f A l b a n i a has t aken and a lways takes in to cons i 
derat ion the va luab le teachings o f great Len i n , who 
stressed powe r f u l l y that oppor tun i sm const i tutes 
a serious danger fo r the ve r y existence of the so
cia l ist order. 

These impor tan t teachings of L e n i n were a l l 
the more unders tandab le fo r our party , because i t 
h a d proved on its back wha t does Yugos l a v rev is io
n i sm mean, not on ly in theory but also in pract ice. 
Because, in fact, T i to 's c l ique has never renounced, 
e i ther before 1948 or a f ter 1955, the plots and d i 
vers ion against the People 's Repub l i c of A l b a n i a and 
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the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b an i a , but, on the con t ra ry , 
has increased them. Therefore, the st ruggle of the 
Pa r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a against the Yugos l a v r e 
v i s ion i sm was an impo r t an t in ternat iona l i s t task o f 
our pa r t y as a Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t pa r t y and at the sa 
me t ime i ts sacred du t y to defend ou r social ist home 
land against the a ims and the plots of the Yugo s l a v 
revis ionists. Some of the Sov ie t leaders d i d not l i k e 
this s tand of the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b an i a , w h i c h 
was con t ra ry to and const i tuted a h inderance fo r 
the i r schemes of rapprochement and embrace w i t h 
the T i t o i t e c l ique. The slogans started c i r cu la t ing 
that the «A lban ians are hotblooded», «they v i e w 
things n a r r o w l y and conduct the st ruggle aga inst 
the Yugos l a v leaders f r o m the posi t ions of na t i ona 
l ism», that the «A lban ians wan t to capture the f l ag 
of ant i rev i s ion i sm» and that «they are inc reas ing 
the va lue of T i to ' s c l ique», etc. etc. B u t our P a r t y 
d id not w a v e r f r o m i ts p r i nc ip l ed posi t ions and 
cont inued cons istent ly and uncompr im i s i ng l y the 
struggle against the Yugos l a v rev is ionists . Th i s 
s tand of our P a r t y has never been to the l i k i n g of 
N. Kh r u sh chev and is one of the reasons e xp l a i n i ng 
his so f ierce a s tand against the P a r t y of L abo r of 
A l b an i a and its leadersh ip. 

The s tand o f N. Kh rushchev ' s g roup towards 
the Yugos l a v rev i s ion ism, in fact, is not a s tand d i f 
ferent on l y f r o m that o f the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l 
bania, bu t f r o m that o f a l l the in te rna t iona l c om
munis t and wo r ke r s ' movement , f r o m the s tand 
expressed in the Moscow Dec larat ions of 1957 and 
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1960, where rev i s ion i sm is descr ibed as the ma in 
danger i n the in te rna t iona l commun i s t and w o r 
ke r s ' movement , and the Yugos l a v rev i s i on i sm as 
unde rm ine r of the social ist camp and the forces 
of peace. Thus , i t is obvious that the Sov ie t l ea 
dersh ip is t r y i ng to mi t igate the struggle against 
oppor tun i sm and rev i s ion i sm i n the commun is t 
movement . He re l ies also the source of a l l the at
tempts to d istort the c lear thesis of the two Mo s 
c ow Dec larat ions on rev i s i on i sm as the ma i n danger 
in the commun is t and wo rke r s ' movement and to 
b r i ng to the fo reground the st ruggle against dog 
mat i sm. F o r our pa r t y i t has become c learer w i t h 
every pass ing day that by accept ing by words the 
need of f i gh t i ng against rev i s i on i sm and not do ing 
i t i n fact, N . Kh ru sh chev and those who fo l l ow h im , 
under the pre tex t of the st ruggle against dogmat i sm, 
are f i gh t ing against Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , a re m a k i n g 
efforts to reject the fundamenta l theses of the revo
l u t i ona ry doctr ine of pro letar ia t prec ise ly as T i to 
t r ied to do ear l i e r and as have t r i ed to do in the 
past the opportunists and rev is ion ists of the var ious 
brands. 

Wha t were the consequences of the spread ing 
of the var ious oppor tun is t v iewpo ints , of the u n 
pr inc ip led struggle against J . V . S ta l i n and the 
po l i cy o f reconc i l ia t ion w i t h T i to ' s treacherous re 
v i s ion i s t c l ique, pers is tent ly pursued by N . K h r u s h 
chev and his g roup? A l t h o u g h they ra ise to the 
skies, w i t h a great noise, «the wonde r f u l consequen
ces» a l leged ly brought about by the «cr i t i c i sm of the 
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persona l i ty cu l t o f J . V . S ta l in» and the «norma l i sa -
t ion of re lat ions w i t h Yugos lav ia» , a l though they 
present the quest ions as i f w i t h the 20th Congress 
a new e ra started in the deve lopment and fu r the r 
s t rengthen ing of the w o r l d commun is t movement , 
the facts speak ent i re l y to the contrary . These d is
tor ted v iewpo in ts and act ions became a banner 
in the hands of the oppor tun is t and rev is ion is t 
elements in m a n y countr ies to l aunch the i r r e v i 
s ionist attacks against the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t part ies. 
Th i s happened in the Commun i s t Par t ies o f the 
Un i t ed States of Ame r i c a , of Denmark , of Ne the r 
lands, of Ita ly, of France, of G rea t B r i t a i n , etc. 
Unde r the in f luence of the opportun is t v iewpo in ts 
presented by N. K h r u s h che v to the 20th Congress, 
rev i s ion i sm was rev i ved and assumed a la rge d is
seminat ion i n m a n y commun is t and wo rke r s ' par 
ties, becoming an ex t reme ly ser ious danger fo r the 
ent i re in te rna t iona l commun is t movement . P r e c i 
sely under the slogans of the struggle against the 
«Sta l in is t despotism», bo r r owed f r o m the «secret» 
report «On the persona l i t y cu l t and its consequen
ces», wh i ch , strange enough, fe l l in to the hands of 
the react ionary c irc les of the West and was repro
duced by them in tons, the imper ia l i s t react ion and 
the mode rn revis ionists, espec ia l ly the Be lg rade 
rev is ionist renegades, enemies of soc ia l ism, of the 
Sov iet U n i o n and of the peoples of a l l the countr ies 
of the social ist camp, o rgan i zed the counter - revo lu 
t i ona ry act ions against the social ist order in Po l and 
and the counte r - revo lu t ionary coup in Hunga r y . 
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Prec ise ly under the protect ion of these oppor tun is t 
theses, of the at tacks against S t a l i n and the 
appeasing att i tudes o f N . K h r u s h che v w i t h the 
Yugos lav revis ionists, T i to 's renegade gang was 
en l ivened s t i l l more, i t was g i ven free hand to de
velop b road ly i ts unde rm in i ng ac t i v i t y against the 
social ist camp and the in te rna t i ona l commun i s t 
movement. 

F o r us i t is c lear that such a conc lus ion is not 
acceptable e i ther to N. Kh rushchev , or to h is f o l 
lowers. Bu t i t i s log ica l to raise the quest ion: W h y 
precisely after the 20th Congress were immed ia te l y 
en l ivened the renegades and the rev is ion ists in the 
ranks of the communis t and wo rke r s ' part ies of the 
d i f ferent countr ies, the Yugos l a v rev is ion ist c l ique 
raised aga in i ts head and a l l o f t hem together l a u n 
ched a f ron ta l attack against M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m ? 
Why , let us say, the theses of the 19th or the 18th 
Congresses of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov ie t 
Un i on d id not become the i r banner? There i s on ly 
one exp lanat ion here because some theses w h i c h 
were set at the 20th Congress were of an oppo r tu 
nist nature, therefore they const i tuted the ideo lo
gica l food fo r the renegades and the rev is ion ists 
in the i r struggle against M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m ; becau
se the stand towards S ta l i n and T i to 's c l ique were 
an t i -Marx i s t , therefore they were ut i l i sed so suc
cessful ly by the enemies o f M a r x i s m and soc ia l i sm 
for the i r a ims. 

These b i t ter consequences were felt in A l b an i a , 
too. In our count ry , the opportun is t e lements of the 
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T u k J a k o va and Bed r i Spah i u type, as we l l as many 
o the r e lements expe l led f r om the pa r t y fo r an t i -
pa r t y ac t i v i t y we re act ivated and w i t h the direct 
ins t iga t ion of the Yugos l a v revis ionists, organized 
the p lot at the P a r t y conference fo r the c i ty of T i 
rana in A p r i l 1956. I t is k n o w n that a ma jo r role 
i n th is p lot was p layed by the t ra i to r Pana jo t P l a ku , 
an o ld agent of the Yugos l a v espionage, to w h o m , 
af ter he f l ed f r o m the country , N . Kh ru sh chev 
proposed ever s ince 1957 to be g i ven po l i t i ca l asy
l u m to h i m in the Sov ie t Un i o n . The slogans o f 
these t ra i tors we re the demagogica l s logans of « l i 
bera l i sa t ion and democrat i sa t ion of the pro le ta r ian 
d ictatorship», «of no rma l i sa t i on of re lat ions w i t h 
Yugos lav ia» , «of rehab i l i t a t ion o f K o ç i X o x e and 
other an t i -pa r ty elements condemned ear l ier», etc. 
I t is s ign i f i cant that prec ise ly at tha t t ime, in 
A p r i l - M a y 1956, the Sov ie t leadership, th rough 
M. Sus lov and P. Pospye lov t r ied to persuade our 
P a r t y to rehab i l i ta te the t ra i to r K o ç i X o x e , an 
enemy of the pa r t y and the A l b a n i a n people, an 
agent of T i to ' s c l ique, shot fo r h is host i le ac t i v i ty 
w h i c h was a imed a t l i qu ida t i ng the P a r t y and the 
people's power and at t u r n i ng A l b a n i a in to a se
ven th repub l i c o f T i to i te Yugos l av i a . 

N. Kh rushchev ' s an t i -Ma r x i s t s tand on the 
above-ment ioned quest ions caused thus a great 
damage to our c ommon cause, soc ia l i sm and com
mun i sm . 

However , the in te rna t i ona l commun is t and 
worke r ' s movement managed to cope successful ly 
w i t h the ons laught of the rev is ion is t renegades. The 
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ranks o f the commun is t and worke r s ' part ies we re 
strengthened and th is is due to the s t rength and 
f i rmness o f the f r a te rna l commun i s t and wo rke r s ' 
parties, to the v i t a l i t y of the ideas of M a r x i s m - L e 
n in i sm. A n d thus w i l l a lways happen . M a r x i s m -
Len i n i sm is the banner of v ic tory, therefore i ts ene
mies, the rev is ionists and opportunists, have fa i l ed 
and w i l l a lways f a i l shamefu l l y . 

F r o m the above sa id i t fo l lows c lea r l y that 
the nature of our disagreements has been ent i re ly 
ideologica l and po l i t i ca l , that our P a r t y has not 
agreed w i t h some opportun is t v iewpo in ts and ac
t ions of N. Kh ru sh chev as concerns some v i ta l 
quest ions of the present day w o r l d deve lopment 
and the in te rna t iona l commun is t and wo rke r s ' m o 
vement, v iewpo in ts w h i c h are cont ra ry to some of 
the fundamenta l pr inc ip les o f M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m 
and const i tute a serious v io la t ion of the 1957 and 
1960 Dec larat ions of the commun i s t and wo r ke r s ' 
part ies. B u t the existence of these w r o n g v i ew 
points among the Sov ie t leaders is o n l y ha l f of the 
ev i l . The greatest e v i l i s that they t r y to impose 
at any cond i t ion the i r oppor tun is t i c concepts to a l l 
the commun is t and worke r ' s part ies, not s topp ing 
for this purpose even before the pressure, b lack 
ma i l and b ru t a l attacks against those f ra terna l pa r 
ties and the i r leaders that do not agree w i t h the 
revis ionist theses of N. Kh rushchev , that oppose 
them and reso lute ly defend Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm . 
Here l ies the greatest ev i l , here l ies also the cause 
that re lat ions between our count ry and the Sov iet 
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leadership have become tense. See ing that h is m u l 
t i far ious attempts to knee l d o w n the P a r t y o f L abo r 
of A l b a n i a and to impose on i t h is an t i -Ma r x i s t 
v iewpo ints have fa i l ed in face o f the f i r m M a r 
x i s t -Len in i s t s tand of our P a r t y and wan t i ng to j u s 
t i fy before his pa r t y and before the in te rna t iona l 
communis t movement h is impermiss ib le , host i le 
ac t i v i ty against the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a and 
the People 's Repub l i c of A l b an i a , N. Kh ru sh chev 
has gone over to w i l d and pub l i c s landers l i ke those 
he and other Sov ie t leaders made at the 22nd C o n 
gress of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov iet Un i o n . 

The fact that he chose the ro s t rum of the 22nd 
Congress of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov ie t 
Un ion to ca r r y out «the t r ia l» against our Pa r t y , the 
fact that he deceived the representat ives of some 
f ra terna l part ies to express themselves un comra -
dely against ou r P a r t y in the i r greet ings to the 
Congress of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov ie t 
Un ion , th rows l igh t on his putschist methods, on 
his tact ic of surpr ise, on the onesided impos ing of h is 
desire upon the in te rna t iona l commun is t and w o r 
kers ' movement , on the non-observance of the f unda 
menta l pr inc ip les govern ing the re lat ions between 
the f ra te rna l commun i s t and worke r ' s part ies, 
wh i ch have been establ ished j o i n t l y and have been 
out l ined in the Mos cow Dec larat ions. 

To examine the ac t i v i ty of a commun is t and 
worke rs ' party , to express the v i ewpo in t whe the r 
i t stands on correct posi t ions or not, can judge on l y 
an in te rna t iona l f o rum, an in te rna t iona l meet ing of 
the commun is t and worke r s ' part ies, after hea r ing 
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in deta i l the arguments of that par ty . B u t 
N. Kh ru shchev feared to ask the convocat ion of 
such a meet ing because he was conv inced that he 
wou l d not succeed in condemn ing our P a r t y o f L a 
bor. F o r this reason he d i d not i nv i t e to the 22nd 
Congress ou r P a r t y also, because its w o r d w o u l d 
b r i ng to the fore the t ru th on the A l ban i an -Sov i e t 
relat ions, w o u l d expose his an t i -Ma rx i s t v i ewpo in t s 
and act iv i ty , wou l d reject a l l his ent i re ly un founded 
s landers and charges. 

The method used by the f i rs t secretary of the 
Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov ie t U n i o n to attack one-
s idedly our Pa r t y i s k n o w n in the in te rna t iona l c om
mun is t and worke r s ' movement . He appl ied this 
tactics at Bucharest , too, where w i t h false and one
s ided charges he t r ied to knee l d o w n Ma r x i s t - L e 
n in is t part ies and to compromise by means of a 
qu ick, unpondered and hasty p ronunc ia t i on the 
representat ives of the f ra te rna l part ies, but that 
despite his efforts, he d id not succeed. On the 
contrary, N. Kh ru shchev was forced to agree to 
the ho ld ing of the Moscow meet ing in Novembe r 
1960, where correct debates were conducted, where 
i t was c lea r l y seen that his v iewpo in ts d id not meet 
w i t h the enthus iast ic support of the part ic ipants , 
and this i s expressed also in the ve r y documents 
approved by the representat ives of 81 part ies and 
wh i c h N , Kh r u sh chev i s b ru ta l l y v io l a t i ng in a l l h is 
ac t iv i ty . There fore he, in order to attack ou r Pa r t y , 
since he feared to convene an in te rna t i ona l confe
rence, resorted to his putschist methods, u t i l i s ing 
fo r th i s purpose the 22nd Congress. 
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In th is way , N . K h r u s h che v has ef fect ive ly sa 
botaged any fu tu re i n te rna t i ona l meet ing also, be
cause by a t tack ing one-s idedly and pub l i c l y our 
Par ty , he has put the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a on 
condit ions of unequa l i t y . 

A t the 22nd Congress, N . Kh rushchev , and his 
fo l lowers charged our P a r t y that i t a l legedly, w i t h 
its actions, is «d i s rupt ing the un i ty , is sp l i t t ing the 
social ist camp and the in te rna t iona l commun is t mo 
vement». One must have lost any fee l ing of respon
s ib i l i t y or seriousness to say such a th ing . Who is 
i n rea l i t y unde rm i n i ng our un i ty , the P a r t y o f L a 
bor of A l b a n i a or the leadersh ip of the Commun i s t 
Pa r t y o f the Sov iet U n i o n headed by N . K h r u s h 
chev? O u r Par ty , w h i c h has a lways observed the 
pr inc ip le that our d isagreements shou ld be so lved 
through the pa r t y way , on basis of the pr inc ip les 
of the Moscow Dec larat ions of 1957 and 1960, or the 
Soviet leadership, w h i c h has t r amp led under foot 
these pr inc ip les and has embarked upon the an t i -
Ma rx i s t pa th of pressure, b l a c kma i l and i s open l y 
ca l l ing fo r counter - revo lu t ion in social ist A l b a n i a ? 
The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a has never spoken 
pub l i c l y about our di f ferences, i t has on l y th rough 
the pa r t y w a y and at pa r t y meetings, open ly and 
courageously cr i t i c i sed the w r o n g v iewpo in ts and 
actions of the Sov ie t leaders, wh i l e N. K h r u s h che v 
was the f i rs t to speak pub l i c l y f r om the r o s t r um 
of the 22nd Congress not on ly about the ex is tence 
of our di f ferences but also to vomi t ga l l , to s lander 
at f u l l day l igh t against our P a r t y and people's po 
wer, present ing it as a «regime of terror , wne re 
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r ight and left there are pr isons and f i r i ng squads», 
us ing the language of Rankov i ch , who has said 
that « in A l b a n i a there re ign the barbed w i r e and 
the f ron t ie r gua rd boot». O u r P a r t y stands fo r the 
un i ty , f o r its fu r the r st rengthening, but fo r a 
sound, i r on un i ty , not fo r an anaemic and sick 
un i ty . P res i ce ly because i t stands fo r the i ron u n i 
ty o f the in te rna t iona l commun is t and worke r s ' mo 
vement and the social ist camp, i t has courageous ly 
and th rough the pa r t y way cr i t i c i sed N . K h r u s h 
chev's an t i -Ma rx i s t mani festat ions and actions, 
wh i ch weaken this un i ty . 

We great ly regret the fact that some leaders 
o f the f ra te rna l part ies jo ined w i t h N. K h r u s h 
chev's w rong v iewpo ints . We don't wan t to 
seek the causes w h i c h forced them to take 
this stand (we unders tand ve ry we l l the d i f 
f icu l t pos i t ion in wh i c h they have f ound 
themselves), but can the i r onesided pos i t ion be ca l 
led correct, a p r io r i , when the ma jo r i t y of the re 
presentat ives of the f ra te rna l part ies have no k n o w 
ledge of the deve lopment of re lat ions between ou r 
P a r t y and the Sov ie t leadersh ip. Is i t correct to 
take this or that s tand, w h e n one hears on ly the 
arguments of one side, wh i l e the other side has 
been depr i ved of the r ight to state its o w n v i ew 
po int? Or in the commun i s t movement shou ld be es
tabl ished new pr inc ip les, accord ing to wh i ch the b ig 
one must be heard, the l i t t le one not, the b ig is 
r ight, wh i l e the l i t t le i s a lways w rong? Ac co rd i ng 
to ou r op in ion, such a reasoning is not at a l l 
correct and is not compat ib le w i t h the Len in i s t 
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norms of re lat ions between the f r a te rna l part ies. 
Such a stand does not he lp the s t rengthen ing of 
the un i t y of the in te rna t iona l commun is t and 
worke rs ' movement , the s t rengthen ing of the 
social ist camp, bu t weakens i t and w i l l la ter create 
great t roubles. 

In spite of this, at the 22nd Congress of the 
Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on , N . K h r u s h 
chev was not suppor ted by a l l the representat ives 
o f the f ra te rna l commun is t and wo r ke r s ' part ies. 
Out of the 80 fo re ign delegat ions w h i c h attended 
the proceedings of the Congress and spoke or sent 
by w r i t i n g the i r greetings, 34 representat ives of the 
f ra te rna l part ies d id not j o i n the N. Kh rushchev ' s 
s landers and charges against ou r Par ty , they d i d 
not speak about the d isagreements ex i s t ing bet
ween the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a and the soviet 
leadership. Sure ly , many o f t hem m a y have the i r 
remarks as concerns the w o r k of the P a r t y of L a 
bor of A l ban i a , but at the 22nd Congress, w h i c h 
was the congress of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the 
Soviet Un i on , of a def in i te par ty , they d i d not 
cons ider it appropr ia te to speak about a quest ion 
wh i ch concerns the ent i re in te rna t iona l commun i s t 
movement , t ak i ng thus a correct M a r x i s t - L e 
n in is t s tand. We must say also that even 
the mass of the home delegates to the 22nd C o n 
gress d i t not express themselves about the Sov ie t -
A l b an i an disagreements, they d id not suppor t 
N . Kh r u sh chev in h is at tacks and s landers against 
the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a . Ou t of 88 delegates 
who took par t in discussions in the congress, on ly 
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14 spoke against our Pa r t y . They a l l were membe r s 
of the soviet leadership. 

O u r P a r t y o f L abo r thanks for the i r p r i nc ip l ed 
and correct s tand both the representat ives of the 
f ra te rna l commun is t and worke r s ' part ies who d id 
not support N. Kh ru sh chev in h is onesided a t tacks 
against o u r P a r t y and the delegates o f t he 
g lor ious Commun i s t P a r t y o f Len i n , who, p rese r 
v i ng the bo lshev ik t rad i t ions and the len in is t p r i n c i 
ples of object ive judgements of any quest ion, d i d 
not support N . Kh ru shchev in this a n t i - M a r 
x is t act. 

F r o m the ro s t rum of the 22nd Congress, among 
the numerous s lander ing charges, the f i rs t secreta
ry o f the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee of the Commun i s t 
P a r t y of the Sov iet U n i o n spoke also of the a l l eged 
ly lack o f democracy in ou r Par ty , o f the a l l eged ly 
v io lat ions of the Len in i s t norms in its inner l i fe . 
This, of course, i s an open inter ference in the i n 
terna l af fa i rs o f ou r Par ty , but despite this we c an 
say to these «defenders» of democracy: Look better 
you r business, fo r not in the P a r t y o f Labo r o f 
A l ban i a , but i n you r part ies there are many s can 
dalous examples of the v io la t ion of the most e le 
menta ry ru les o f democracy. D m i t r i Po l yansky , on 
a t tack ing the ant i -par ty group, and especia l ly c o m 
rade K l i m e n t Vorosh i lov , sure ly re f ra ined h imse l f 
f r om te l l ing in deta i l a l l the backstage he and h is 
companions had organised at the t ime of the p l ena r y 
session of the Cen t ra l Commi t tee of the Commun is t . 
P a r t y o f the Sov iet U n i o n in summer 1957. 
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Po l i an s ky has h idden this f r om the congress, 
hu t he has to ld this the i r «f r iend» L i r i B e l i -
shova, who reported i t to o u r par ty . Le t us 
take another example . W h e n the T i r a na t r i buna l 
gave the deserved verd ic t against the agents of 
U.S. imper i a l i sm, of Yugos l a v i a and Greece, Teme 
Sejko and company, out of the who l e press of 
the Eu ropean people's democracies, o n l y the news 
paper «Trud», the o rgan of the Bu l ga r i a n w o r k i n g 
class, reported cor rect ly th is t r i a l . B u t immedia te ly , 
w i t h i n the day, by the most «democrat ic» methods, 
i t was announced that the pres ident and the two 
secretaries of the Cen t r a l Counc i l of the Bu l ga r i a n 
T rade Un i ons had been d ismissed f r o m the i r posts. 
A n d this was because the rev is ion is t T i to on the 
same day lodged a serious protest w i t h the B u l g a 
r ian Gove rnmen t in connect ion w i t h the report 
g i v en on the T i r a na t r i a l b y th is newspaper . F i 
nal ly , those w h o speak of i n te rna l democracy and 
of the observance of the pa r t y norms, we are re
fer r ing here especia l ly to P a l m i r o Tog l ia t t i , does 
he cons ider regular , democrat i c h is act ion at the 
22nd Congress when he spoke and condemned our 
P a r t y ? He d i d not k n o w before wha t has happened 
and how the re lat ions between our P a r t y and the 
Soviet leadersh ip have been deve loped. A t least ou r 
P a r t y has not g i ven the I ta l i an Commun i s t P a r t y 
a n y mater ia l . H i s Cen t r a l Commi t t ee had not adop
ted before a n y decis ion by w h i c h to denounce our 
pa r t y and thus to author ise i ts representat ives to 
condemn it. A t least we do not k n o w of any such 
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fact. Then of wha t democracy are speak ing these 
leaders w h o scandal ise themselves w i thou t cause 
fo r the fate of a person and who when i t is the 
quest ion of the fate of a par ty , of 50,000 commun is t s 
and an ent i re people, make o f fend ing statements 
w i thout any respons ib i l i ty and in f l agrant con t ra 
d ic t ion w i t h the e lementary rules not on ly o f the 
par ty democracy, but also of the s imple log ic and 
human conscience? Pa lm i r o Tog l i a t t i t h rew at us 
the R o m a n anathema, by charg ing us that we are 
sp l i t t ing the un i t y o f the in te rna t i ona l commun i s t 
movement. On wha t d i d Tog l i a t t i re ly when he a 
few years ago at tacked pub l i c l y the Sov ie t socia l ist 
system and preached po lycent r i sm and the zones 
o f in f luence in the in te rna t iona l communis t m o v e 
ment? He has not and w i l l not have any fact against 
us, but w i t h h is o w n an t i -Ma rx i s t theses he has 
great ly served the rev is ion is t T i to . Neverthe less , 
s t rangely enough, nobody rose against Tog l i a t t i ' s 
revis ionist v iewpo ints . 

N. Kh rushchev , w h o speak so much of demo
crat ic methods, pat ience and in te rnat iona l i sm, has 
resorted against our pa r t y to the most a n t i -Ma r 
x ist methods, methods w h i c h are ent i re ly a l ien to 
the re lat ions between the social ist countr ies. In 
order to subdue the P a r t y of Labo r of A l b an i a , to 
prevent i t f r o m hav ing its o w n v iewpo in t , to impose 
on i t his an t i -Ma rx i s t v iewpo ints , he and his f o l l o 
wers have not stopped before any measure, not 
on ly as concerns the re lat ions between our part ies , 
but also as concerns the re lat ions between our s o 
cial ist states. Today we do not wan t to enter i n t o 
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deta i l and to dwe l l l ong on these quest ions, because 
there are many facts and countless documents, 
wh i ch i l lus t ra te object ive ly these, but w i l l men t i on 
that as a resul t of the adopt ion of an t i -Ma r x i s t me 
thods by the soviet leadersh ip fo r the sett lement of 
ex i s t ing disagreements, as a resul t of the consecu
t ive pressure both in the economic and the po l i t i ca l 
and m i l i t a r y f ie lds, the re lat ions between our coun 
t r y and the Sov ie t U n i o n have been great ly aggra
vated. Th i s process has started since the second ha l f 
of last year, that is af ter the Buchares t meet ing. 
S ince then, N. Kh rushchev , instead of agree ing to 
settle pa t ien t l y the ideo log ica l and po l i t i ca l d isagree
ments ex i s t ing between ou r P a r t y and the Sov iet 
leadership, made them pub l i c and extended them 
to the state re lat ions also. 

Thus in the economic f ie ld , a l l the credits t h e 
Soviet U n i o n had accorded to o u r cont ry fo r the 
th i rd f i ve year p l an were suspended and this was 
done w i t h a v i ew of sabotag ing the economic p lan 
o f our coun t r y , w i t hou t any reason and one-s ided ly 
were w i t h d r a w n f r o m A l b a n i a a l l the soviet spec ia
l ists w h o m our economy bad l y needed and we had 
o f f i c ia l l y asked to stay; unde r the pretext of s ta r t ing 
f r om th is year w i t h the repayment o f the o ld cre-
dists (a l though accord ing to the ex i s t ing documents, 
this w o u l d beg in af ter 1970), the Sov ie t side has 
a lmost en t i re l y suspended the t rade re lat ions on a 
c lear ing basis, scholarsh ips we re cut to a l l the 
A l b an i a n c i v i l i an and m i l i t a r y students s tudy ing 
in the Sov ie t Un i on , etc., etc. The economic p ressu-
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res have been accompan ied w i t h pressure and 
restr ic t ive measures in the m i l i t a r y f ie ld , too. 

On the other hand, i t i s we l l k n o w n by a l l tha t 
the press of the People 's Repub l i c of A l b a n i a is c on 
t inuous ly w r i t i n g on the l i fe and the successes of 
the Soviet U n i o n in the commun is t bu i l d ing , sup
ports the var ious moves and proposals the C o m m u 
nist P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n and the Sov iet G o 
vernment concern ing var ious in te rna t iona l ques
tions, whereas the Sov iet press, to the contrary , s i n 
ce almost one and a ha l f years has establ ished a 
str ict si lence b lockade against A l b an i a . W h i l e i t does 
not let escape the least chance to w r i t e even concer
n ing a s ingle posi t ive w o r d w h i c h some B r i t i s h l o r d 
has occassional ly said, the Sov ie t press does no w r i t e 
a s ingle l ine about A l b an i a , let a lone the P a r t y of L a 
bor of A l ban i a , as i f i t d i d not ex is t at a l l on the ear th 
e i ther the People 's Repub l i c o f A l b a n i a o r the A l 
ban ian people, who are bu i l d i ng up soc ia l i sm and 
s t rugg l ing fo r peace in the wo l f ' s mou th , s u r r oun 
ded on a l l sides by the imper ia l i s ts and the i r tools. 
The ice of si lence was b roken on ly at the 22nd C o n 
gress of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov iet U n i o n 
by N. Kh rushchev , but i t was b roken on ly to s l an 
der and vomi t ga l l against the P a r t y of Labor of 
A l b an i a and the People 's Repub l i c o f A l b an i a . 

In these an t i -Ma rx i s t and host i le act ions to 
wards the A l b an i a n people, N. Kh ru sh chev has been 
fo l l owed also by some leaders of the social ist coun 
tr ies o f Europe. They are a l l together do ing the i r u t 
most to isolate A l b a n i a economica l ly , po l i t i ca l l y and 

170 



mi l i t a r i l y , by creat ing a round her a «san i tary cor
don». N. Kh r u sh chev forgets that in the century of 
the t r i umph of L en i n i sm there can be no «cordon» to 
isolate a people a n d a pa r t y w h i c h are f i r m l y f igh t 
ing f o r the t r i u m p h o f soc ia l i sm and o f c o m m u 
n ism, there can be no «cordon», regardless of h ow 
organised and strong i t m a y be, to resist to the 
Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t t r u th . A n y «cordon» w i l l b e sma 
shed and its organisers w i l l shamefu l l y f a i l . 

The f i r s t secretary of the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee 
o f the Commun i s t P a r t y and C h a i r m a n o f the C o u n 
c i l o f M in i s te r s o f the Sov ie t U n i o n d i d not conf ine 
h imse l f to this. See ing that a l l h is pressure, b l o cka 
des and b l a c kma i l d i d not b r i ng the result he des i 
red, cou ld not knee l d own our P a r t y and people, 
f r om the ro s t rum of the 22nd Congress he made an 
open ca l l fo r the ove r t h row ing by means of a coun 
te r - revo lu t ionary coup the leadersh ip o f the P a r t y 
of L abo r of A l b an i a , fo r the l i qu ida t i on of the 
Par ty , someth ing w h i c h he reserves h imse l f to do 
even when i t is the quest ion of the governments of 
the capi ta l i s t countr ies, because he cons iders i t an 
inter ference in the i n te rna l a f fa i rs . He sa id : «To 
put an end to the persona l i ty cu l t means fo r Shehu , 
H o x h a and others to g ive up in essence the com
mand ing posts in the pa r t y and the state. B u t they 
do not wan t to do this. Howeve r we are conv inced 
that the t ime w i l l come w h e n the A l b a n i a n c o m m u 
nists, w h e n the A l b a n i a n people, w i l l have the i r 
say and then the A l b a n i a n leaders w i l l have to g ive 
account fo r the damage they have caused to the i r 
country, to the i r people, to the cause of bu i l d i ng of 
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soc ia l i sm in A lban i a» . The A l b a n i a n people and 
the A l b an i an communis ts gave the rep ly to 
N. Kh ru shchev by means o f hundreds and t h ou 
sands of te legrams and letters, a par t of wh i ch has 
been pub l i shed by our press. 

Ou r P a r t y and people have hea rd cont inuous ly 
for 17 years in succession cal ls fo r the ove r t h row 
of ou r People 's Power , fo r the l i qu ida t i on of our 
Pa r t y and its leadership. They have heard and are 
hear ing t hem every year f r om the U.S.A. State 
Depar tment , f r om the U.S., B r i t i s h and o ther i m 
perial ists, f r o m Franco 's «Nat iona l i s t Spa in» rad io, 
f r o m Ti to 's t ra i torous rev is ion is t gang, f r o m the 
Greek monarcho-fasc ists, etc. These have even h a 
tched up plots to achieve the i r a ims. We have heard 
now such cal ls also f r om N i k i t a Kh rushchev , w h o 
in fact i s j o in ing t hem in the host i le ac t i v i t y against 
the A l b an i a n people and its P a r t y o f Labor . On 
what have the imper ia l i s t s and the i r tools re l ied in 
the i r ac t iv i ty against the people's power and the 
Pa r t y in our coun t ry? The i r a r m y has been the 
scum of our society, the degenerate and ant i -pa r ty 
elements, people so ld to the fo re ign imper ia l i s t i n 
tel l igence services, w h o m ou r people recal ls on ly 
w i t h a fee l ing of deep hate, contempt and scorn . 
Th i s w i l l be also the a r m y of N i k i t a Kh ru shchev . 
A n d i t can not be otherwise. The who le our people, 
old and young, a l l the honest and pat r io t i c people 
of our homeland, pa r ty and non-par ty people, have 
ra l l ied today more than ever a round our g lor ious 
Pa r t y and i ts correct Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t l ine, w h i c h 
expresses the v i t a l interests of our people and 
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meets the common interests of our great cause, so
c ia l i sm and commun i sm . In the face of the i r on un i 
ty of ou r P a r t y and people, in the face of this i n 
v inc ib le force, w i l l s hame fu l l y f a i l a l l the host i le 
act ions and the b ru t a l inter ferences of N i k i t a 
Kh rushchev , as have fa i l ed ear l ier and w i l l a lways 
f a i l the ent i re host i le ac t i v i t y and a l l the plots of 
the imper ia l i s ts , the Yugos l a v revis ionists, the G reek 
monarcho-fasc is ts and other enemies of the A l b a 
n i an people, i ts P a r t y o f L abo r and the Peop le ' s 
Repub l i c o f A l b a n i a . 

A t the 22nd Congress o f the Commun i s t P a r t y 
o f the Sov ie t Un i on , N. Kh r u sh chev accused our 
Pa r t y and its leadersh ip o f ant i -Sov ie t i sm, cons i 
de r ing any r ema rk and c r i t i c i sm towards h is a n t i -
M a r x i s t v i ewpo in t s and actions, made in pa r t y meet
ings and accord ing to Len in i s t rules, an at tack 
against the Sov ie t U n i o n and the Sov ie t peoples. 
Th i s is a monst rous s lander and d is tor t ion. O u r 
Pa r t y and people fo r 20 years in succession have 
been educated in the sp i r i t o f unbounded love and 
f i r m l oya l t y towards the g lor ious Sov ie t U n i o n and 
the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on . They 
have demonst ra ted th is love and l oya l t y by deeds 
in the i r c ommon st ruggle against fasc ism, in the i r 
jo int ef forts to bu i l t up the social ist and commun is t 
society, fo r peace and the f reedom of peoples, they 
have shown i t by the i r un swe r v i ng and p r i n c i p l ed 
struggle against our common enemies — the i m p e 
r ia l ists and the mode rn revis ionists, especia l ly af ter 
the 20th Congress of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the 
Sov ie t U n i o n and after the counter - revo lu t ion in 
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Hunga ry , when the enemies of soc ia l i sm launched 
w i l d attacks and s landers against the Sov ie t order 
and Soviet soldiers were at tacked on the back. The 
ent i re 20 year o ld hero ic s t rugg le and un t i r i ng ac
t i v i t y of our pa r t y and people fo r the cont inuous 
temper ing and s t rengthen ing o f the sacred A l b a n 
ian-Sov ie t f r i endsh ip can not be l i qu ida ted so eas i ly 
by means of some un founded accusat ions and base 
s landers. The A l ban i an -Sov i e t f r i endsh ip has deep 
roots, i t w i l l l i ve in centuries, con t ra ry to the de
sires and attempts of our cr i t ic izers. 

Who does indeed defend the Sov ie t U n i o n and 
i ts prestige, N i k i t a Kh rushchev , who w i t h h is u n 
pr inc ip led attacks and s landers against J . V . S t a l i n 
has d iscred i ted the g lor ious Sov iet Un i on , present ing 
i t l i ke a count ry where the f iercest te r ror has re ig 
ned, the same as in the H i t l e r i t e Ge rmany , or the 
P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a that has defended and 
is defend ing the Sov iet U n i o n f r o m the f ierce at
tacks of the imper ia l i s t and rev is ion ist propaganda, 
w h i c h N i k i t a Kh ru sh chev has p rov ided w i t h w e a 
pons? Who does de fend the Sov ie t U n i o n and i ts 
prest ige, N i k i t a Kh ru shchev who w i t h his a n t i -Ma r 
x i s t actions, attacks, pressure and b lockades against 
the People 's Repub l i c o f A l b a n i a i s p rov i d i ng w i t h 
weapons the imper ia l i s ts to s ta in before the w o r l d 
pub l i c op in ion the Sov ie t U n i o n and its Commun i s t 
Par ty , o r the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b an i a , w h i c h has 
shown and i s showing that h i s an t i -Ma r x i s t act ions 
have noth ing in common w i t h the pr inc ip les and 
the in ternat iona l i s t t rad i t ions of the g lor ious Sov ie t 
U n i o n and its great P a r t y o f Len i n , that they are 
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an un fo r tuna te and tempora ry s ickness in the i r 
sound body. 

O u r P a r t y heard w i t h pat ience what was sa id 
at the 22nd Congress in its address. We, too, are 
say ing our o w n v i ewpo in t concern ing these ques
t ions. The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b an i a , w i t h c a lm and 
pure conscience, appeals to the Commun i s t P a r t y 
o f the Sov ie t Un i o n , appeals to the new Cen t r a l 
Commi t t ee elected by the 22nd Congress to judge 
w i t h Len in i s t equity, w i t h ob jec t iv i ty and calmness, 
not one-s ided ly , on the s i tuat ion created in the r e l a 
t ions between ou r two part ies and our two countr ies . 
O u r P a r t y has a lways been ready, for the sake of 
the un i t y of the Commun i s t movement and the 
social ist camp, of the interests of our countr ies, to 
settle the ex i s t ing disagreements. B u t i t has a lways 
been and is of the op in ion that these quest ions 
shou ld be so lved cor rect ly and on ly in a M a r x i s t - L e 
n in is t way , in the condi t ions of equa l i t y and not 
of pressure and dictate. We hope for and are c on 
f ident in the sense of just ice of the C o m m u n i s t 
P a r t y of the Sov ie t Un i on . 

O u r P a r t y and people, regardless o f the at 
tacks, s landers and the host i le act ions d i rec ted 
against them, w i l l gua rd untouched i n the i r hearts 
the pure feel ings of f r i endsh ip w i t h the f r a t e rna l 
peoples o f the Sov ie t Un i on . O u r P a r t y has taught 
us to love the Sov ie t Un i on , the home land of the 
great L en i n and S ta l i n , bo th in good and bad t imes. 
F o r us the g lor ious Sov ie t U n i o n and the Sov ie t 
people, the great pa r t y of bolsheviks, have been, 
are and rema in the most be loved f r iends of ou r 
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hearts, our l iberators f r om the fascist yoke, our 
l oya l and resolute al l ies in the struggle fo r the 
upbu i l d i ng o f soc ia l i sm in our country . W i t h the 
Sov iet Un i on , w i t h the Sov ie t people, w i t h the 
Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n we have been 
and w i l l be l i n ked for ever. O u r P a r t y and people 
have and are f o l l ow ing w i t h a specia l s ympa thy 
the g lor ious successes and efforts achieved by the 
Sov ie t peoples, under the leadersh ip of the i r g lo r 
ious Commun i s t Par ty , in a l l the f ie lds o f commun is t 
construct ion and cons ider them also as v ic tor ies of 
the A l b an i a n people in the jo in t st ruggle fo r the 
t r i umph of the great cause of soc ia l i sm and c o m 
mun i sm . We are deep ly conv inced that the ob jec t i 
ves and the tasks set by the 22nd Congress of the 
Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov iet U n i o n w i l l be achie
ved as a lways successful ly, fo r the good of the 
peoples of the Sov ie t Un i on , of the ent i re social ist 
camp, to the benef i t of the sacred cause of soc ia l i sm 
and commun i sm, of peace and the f reedom of the 
people o f the who l e wo r l d . 

O u r Pa r t y and people, as a lways, w i l l s t ruggle 
fo r the cause of soc ia l i sm and commun i sm un i ted 
in the social ist camp, a longside the f r a te rna l peoples 
of the Sov iet Un i on , a longside the f ra te rna l Ch inese 
people, a longside a l l the peoples of the countr ies of 
the social ist camp. 

Comrades ! 

The ent i re 20-year o ld l i fe and ac t i v i t y of our 
Par ty , as we l l as the facts of the present day real i ty, 
show c lear ly that ou r P a r t y has a lways had a cor-
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rect genera l l ine, that in connect ion w i t h the present 
day impor tan t quest ions p reoccupy ing the in te rna
t iona l commun i s t movement too, pa r t i cu l a r l y in 
connect ion w i t h the quest ion of the A l b an i an - So 
v iet re lat ions, i t stands on correct marx i s t - l en in i s t 
and in ternat iona l i s t posit ions. 

Deep l y conv inced that they stand for the t ru th , 
our people and Pa r ty , un i ted l i k e a s ingle body, 
w i t h a ca lm and pure conscience and a f i r m deter
minat ion , w i l l i n the fu tu re too, f o l l ow unswerv ing l y 
the i r correct path. A n d i n th is pa th they w i l l w i n . 

A guarantee fo r th is is our hero ic and i n d o m i 
table people, our g lor ious party, the P a r t y of the 
popu la r revo lu t ion , the P a r t y w h i c h du r i ng these 
20 years w o n ove r fasc ism and brought f reedom 
to o u r people and home land , wh i c h t r i umphed over 
the backwardness , ove r hunger and ignorance, and 
has emba rked our coun t ry on the road to soc ia l i sm, 
to progress and cu l ture, the P a r t y wh i ch , as a l oya l 
o f f sp r ing of o u r hero ic people, has f rus t ra ted any 
provocat ion and p lot w h i c h was a imed a t b r i ng i ng 
back the ens lavement a n d pove r t y to our homes. 
A guarantee fo r our fu tu re v ic tor ies w i l l be our 
suppor t and f r i endsh ip w i t h the Sov iet peoples, w i t h 
the Ch inese people, w i t h a l l the f r i end l y peoples 
o f the social ist c amp and others, w i t h w h i c h our 
Par ty , as a pa r t y l o y a l to the pr inc ip les of the p ro 
le ta r ian in te rnat iona l i sm, has l i n k ed w i t h an ever
las t ing and i nv inc i b l e f r i endsh ip ou r sma l l but he
ro ic people. 

We a re exper i enc ing some tempora ry d i f f i c u l 
ties due to the fact that we have to face not on ly 
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the attacks and the int r igues of our sworn enemies, 
the U.S. and other imper ia l i s ts , the i r a l l ies and lac
keys — the Yugos l a v revis ionists, but because we 
have to repulse also the new s landers and attacks 
wh i c h are be ing made against us. B u t the d i f f i c u l 
ties have neve r scared and bent e i ther our Pa r t y , 
o r ou r people. By c los ing ou r ranks a round the P a r 
ty, by s t rengthen ing the v ig i lance, by mu l t i p l y i n g 
our ef forts to successful ly realise, better t han ever, 
the tasks fo r the fu l f i lmen t of the state p l an in a l l 
the f ields, we sha l l succeed. We are conv inced that 
in this st ruggle and in these efforts we sha l l have 
the support of a l l ou r fr iends, of a l l the peoples of 
the social ist countr ies, i n c l ud ing f i rs t and foremost 
the Sov iet people, of a l l the communis ts of the wo r l d , 
i n c l ud ing f i rs t and foremost the Sov ie t communists , 
who sooner or later w i l l see that the b l ow di rected 
against our P a r t y and people is unjust , is dangerous 
for a l l the communis ts of the wo r l d . 

W i t h this conf idence we are ce lebrat ing the 
great ho l iday of the 44th ann ive rsa ry of the Oc to 
ber Socia l ist Revo lu t i on and the great ho l i day of 
the 20th ann ive rsa ry of the found ing of our g lor ious 
Par ty . W i t h this conf idence, w i t h the revo lu t i onary 
banner o f the v ic tor ious Len in i sm, w i t h the un fu r l ed 
banner o f ou r hero ic Pa r t y , we, the A l b a n i a n com
munists, together w i t h our ent i re pat r io t i c and 
f igh t ing people, sha l l ma r ch f o rwa r d w i t h sure 
steps towards new victor ies, fo r the g lo ry of M a r 
x i sm-Len in i sm, fo r the g lo ry of commun i sm , fo r the 
g lo ry of our social ist home land . 
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Long l i ve the 44th ann i ve r sa ry of the G rea t 
October Soc ia l is t Revo l u t i on ! 

L ong l i ve the 20th ann i ve r sa ry of the Pa r t y 
o f L abo r o f A l b an i a ! . 

G l o r y to the v i c tor ious Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , the 
banner of the v ic tor ies of our P a r t y and people! 

L ong l i v e our hero ic and indomi tab le peop le! 
G l o r y to the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a ! 
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THE STRUGGLE OF THE PARTY OF LABOR OF 
ALBANIA AGAINST MODERN REVISIONISM, IN 

DEFENSE OF THE PURITY OF 
MARXISM-LENINISM 

D u r i n g the per iod between the 4th Congress 
and th is one, our P a r t y has waged a resolute and 
p r inc ip l ed struggle in defence of the pu r i t y of 
Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , a b l ow for b l ow struggle 
against Kh ru shchev i t e and T i to i te rev is ion is ts and 
the i r fo l lowers . 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a considers that 
i t i s the r igh t and du t y of eve ry Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t 
P a r t y to de fend the teachings of M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m 
f r o m any r igh t o r lef t dev ia t ion w i t h i n its o w n 
ranks o r w i t h i n the in te rna t i ona l Commun i s t mo
vement and to make a p r i nc ip l ed c r i t i c i sm of any 
Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t P a r t y w h i c h v io lates and distorts 
the M a r x i s t pr inc ip les and the l aws of the p ro le ta 
r i an revo lu t ion . Th i s der ives f r o m the fundamenta l 
pr inc ip les and the in te rna t i ona l na tu re o f the M a r 
x i s t -Len in i s t doctr ine, f r o m the common interests 
and a ims of a l l the detachments of the w o r k i n g 
class, f r o m the pro le ta r ian pa r t y sp i r i t , and f r om 
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the respons ib i l i ty of every par ty for the fate of the 
in ternat iona l commun is t movement . 

At the same t ime, the correct unders tand ing 
and deve lopment of Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm and its ap
p l i ca t ion in pract ice in d i f ferent countr ies i s not 
and cannot be a monopo ly of one pa r t y or a f ew 
ind iv idua ls , but is the r ight and du ty of each par ty 
and each commun is t or revo lu t i onary g roup and 
at the same t ime of a l l of them together. Each 
should and does make its own cont r ibu t ion to this 
great quest ion of pr inc ip le . 

It is a l ien to M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m to c lass i fy the 
part ies into b ig and sma l l part ies, the mothe r pa r t y 
and the daughte r par ty , the lead ing P a r t y and the 
led. A l l the t rue Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t part ies are equa l 
and independent of one another, are un i ted to the 
end w i t h one another in the great cause of the re 
vo lu t ion , support and mu tua l l y assist one another, 
consult and cooperate w i t h one another, coord inate 
the i r thought and act ion in order to achieve the i r 
common goal, insp i red and gu ided in eve ry th ing 
by revo lu t i onary Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm . 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a has a lways 
uphe ld these pr inc ip les and this hea l thy revo lu t i o 
na ry spir i t , and since i ts f ounda t i on i t has acted in 
con fo rmi ty w i t h them. M a r c h i n g reso lute ly on this 
correct road, w i thou t any in ten t ion of impos ing i ts 
v iews on others, the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a open
ly expresses its v iews on the great prob lems that 
preoccupy the in te rna t iona l commun i s t movement . 
Eve r ybody has the r i gh t and the d u t y to cr i t ic ize us 
openly, i f we are not r i gh t on a cer ta in quest ion, or 
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somebody does not share our v iews. We wou l d w e l 
come any just and p r inc ip l ed c r i t i c i sm. 

1. Modern Revisionism — an Offshoot and Ally of 
the Bourgeoisie and Imperialism 

The P a r t y o f Labo r o f A l b a n i a considers the 
open and un in te r rup ted struggle against modern 
rev i s ion ism, w i t h the Sov ie t rev is ion is t leadersh ip 
as its center, as one of the m a i n dut ies of a l l the 
Marx i s t - Len in i s t s , fo r mode rn rev i s ion i sm i s t he 
ma i n enemy of the in te rna t iona l commun i s t m o 
vement, the «Tro jan Horse» of w o r l d impe r i a l i sm 
and cap i ta l i sm, the «second f ront» of impe r i a l i sm 
in oppos ing soc ia l i sm and commun i sm. Its s t ra 
tegic a im is to perpetuate the capita l ist ru le whe re 
i t i s s t i l l in power and to restore cap i ta l i sm where 
i t has been ove r t h rown . 

The present Kh rushchev i t e rev i s ion i sm i s a d i 
rect successor and fo l l ower of the rev i s ion i sm of 
Be rns te in and Kau t s ky , T r o t s k y and B u k h a r i n , 
B r o w d e r and T i to , against w h i c h M a r x , Engels , 
L en i n and S ta l i n , the Commun i s t T h i r d Internat io 
na l and the In fo rma t i on B u r e a u o f the Commun i s t 
and Worke r s Par t ies waged a sharp and p r inc ip led 
struggle. The present day modern rev is ionists a r e 
f o l l ow ing in the footsteps of soc ia l -democracy, 
wh i c h is a servant of the bourgeois ie and a weapon 
to consol idate the capi ta l is t order, suppress the r e 
vo lu t ion , and unde rm ine soc ia l i sm. 

Rev i s i on i sm and soc ia l -democracy are two m a -
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nifestat ions of the same bourgeois ideo logy: the 
f i rst — in the commun is t movement , and the 
second — in the wo rke r s movement . It is the i r 
common ideologica l basis and common po l i t i ca l 
a ims that b r i ng rev i s ion i sm and socia l democracy 
together, un i te and integrate them into a s ingle 
ant i -Marx i s t , ant i-social ist, and counter - revo lu t io 
na ry t rend. 

The h i s tory of the emergence, deve lopment and 
t r i umph of Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm is a h i s to ry of u n i n 
ter rupted struggle against a l l i ts ideo log ica l and 
po l i t i ca l opponents, against a l l betrayers and sp l i t 
ters, against opportunists and rev is ionists of every 
shade. The in te rna t iona l commun is t movement 
exists and develops in a society d iv ided into oppos
ing classes and systems, between wh i ch there is stern 
class struggle. Th i s st ruggle f inds its express ion 
even w i t h i n the ranks of the commun is t Par t ies and 
the Internat iona l communis t movement as the s t rug 
gle between Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm and var ious oppo r 
tunist and rev is ion ist trends. S ince the d ia lec t i ca l 
l aw of development th rough the struggle of o p -
posites, is a un ive rsa l l aw it operates also w i t h i n 
the Commun i s t Par t ies and the Commun i s t move 
ment. Oppo r tun i sm and rev i s ion i sm have a lways 
been and rema in the ideologica l and p o l i -
ca l source of d i s rupt ion of the un i t y of the 
Commun i s t Par t ies and the commun is t movement 
in genera l . In the course of its h i s to ry the i n t e rna 
t ional communis t movement has w i tnessed a 
t rans i t ion f r o m un i t y to d iv i s ion and f r o m d i v i s i on 
to a new un i t y on a h igher basis. V i c t o r y in the 
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struggle between M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and oppo r tu 
n i sm and rev i s i on i sm has a lways been on the side 
of M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m . A f t e r each batt le against 
oppo r tun i sm and rev i s ion ism, the Commun i s t mo
vement has w o n great h i s tor i ca l v ic tor ies and M a r 
x i sm - Len i n i sm has been developed and ra ised to a 
h igher leve l . 

I t was prec ise ly the struggle of great L e n i n at 
the head of the Bo l shev i k s against the oppor tun i sm 
of the treacherous Second Internat iona l , that ensu
red that v i c to r y of w o r l d h is tor i c impor tance — the 
G rea t October Soc ia l is t Revo lu t i on i n Russ ia , w h i c h 
ma r ked the greatest tu rn ing-po in t in the h i s to ry o f 
mank i nd , opened the era o f t rans i t ion f r o m cap i 
ta l i sm to commun i sm, ensured the t r i u m p h of 
M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m over oppor tun i sm, rev i s ion i sm 
and soc ia l democracy, and led to the f o r m a 
t ion o f the Commun i s t T h i r d Internat iona l , w h i c h 
ra ised the w o r l d commun is t movement to a s t i l l 
h igher leve l . I t was due to the struggle waged by 
J . V . S ta l i n , the great fo l l ower o f Len in ' s work , 
at the head of the C P S U and of the struggle of 
the Commin t e rn , that the Trotsky i tes , B u k h a r i -
nites, the bourgeois nat iona l is ts and a l l other op
portun is ts we re smashed, thus ensur ing the conso
l ida t ion of the pro le ta r ian d ic tatorsh ip and the v i c 
to ry o f soc ia l i sm in the Sov ie t Un i on , and push ing 
f o rwa r d the w o r l d revo lu t i onary and l i be ra t ion 
movement . Th i s st ruggle was a d i rect cont r ibu t ion 
to the creat ion and temper ing of the Commun i s t 
and Worke r s ' Pa r t i es ; i t c on f i rmed the basic p r i n 
ciples of the const ruct ion of Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t P a r -
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t ies, strengthened the revo lu t i ona ry un i t y of the 
communis t movement against bourgeois ideo logy 
in its var ious mani festat ions, and a rmed the P a r 
ties w i t h great exper ience in unders tand ing and 
app ly ing Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm correct ly i n acco rdan
ce w i t h the na t iona l and in te rna t iona l condi t ions. 

The results o f the wo r k and struggle waged by 
the C P S U , the Comin te rn , and the i n d i v i d ua l 
Commun i s t Part ies, were ref lected especia l ly in 
the struggle against fasc ism and after the Second 
Wo r l d War , w h i c h ended in the complete po l i t i ca l 
and m i l i t a r y defeat of fasc ism, in the genera l 
weaken ing of the imper ia l i s t front, in the great 
v i c to ry of the Sov iet Un i on , in the emba r k i ng of 
many countr ies of Eu rope and A s i a on the road of 
soc ia l ism, in the upsurge of the nat iona l - l ibera t ion 
movement, in the g r ow th of the role and au thor i t y 
o f the Commun i s t Par t ies th roughout the wo r l d , 
in numerous po l i t i ca l and economic v ictor ies of the 
in ternat iona l w o r k i n g class. 

The Sov iet U n i o n came out o f the w a r s t ron
ger than ever, a l though i t had suf fered great m a 
ter ia l and human losses. Its economy recovered 
qu i ck l y . G rea t successes were ach ieved by the 
other social ist countr ies, too. As a result, the eco
nomic and po l i t i ca l potent ia l of soc ia l i sm in the 
wo r l d increased, its defence might , the at t ract ive 
force of the ideas of soc ia l i sm and the in f luence of 
the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t Part ies, grew. The Ma r x i s t -
Len in is t un i t y o f the Commun i s t and Wo r ke r s ' P a r 
ties and the in te rna t iona l so l idar i t y of the c o m m u -
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nists and peoples was strengthened and forged on 
a hea l thy basis, the mu t ua l cooperat ion and as
sistance among the f ra te rna l social ist countr ies 
were deve loped and st rengthened by new M a r x i s t -
Len in i s t methods, the socia l ist camp was created 
and consol idated, and i t became the defender of 
the peoples against impe r i a l i sm and a m i gh t y sup
por ter o f the r evo lu t i ona ry and nat iona l l i bera t ion 
struggle, a great school f o r the revo lu t ionar ies and 
peoples o f the who l e w o r l d fo r the i r l i be ra t ion f r om 
the yoke of the imper ia l i s t oppressors and other 
enslavers. 

The Revo lu t i on was on the r ise and march ing 
ahead, wh i l e impe r i a l i sm was mov i n g towards i ts 
doom, decay ing, and enc i rc led by the i r on and f i re 
of the peoples of the who l e wo r l d . To extr icate 
itself f r om the d i f f i cu l t s i tuat ion and to accompl i sh 
its counte r - revo lu t ionary and aggressive g loba l 
strategy, the head o f w o r l d impe r i a l i sm — US i m 
per ia l i sm, put in mot ion a l l its economic, po l i t i ca l , 
m i l i t a ry , and ideo log ica l potent ia l . 

A t these v e r y d i f f i cu l t moments fo r impe r i a 
l i sm, w h e n i t h ad to so lve the cr is is fac ing i t f r o m 
the revo lu t i ona ry impetus of the w o r k i n g people, 
f r o m the po l i t i ca l , ideologica l , economic and m i l i 
ta ry m igh t of the social ist camp, and the na t iona l 
l i bera t ion st ruggle of the peoples, the mode rn re 
v is ionists headed by the T i to i te and Sov ie t r e v i 
sionists came to the a i d of impe r i a l i sm to rescue 
i t f r o m cr is is and defeat. Th i s i s the great be t raya l 
by the rev is ion ists and the i r h i s to r i ca l respons ib i 
l i ty before the peoples. 
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Be ing ideo log ica l ly and mo ra l l y on the same 
ra i ls as US and w o r l d impe r i a l i sm in genera l , des
pite the great m i l i t a r y potent ia l of the countr ies 
they ru led, the mode rn revis ionists we re te r r i f i ed 
by the w a r threats and atomic b l a c kma i l o f US 
imper i a l i sm and surrendered to it. They presented 
themselves to wo r l d cap i ta l i sm as obedient lac
keys and tested agents, w i t h a po l i t i ca l p l a t fo rm, 
bourgeois f r o m top to bot tom, bu t camouf laged 
w i t h Ma r x i s t phraseology, in order to deceive the 
people more easi ly. Thus w o r l d impe r i a l i sm achie
ved a much greater success that i t had expected. 
Therefore, i t read i l y approved a l l the steps and 
actions of the revis ionists, cheered and app lauded 
them, supported and exp lo i ted them to the f u l l 
wh i l e t r y i ng w i t h b l a c kma i l and «concessions», w i t h 
threats and loans to d rag them fu r the r and fu r the r 
down the road of bet raya l . 

The f i rs t and most dangerous o f f spr ing o f i m 
per ia l i sm was T i to i sm, wh i ch , w i t h the he lp o f the 
bourgeoisies, the Trotsky i tes , and social democracy, 
seized power in Yugos l av i a . I t was used by impe 
r i a l i sm as a po l i t i ca l and ideo log ica l means to f ight 
the social ist countr ies, to organ ize subvers ive ac t i 
v i t ies in the in te rnat iona l commun is t movement , to 
undermine the ant i - imper ia l i s t s t ruggle of the peo
ples, and to fo rmu la te the pr inc ip les of mode rn 
rev i s ion i sm under the condi t ions when a P a r t y of 
Trosky i tes and renegades i s in power . B u t thanks 
to the acute fars ightedness of S t a l i n th i s ser ious 
threat was discovered in t ime, and a f i rm , m i l i t an t , 
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Marx i s t - L en i n i s t s tand against this treacherous 
t rend was adopted. The T i to i te c l ique was exposed 
as a band of agents of US impe r i a l i sm and the i n 
te rnat iona l bourgeois ie , i t was fought unan imous l y 
by the who le of in te rna t iona l c ommun i sm and was 
iso lated in its la i r . 

A f t e r the death of S ta l i n , the camouf laged 
counter - revo lu t ionar ies w i t h i n the ranks of the 
C P S U , headed by N. Kh rushchev , began to st ir, to 
p lot and to reorganize themselves in order to seize 
power . The Sov ie t Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s and the lea
dersh ip o f the C P S U were l a ck ing i n revo lu t ionay 
v ig i l ance and determinat ion . They fe l l into the 
net of in t r igue of the rev is ionists and renegades, 
Kh rushchev . M i k o y a n , B rezhn iev , etc, who car r ied 
out the i r counte r - revo lu t ionary coup. The people 
w i t h i n the leadersh ip o f the C P S U , not on l y g r adua l 
ly lost the i r v ig i l ance bu t p roved themselves as apa 
thet ic as they were f r ightened, in the face of the r i 
se of the rev is ion ist counter - revo lu t ion . They dit not 
re ly on the P a r t y and the masses, but, began ba r 
ga in ing, mak i ng concessions, and i ndu lg ing in i l l u 
sions about a false and oppor tun i s t democrat i c so
lu t ion , a l leged ly to save the unde rm ined «uni ty» 
and «prestige» w h i c h was be ing destroyed. A n d a l l 
this at a t ime when the t ra i tors N. Kh ru sh chev 
and Co, we re t ak i ng eve ry th ing in to the i r own 
hands, b r i ng i ng the rev is ion is t p lotters to key pos i 
t ions, and the who le of th is unde rm in i ng ac t i v i t y 
was covered w i t h a deafen ing propaganda about 
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«plenty», «strength», the «new ly establ ished 
democracy», about the «sp lendid prospects» fo r 
the development of the economy, cul ture, and 
we l l -be ing; i t was covered w i t h an unres t ra ined 
euphor ia about the «lost f reedom» regained — 
about the «sensat ional successes» in the in te rnat io 
na l f ie ld, and w i t h the bombast ic and a lmost da i l y 
speeches of the greatest counter - revo lu t ionary that 
h is tory has ever k nown , the char la tan c lown, 
N . Kh rushchev . 

The Kh rushchev i t e rev is ionists car r ied ou t 
intens ive p repara tory act iv i ty , openly and beh ind 
the scenes, bo th ins ide the Sov iet U n i o n and in the 
other social ist countr ies as we l l as in the i n t e rna 
t iona l arena, in order to prepare the coups, cond i 
tions, and people for «their great action». The 20th, 
21st, and 22nd Congresses of the C P S U , are the key 
moments when the modern revis ionists came out the 
open w i t h the i r t reacherous po l i t i ca l and ideo log ica l 
p la t fo rm. They began the i r ons laught against 
Ma r x i sm -Len i n i sm , the revo lu t i on and soc ia l ism, 
by l aunch ing the attack on the l i fe and wo r k of 
J . V. S ta l in , who, as the great successor of the 
cause of L e n i n had defended and imp lemented a 
consistant revo lu t ionary genera l l ine, wh i c h ensu 
red the construct ion of soc ia l i sm in the Sov ie t 
Un ion , the v i c to ry over fasc ism in the Grea t P a t r i o 
tic War , and the pu t t i ng o f the Sov iet U n i o n on 
the road to the construct ion of commun i sm. S ince 
that t ime Kh ru shchev i t e rev i s ion i sm has been de
veloped and e laborated un t i l i t has become an e n 
t i re theoret ica l and pract i ca l system, w h i c h has 
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been concret ised in the new P r o g r a m of the 
C P S U - the code of mode rn rev i s ion i sm. 

Jus t as Kh ru sh chov i t e rev i s i on i sm d id not a r i 
se in one day, bu t wen t th rough its process of 
fo rmat ion , of organ izat ion and g r ow th in to a sys
tem, ne i ther d i d the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t s recognise 
the na tu re of rev i s i on i sm in one day, bu t t h rough 
a who l e h i s to r i ca l process. In order to h ide the i r 
t reacherous a ims, the rev is ion is ts use re f ined forms, 
manoeuvres, tact ics and methods, dressed themse l 
ves in a l l k i nds o f disguises in con fo rm i t y w i t h the 
in te rna t iona l and na t i ona l s i tuat ions, w i t h the de
ve lopment of the class struggle, and the i r t empo
ra ry v ictor ies and the i r defeats. As the A l b a n i a n 
say ing goes «the serpent neve r shows i ts feet». 
Thus i t was p roved that the most su i tab le f o r m 
for the penet ra t ion of bourgeois ideo logy in to the 
social ist countr ies and Commun i s t Par t ies i s the 
f o rm o f rev i s ion i sm, w h i c h i s no th i ng bu t bourgeois 
ideology, camouf laged w i t h M a r x i s t and social ist 
phraseology. 

The h i s to ry o f the in te rna t i ona l commun is t 
movement has never before k n o w n a rev i s ion i sm de
ve loped to such propor t ions and so dangerous as 
present day Kh ru sh chov i t e rev i s ion i sm. Th i s i s con
nected w i t h the fact that one of the most impor tan t 
features of mode rn rev i s i on i sm is that i t is rev i s io 
n i sm in power w h i c h has af fected the Commun i s t 
Par t ies o f severa l social ist countr ies, the C o m m u 
nist P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n in the f i r s t place, 
and thus, a l l the might , au tho r i t y a n d means o f 
the social ist state are used to defend and p ropa -
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gate rev is ion ism. Th i s is a great mis for tune, as we l l 
as a great lesson, fo r the Marx i s t - Len in i s t s , who 
must k n o w not on ly how to combat th is rev i s i on i sm 
wh i c h has power in i ts hands, but also, h o w to 
prevent a repet i t ion of the rev is ion is t t ragedy of 
the Sov iet U n i o n in the other countr ies that are 
bu i l d ing soc ia l i sm now, or w i l l enter the road of 
soc ia l i sm in the future . 

2. The Strategic Aims of Khrushchovite 
Revisionism 

N o w there are i nnumerab l e facts to p rove 
what the strategic a ims o f the Kh ru shchov i t e mo 
dern revis ionists are, and wha t enormous damage 
and ev i l they have b rought and are b r i ng ing to 
soc ia l ism, the revo lu t ion , and the peoples. 

The rev is ionists d i rected the m a i n spearhead 
of the i r struggle against Marxism-Leninism — as 
the re l iab le theory of w o r l d r evo lu t i on and of the 
struggle fo r the defeat of impe r i a l i sm and cap i 
ta l i sm. They replaced th is theory w i t h an oppor 
tunist and counter - revo lu t ionary theory in the ser
vice of the bourgeois ie and impe r i a l i sm . Unde r the 
false slogans of the «struggle against dogmat ism» 
and o f the «creat ive deve lopment o f M a r x i s m u n 
der the new condit ions» they ac tua l l y dec lared 
M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m to be outdated, negated i ts 
fundamenta l pr inc ip les, depr i ved i t o f its r e vo l u 
t ionary spir i t , t u rned i t in to a doct r ine w h i c h is 
not on l y harmless bu t even he l p f u l to the bou r -
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geoisie. The rev is ion ists rep laced ma te r i a l i sm w i t h 
idea l i sm, dia lect ics w i t h metaphys ics , accepted the 
reac t ionary ph i l o sophy o f p ragmat i sm. They re 
jected the class struggle, the social ist r evo lu t i on 
and the pro le ta r ian d ic tatorsh ip, and rep laced t hem 
w i t h bourgeois and oppor tun is t theor ies of class 
conc i l ia t ion, soc ia l re fo rm, peacefu l t rans i t ion, and 
l i be ra l bourgeois democracy. The re i s no f ie ld o f 
Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t theory whe r e the rev is ion ists h a 
ve not in t roduced bourgeois soc ia l -democrat ic i deo
logy, w h i c h i s the i r sp i r i t ua l nour i shment . The a i m 
of the rev is ion ists is the ideo log ica l d i sa rmament 
o f the P a r t y and the w o r k i n g class in o rde r to open 
the w a y to the degenerat ion of soc ia l i sm and the 
in te rna t i ona l commun i s t movement . 

The second d i rec t ion of the s t rugg le of the re 
v is ionists is to promote the degeneration and step up 
the destruction of the Marxist-Leninist parties, 
to t u r n them into soc ia l -democrat ic part ies w h i c h 
suppor t the counter - revo lu t ion , to unde rm ine so
c ia l i sm and de fend and reestabl ish cap i ta l i sm. 
They t r amp led under foo t the Len in i s t p r inc ip les 
for the const ruct ion of the pa r t y of a n ew type, i n 
t roduced into the pa r t y l i fe fo rms and methods of 
wo r k a l ien to Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , e l im ina ted the o ld 
revo lu t i ona ry cadres and b rought opportun is ts , ca 
reerists, and adventurers to lead ing posit ions, 
started on the road of a l l iances w i t h the bourgeois, 
l i be ra l and soc ia ldemocrat ic part ies, and now are 
p repa r ing fo r the l i qu ida t i on o f the Commun i s t 
Par t ies unde r the pretext o f c reat ing «un i ted pa r 
ties o f the w o r k i n g class». The Kh rushchov i t e s ne-
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gated the pro le ta r ian class na tu re of the C o m m u 
nist P a r t y of the Sov ie t U n i o n and dec lared i t «the 
par ty of the ent i re people». They deny the lead ing 
ro le o f the Commun i s t P a r t y a rmed w i t h M a r x i s t -
Len in i s t theory in the social ist revo lu t i on and in 
the system of the pro le ta r ian d ictatorsh ip, preach 
that the t rans i t ion to soc ia l i sm and i ts const ruct ion 
can be car r ied out unde r the leadersh ip of o ther 
part ies and classes, even bourgeois ones. It is a 
b i t ter fact that today the part ies led by the mo 
dern rev is ionists scarce ly d i f f e r a t a l l f r o m the so
c ia l -democrat ic par t ies; they have been t rans fo rmed 
into bourgeois part ies of the w o r k i n g class, accom
plices and servants of the bourgeois ie and impe r i a 
l i sm. Thus the rev is ionists t r y to depr ive the wo r 
k i n g class and the w o r k i n g masses not on ly of the i r 
revo lu t i onary ideo logy bu t also o f the i r m i l i t an t 
vanguard and the i r l ead ing po l i t i ca l staff, and this 
at a t ime when impe r i a l i sm and the bourgeois ie 
and react ion are organized and a rmed to the teeth 
and have hu r l ed themselves in to attack on the 
wo r k i n g class and the revo lu t i ona ry peoples. 

Ano t he r a i m o f the Kh ru shchov i t e rev is ion ists 
is the degeneration of the socialist system and the 
liquidation of the proletarian dictatorship, the r a 
d ica l t rans fo rmat ion of the Sov ie t U n i o n and so
cial ist countr ies in to bourgeois countr ies and sta
tes of a new T i to i te and T ro t sky i te type. Unde r 
the false s logan of the «struggle against the cul t 
of the i nd i v i dua l and i ts consequences» the r e v i 
sionists made the most monst rous s landers against 
Ma r x i sm -Len i n i sm , against the Commun i s t P a r t y 
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and the d ic tatorsh ip of the pro letar iat , against the 
who le social ist order and w o r l d commun i sm. The 
Kh ru shchov i t e rev is ion ists at tacked the construc
t ion o f soc ia l i sm in the U S R R , den igrated its v i c to
ries, d iscred i ted the Sov ie t people; they t r ied to 
make people be l ieve that S t a l i n w i t h h is «a rb i t ra 
riness» and «his cu l t» had d istorted Len in ' s teach
ings. Thus, «Sta l in is t Soc ia l i sm» had to be comple
te ly uprooted and tu rned in to a «genuine soc ia
l i sm» in the rev is ion is t style, w h i c h was accepta
ble to the socia l-democrats, the bourgeois l ibera ls, 
impe r i a l i sm and the bourgeois ie. Unde r the cover 
of the «state of the who l e people» the Kh r u sh cho 
v i te rev is ion ists e l im ina ted the p ro le ta r i an d ictator
sh ip i n the Sov ie t U n i o n and establ ished the i r o w n 
d ic ta torsh ip w h i c h is the d i c ta torsh ip of the new 
bourgeo is i f ied s t ra tum, w h i c h ho lds powe r in its 
hands and oppresses and exp lo i t s the Sov ie t people. 
Th i s n ew bourgeois s t ra tum, w h i c h i s the soc ia l basis 
o f r ev i s i on i sm and o f w h i c h the po l i t i ca l represen
tat ives are the Sov ie t rev is ion is t leaders, has now 
paved the w a y to the res torat ion of cap i ta l i sm in 
the Sov ie t Un i on . I t has unde r taken rad i ca l mea 
sures to t r ans fo rm the social ist economy in to a ca
p i ta l i s t economy of a new type af ter the examp le 
of T i to i t e Yugos l av i a , to bastard ise the educat ion, 
cu l ture, the w a y of l i fe, the hea l thy p ro le ta r i an 
mora l i t y , and to spread co r rup t i on and diss ipat ion, 
to open the w a y to the penet ra t ion of bourgeois 
ideo logy and mora l i t y and fo re ign investments, es
pec ia l ly o f the US do l la r . Tha t w h i c h the impe 
r ia l is t in te rvent ion , the wh i t e guards, the T r o t s k y i -
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tes and a l l other enemies of the Sov iet U n i o n in 
the i r t ime were quite unab le to do, is be ing car
r ied out by the Kh rushchov i t e rev is ionists today. 

I t has been and s t i l l i s the a i m of the K h r u s h 
chevite rev is ionists to liquidate the socialist camp 
— the greatest revo lu t i ona ry v i c to ry of the w o r 
k i ng class and a l l the wo r k i n g people of the wo r l d , 
to replace i t w i t h the broad idea of the «great so
cial ist f am i l y of the peoples», to d i s rupt the f r a 
terna l Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t bonds among the socia l ist 
countr ies and to replace them w i t h bonds of do
m ina t i on and chauv in i sm, of b l a ckma i l , and the 
economic, po l i t i ca l and m i l i t a r y pressure of the 
great upon the smal l , of the strong upon the weak . 
The Sov ie t rev is ion ist leaders t ramp le upon the 
sovere ignty of the other social ist countr ies and 
peoples, b ru ta l l y in ter fere in the i r i n te rna l af fa i rs , 
organize subvers ive ac t i v i ty against them, t r y to 
impose upon them the i r d ictate to put the social ist 
countr ies under the contro l and heel of the t rans 
formed Trosky i te Sov iet State. In the re lat ions be
tween the social ist countr ies the pr inc ip les of p ro 
le tar ian in te rnat iona l i sm have been rep laced w i t h 
new bourgeois and capita l ist pr inc ip les of oppres
sion and dominat ion . F o l l ow i ng this road, the So 
viet revis ionists and the i r fo l lowers v io la ted a l l 
the economic, po l i t i ca l , and m i l i t a r y agreements 
concluded w i t h the P.R. o f A l b an i a , and pursued 
a savagely chauv in is t and imper ia l i s t po l i cy to 
wards it. The rev is ion ist t ra i tors have fo l l owed the 
l ine of sabotaging socia l ism, of economic pressure 
and blockades, provocat ions and plots towards PR 
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of Ch i n a also. They f o l l ow the same po l i cy in 
var ious fo rms and to var ious extents even towards 
the i r f r iends and al l ies. 

Ano t he r impo r t an t aspect of the strategy of 
the Kh rushchev i t e rev is ionists i s d i s rupt ion, on an 
in te rna t iona l scale, of the wo rke r s ' in ternat iona l i s t 
uni ty, the smashing of the international communist 
movement, the sub juga t ion of the Commun i s t P a r 
ties to the Sov ie t rev is ion is t leadership. The l ead
i ng Sov ie t g roup has in t roduced to the i n te rna 
t iona l commun is t movement the concept and me
thod of the «conductor 's baton» and the «mother 
party». I t has v io la ted the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t no rms 
and pr inc ip les of re lat ions between f ra te rna l par
ties and has estab l i shed feuda l and pa t r i a r cha l re 
lat ions of submiss ion and domina t ion . I t has d i rec
ted the who l e of its struggle, not against the bour 
geoisie and the class enemy, bu t against the 
Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t Par t ies and f i r s t o f a l l against 
the Commun i s t P a r t y o f C h i n a and the P a r t y o f 
Labo r of A l b an i a . The Sov ie t rev is ion is t leadership, 
organized the pub l i c at tack at the 22nd congress 
o f the C P S U against the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a 
n ia . They and the i r fo l lowers t rans fo rmed the ros
t r u m of cer ta in other part ies in to arenas of w i l d 
s landers and f ierce attacks not on ly against our 
Par ty , but also against the CP o f C h i n a and other 
Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t Par t ies . In M a r c h last year, the 
Kh rushchov i t e rev is ion ists organ ized the spl i t t is t 
and fac t iona l meet ing o f Moscow. They have sup
por ted and inc i ted an t i -pa r ty and host i le elements 
to under take fac t iona l ac t i v i t y against the f ra te r -
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na l part ies, have ca r r i ed out and are ca r r y i ng out 
sp l i t t ing ac t i v i ty on a b road scale w i t h i n the i n 
ternat iona l democrat ic organizat ions, do ing the i r 
best to impose on them the i r opportun is t and pro-
imper ia l i s t l ine. 

Soviet-U.S. friendship and cooperation and 
the establishment of a new alliance between U.S 
imperialism and Soviet revisionist imperialism for 
world domination is the essence of the K h r u s h 
chevite rev is ion ists ' l ine, the i r loft iest idea l and 
dream. Th i s new a l l iance a ims at d i v i d i ng the sphe
res of in f luence and pu t t i ng a l l the states of the 
wo r l d unde r the dictate of these two b ig powers . 
It is an unden iab le fact that now the Kh r u sh che 
vi te revis ionists, headed by the Sov iet leaders, do 
not make any d is t inc t ion between the f r iends and 
enemies of soc ia l i sm and the peoples, they have 
broken any bonds w i t h Ma r x i sm - Len i n i sm , w i t h 
the revo lut ionar ies and peoples. They have un i ted 
w i t h imper i a l i sm in oppos ing socia l ism, w i t h the 
U S A , w i t h a l l the react ionar ies against the peo
ples, w i t h a l l the react ionar ies in oppos ing the 
revolut ionar ies. They have un i ted w i t h the T i to i te 
c l ique and a l l the other renegades f r om the wo r 
k i ng class against Ma r x i sm - Len i n i sm , and the P a r 
ties and forces w h i c h are l oya l to i t and to the 
cause of revo lu t ion . 

Such is the an t i -Marx i s t , ant i -socia l ist and 
counter - revo lu t ionary force of the Kh ru shchev i t e 
revis ionists. Such are the i r t reacherous strategic 
a ims. The ma i n purpose of the resolute and p r i n 
c ip led struggle of our P a r t y was prec ise ly the 
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unmask i ng of the treacherous features of the 
Kh rushchev i t e rev is ion is ts before the eyes of a l l 
commun is t s and peoples, the unmask i ng of the 
host i le a ims of the Sov ie t rev is ionists leadership. 
O u r P a r t y i s de te rm ined to ca r ry th is struggle 
th rough to the end, to the complete v i c to ry of 
M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m ove r Kh rushchev i t e , T i to i te , 
and other mode rn rev i s ion i sm. 

3. The Struggle of the Party of Labor of Albania 
and all the Marxist-Leninists Against Revisionism 

and its Results 

The Sov ie t rev is ion is t leaders thought, that 
because of the economic and m i l i t a r y potent ia l and 
the prest ige and au thor i t y o f the Commun i s t P a r t y 
and of the Sov ie t State, resistance to the i r be t ra 
ya l w o u l d be weak a n d eas i ly e l im ina ted . Be i ng 
an t i -Marx i s t , they under -es t imated the st rength 
o f Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , i ts d ynam i sm and r evo l u 
t ionary sp i r i t . In fact th ings t u rned out qu i te the 
contrary, and i t cou ld not happen otherwise. Aga ins t 
this great be t r aya l o f the Kh ru shchev i t e re 
v is ionists there stood up w i t h a l l the i r m igh t the 
glor ious Commun i s t P a r t y of Ch i na , the P a r t y of 
Labo r o f A l b an i a , the other Ma r x i s t - Len i n i s t P a r 
ties, and a l l the t rue communis ts a n d revo lu t i ona 
ries, who sa id «stop» to rev i s i on i sm and began a 
stern, p r inc ip l ed and uncomprom i s i ng struggle 
against it . Th i s struggle i n fu r i a t ed and te r r i f i ed 
the mode rn revis ionists, fo r i t threatened t hem 
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w i t h destruct ion and death. Tha t i s w h y they d i 
rected a l l the i r f i r e -power against the Ma r x i s t - L e 
ninist Par t ies and forces, w i t h the RP o f Ch i n a and 
the PR o f A l b a n i a as the i r m a i n targets. They 
have s t r i ven by every means to subdue us, used 
a l l the i r demagogy to isolate the M a r x i s t - L e n i 
nists and to neutra l i ze the i r hero ic struggle, w h i c h 
was the i r resolute response to the rev is ion is ts ' be 
t raya l ; they manoeuvred in a thousand and one 
ways to stop the polemics w h i c h they themselves 
had started. They left no stone un tu rned but had 
no v ictory, on ly losses, fa i lu re and defeat, up to the 
e l im ina t ion of the i r ch ie f ta in Kh ru shchov , and 
this was a ter r ib le ca lami ty fo r the who l e of mo
dern rev is ion ism. 

O u r P a r t y under took the open struggle impo 
sed on i t by mode rn rev is ion ism, w i t h complete 
conf idence and respons ib i l i ty , w i t h w i s dom and m a 
tur i ty . It assessed this struggle, proper ly , and took 
account of the sacr i f ices invo lved , because this was 
a ma jo r quest ion of pr inc ip le , upon w h i c h its fate 
and the fate of i ts be loved people w h o had ra ised 
and tempered it, the fate of soc ia l ism, and the 
f reedom and independence of the Mo the r l and were 
dependent. Th i s was a struggle in defence of M a r 
x i sm-Len in i sm and commun i sm , in defence o f the 
v i t a l interests of the w o r k i n g class and peoples. Its 
loya l ty to the revo lu t i ona ry cause of its people 
and its l o f ty in ternat iona l i s t respons ib i l i ty , its 
loya l ty to the teachings of M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m 
and the 1957 and 1960 Moscow Dec larat ions, are 
what insp i red and s t i l l insp i re our pa r t y in the 
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who le of i ts stand, and in the resolute and consis
tent struggle against mode rn rev i s ion i sm of K h r u s h 
chov, T i to and others. 

The Kh rushchev i t e s under -es t imated th is cor
rect dec is ion of our P a r t y to resist and to f ight 
b l ow fo r b low, against rev i s i on i sm cons ider ing i t 
an adventure that w o u l d f la re up but die out after a 
few moments , l i k e a f i r e in s t raw. They thought 
that w i t h the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a and the 
A l b a n i a n people, a sma l l P a r t y and people of a 
sma l l social ist country , they w o u l d qu i c k l y settle 
accounts and w o u l d thus p rov ide a good lesson 
fo r a l l those w h o m igh t dare to oppose the rev i s io 
nist bet raya l . F o r th is purpose they under took a 
host i le ac t i v i t y against us such as even the most 
rab id imper ia l i s t s m igh t envy. Neve r since l i be 
ra t ion had the A l b a n i a n people been p laced in a 
more d i f f i cu l t pos i t ion than that b rought about by 
the rev is ion is t t ra i tors headed by the Kh r u sh chov 
group. B u t ou r P a r t y and people passed this great 
h is tor i c test w i t h complete success, and in f l i c ted 
a shamefu l defeat on the Kh rushchev i t e rev i s i o 
nists and the i r fo l lowers . L i f e p roved that the i r 
ca lcu lat ions we re bu i l t on sand, that in this matter, 
too, they thought and acted as an t i -Ma rx i s t s and 
chauv in is ts and that i s w h y they b roke the i r heads. 

There have been people f r i end l y and we l l i n -
tent ioned towards our P a r t y and people, who d id 
not unders tand a t f i r s t that o u r P a r t y was correct 
in i ts decis ions to resist rev i s ion i sm by every means 
and to f igh t a b l ow for b l ow struggle against i t . 
Some among them even considered ou r Pa r ty ' s 
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stand immature , hasty, tact ica l ly wrong , head
strong and arrogant. We l is tened pat ient ly to these 
groundless judgements and were conv inced that 
we wou l d eventua l l y be understood and supported, 
as ac tua l l y happened. It is not d i f f i cu l t f o r those 
who are aware of the h i s to ry of ou r re lat ions w i t h 
the Sov iet leaders to see how correct and carefu l , 
how ca lm a n d cool-headed our Pa r t y ' s s tand has 
been. The struggle o f ou r P a r t y against Kh r u s che -
v i te rev i s ion i sm was not gu ided by economic or 
other t r i v i a l and prac t i ca l considerat ions, «unhea l 
thy pr ide» or «na r row na t iona l interests», wh i ch , 
some people thought, cou ld be eas i ly sett led in one 
or two meetings w i t h the Sov ie t leaders. O u r d i f 
ferences w i t h the Sov iet leaders we re not on ly as a 
consequence of the grave mis takes w h i c h they had 
commit ted towards our P a r t y and our country . 
The Sov ie t rev is ion ist leadersh ip commit ted m i s 
takes in regard to A l b a n i a because they had be
trayed Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm and the i r mis takes were 
the consequence of th is be t raya l and depar tu re 
f r om pr inc ip le . Therefore, the mistakes of the 
Khrushchev i tes in regard to us cou ld not be rec t i 
f ied separately f r o m the i r t reacherous genera l l ine. 
The differences were of p r inc ip le and genera l , before 
they were par t i cu la r and par t i a l . They were d i f fe 
rences between two l ines in the in te rna t iona l com
munis t movement, and not s imp l y between the 
Pa r t y of Labo r of A l b a n i a and the leadersh ip of the 
C P S U . 

Where d i d ou r P a r t y f i n d such conf idence and 
c lar i ty, such s t rength and dete rminat ion in i ts 
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st ruggle against mode rn rev i s ion i sm? O u r P a r t y i s 
re la t i ve ly young and sma l l , but i t i s a P a r t y 
created and tempered amidst s t rugg le and re
vo l u t i on ; i t is a consistent and r evo lu t i ona ry par ty , 
wh i ch , th roughout i ts l i fe , has r i go rous l y and l oya l l y 
uphe ld the pr inc ip les of Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t ideology. 
O u r Pa r ty ' s s t rength and i n v i n c i b i l i t y l ies i n the i n 
v i n c i b i l i t y o f M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m , w h i c h ou r P a r t y 
defends, in the r evo lu t i ona ry cause f o r w h i c h i t 
f ights, in the stee l - l ike u n i t y o f i ts r anks tempered 
in f ierce class batt les; i t l ies in its unbreakab le 
l i n k s w i t h the people, forged by the P a r t y w i t h i ts 
correct l ine, and in the great i n te rna t i ona l p ro 
le ta r ian so l idar i ty . 

The great exper ience ga ined by our P a r t y i n 
the struggle against Yugos l av rev i s ion i sm p layed a 
pa r t i cu la r ro le in the st ruggle against the K h r u s h -
chevites. F o r mo re than 20 years o u r P a r t y has 
been reso lute ly and cons istenly f i gh t i ng against the 
T i to i te renegades who have p lot ted against our 
P a r t y and our Repub l i c , sabotaged the h is tor i c v i c 
tories of the na t iona l - l i be ra t ion struggle of the 
peoples of Yugos l av i a , dest royed eve ry th i ng socia
list, paved the w a y fo r the deve lopment of cap i ta 
l i sm both in the count rys ide and in the cities, made 
Yugos l av i a dependent economica l l y and po l i t i ca l l y 
on imper ia l i s t «a id and credits», tu rned i t in to a 
tool o f US impe r i a l i sm and its aggressive and w a r 
monger ing po l icy . The t reacherous T i to i te po l i cy 
rev i ved and inc i ted na t i ona l conf l ic ts among the 
peoples o f Yugos l av i a . O u r P a r t y has never wave 
red in its stern and p r inc ip led struggle against the 
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Ti to i te bet raya l . A n d l i fe, w h i c h i s the best judge, 
has complete ly p roved the correctness of the s t r ug 
gle and of the po l i t i ca l and ideo log ica l s tand of ou r 
P a r t y i n opposing T i to i te rev i s ion i sm. The struggle 
of our P a r t y against T i t o i sm was a great school 
wh i c h tempered us, strengthened our fa i th in v i c 
tory, taught us to c lear ly d i s t ingu ish enemies no 
mat ter how we l l camouf laged they may be, to see 
th rough the i r s in ister p lans, tactics, demagogy and 
methods of struggle. As a consequence, in the s t rug 
gle against Kh rushchev i t e modern rev i s ion i sm, ou r 
Pa r t y was not a young and inexper ienced par ty . 
H a d i t fo l l owed an adventurous l i ne in the s t rug 
gle against the Yugos l av revis ionists, react ionar ies, 
enemies, and imper ia l i s t plotters, ou r P a r t y w o u l d 
have b roken its neck l ong ago. Th i s d i d not happen 
and wou l d not happen in the great st ruggle against 
the Kh rushchev i t e rev is ion ists either. 

F o r more than s ix years now our P a r t y has 
been conduct ing a b i t ter and unre len t ing struggle 
against Kh rushchev i t e rev i s ion i sm. D u r i n g these 
years the lo f ty features and v i r tues of our Pa r t y , 
its ideological fars ightedness, the steel- l ike un i t y of 
the ranks of the P a r t y and of the P a r t y w i t h the 
people, i ts revo lu t ionary courage were demons t ra 
ted once again w i t h unprecedented v igour . Because 
of i ts p r inc ip led stand and the resolute struggle 
against modern rev is ion ism, our P a r t y has w o n the 
hat red of the rev is ion ist enemies and the love and 
respect of i ts f r iends, of the Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s and 
revo lut ionar ies o f the who l e wo r l d . We h igh l y 
appreciate this fact and w i t h due modesty, 
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w i l l s tand uny i e l d i ng on ou r correct r e vo l u 
t ionary posi t ions and w i l l make our con t r i bu 
t ion to the great st ruggle w h i c h is go ing on today 
between M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and mode rn rev i s ion i sm. 

The st ruggle against rev i s ion i sm, l i ke that 
against imper i a l i sm, develops gradua l l y , w i t h z i g 
zags. B u t the genera l t rend of the deve lopment of 
this st ruggle has been and is at present the r ise of 
the ant i - rev is ion is t t ide, the g r ow t h of the M a r 
x i s t - Len in i s t forces and the f a l l of the rev is ion is t 
t ide and an t i -Ma r x i s t forces. Kh ru shchev i t e r e v i 
s i on i sm is in decl ine, because of the open resistance 
and the st ruggle against it, w h i c h has in f l i c ted great 
defeats on the rev is ion ists and has faced rev i s io 
n i sm w i t h a deep and genera l cr is is. 

Wha t are the ma i n results of this h is tor ic s t rug 
gle between M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and mode rn re 
v i s i on i sm? 

First, wh i l s t at f i rs t rev i s ion i sm was deve lop
i ng qu iet ly , covered w i t h the mask o f M a r x i s m -
Len in i sm, specu lat ing on the prest ige and the a u 
tho r i t y of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov iet 
Un i on , the struggle o f the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t Pa r t i es 
and forces tore the mask f r om the Kh ru shchev i t e 
revis ionists, and exposed the i r t reacherous rea l 
face. Neve r since that t ime have the revis ionists 
been able to act qu iet ly , under the rose, w i t hou t 
be ing condemned and pun ished. The struggle 
against r ev i s i on i sm made i t poss ib le to d r a w a 
c lear-cut l i ne between t ru th and fa lsehood, be
tween M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and rev i s ion ism, be
tween revo lu t ionar ies and counter- revo lut ionar ies . 
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I t he lped the communis ts and the peoples to f u l l y 
real ize wha t the Kh rushchev i t e rev is ion is ts and 
the i r l i ke are, wha t they represent, and w h o m 
they serve, w i t h the i r po l i cy and a l l the i r ac t i v i ty . 

Second, wh i l s t at the beg inn ing the rev is ion ists 
succeeded in dece iv ing a lot of people w i t h the i r 
boast fu l promises of c reat ing abundance, ma te r i a l 
wea l th , w i t h the i r bombast ic p lans o f ach iev ing 
commun i sm w i t h i n a short per iod, w i t h the i r de
magogic s logans about the estab l i shment of an 
«ever last ing peace» and of the creat ion, not la ter 
than 1960, of a «wor l d w i thou t weapons, w i t hou t 
armies and w i thou t wars», etc. etc., now, the i r 
domest ic and fore ign pol ic ies have suf fered a 
complete fiasco, the i r l oud promises r ema in empty 
words, and the i r demagogy has been u t te r l y d is 
credi ted. 

As a result of the i r bourgeois capi ta l is t domes
t ic pol icy, w h i c h has caused economic, po l i t i ca l , 
ideological , m i l i t a r y and cu l tu ra l chaos and con
fus ion and has paved the w a y to the restorat ion 
of cap i ta l i sm, the Kh rushchev i t e rev is ion is ts are 
i nvo l ved in a deep and i r reconc i lab le cont rad ic t ion 
w i t h the Sov iet communis ts and people, w h o de
fend the social ist road of deve lopment opened by 
the October Revo lu t i on against the capi ta l is t road 
fo l l owed by the rev is ion ist counter - revo lu t ion . A t 
the same t ime, as the resul t of the i r t reacherous 
counter - revo lu t ionary cap i tu lat ion is t fo re ign po l i 
cy, the Kh rushchev i t e rev is ion is ts have become i n 
vo lved in a genera l conf l ic t w i t h a l l an t i - impe
r ia l i s t forces in the wo r l d , w h i c h see in the l ine of 
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Sov i e t -US co l laborat ion the b i g imper ia l i s t - rev i s io 
n is t p lot of oppress ing the peoples and es tab l i sh ing 
the dom ina t i on o f the two great powers in the 
wo r l d . 

Third , wh i l s t ea r l i e r the rev is ionists seemed to 
have a more or less un i ted s ingle f ront , n ow the i r 
t reacherous l ine and the st ruggle of the M a r x i s t - L e 
n in i s t part ies a n d forces have caused t hem great 
d i f f i cu l t ies and contrad ict ions that are erod ing the 
rev is ion ist f ront f r o m w i t h i n . N o w the rev is ion is t 
f ront has been unde rm ined to its foundat ions, and 
they are l i ke a pack of hung r y wo lves ready to 
tear one another to pieces. The conductor 's baton 
no longer has a l l the rev is ion is t orchestra under 
its contro l . Cen t r i f uga l and po lycent r i s t tendencies 
are increas ing, b ig -power chauv i n i sm has b red 
na r r ow loca l na t i ona l i sm as an inev i tab le react ion. 
The d i f fe rent va r ian ts of rev i s ion i sm are qua r re l i ng 
w i t h one another fo r spheres of inf luence, and de
mand to be mo re free, more independent f r om the 
roub le so as to become dependent on the do l lar . 
Each is m a k i n g ef for ts to defend its own economic, 
po l i t i ca l and m i l i t a r y interest and to oppose them 
to the interests of other rev is ionists . 

T he Sov ie t rev is ion is t leaders are t r y i ng by 
hook and by crook, n ow by threats and pressure, 
now by concessions and roubles, to stop the cracks 
in the l eak ing rev is ion is t boat. B u t none of these 
efforts have succeeded no r ever w i l l succeed, be
cause the rev is ion ists are unp r i nc i p l ed people, bea
rers a n d t ransmi t te rs of bourgeois ideology, na t io -
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nal ists and chauv in is ts ; therefore there can never 
be un i t y among them. 

The f i r m and pr inc ip led st ruggle waged by the 
Marx i s t - Len in i s t s w i l l sharpen these contrad ic t ions 
more and more, so that the rev is ion is t f ront w i l l 
be weakened and the wave of revo lu t i on w i l l r ise. 
Th i s struggle, however , shou ld be waged w i t hou t 
overes t imat ing these contradict ions, or nu r t u r i ng 
i l lus ions, because, i r respect ive of the shades of d i f 
ference between them and contradict ions among 
them, a l l the rev is ion ist l ead ing groups represent a 
s ingle retrogress ive an t i -Ma rx i s t t rend — they a l l 
have the common goa l o f s t rugg l ing against M a r 
x i sm-Len i n i sm and the revo lu t ion , a l l the i r manoeu 
vres and preoccupat ions are a imed at sav ing r e v i 
s ion ism, at consol idat ing its posit ions and p ro l on 
g ing its l i fe. 

Fourth, wh i l s t ear l ie r the rev is ion is t groups 
seemed to be power fu l , stable, and w i t h consol idated 
posit ions at home, n o w everyone can see that they 
are weak, unstable, and the i r posit ions are shaky, 
W i thou t ment ion ing each group separately, let us 
dwe l l b r i e f l y on the two ma i n ones: the Sov ie t re 
v is ionist g roup and the T i to i te group. The genera l 
weakness of the Sov ie t lead ing g roup became e v i 
dent w i t h the shamefu l bank rup t cy of i ts leader 
and insp i rer , the archt ra i to r N. Kh rushchev . 
Kh rushchov ' s fa i lu re was an inev i tab le consequen
ce of the rev is ion ist course, of the deep con
tradict ions of rev is ion ism, of the resistance by 
the genuine Sov ie t revo lut ionar ies and the s t rug 
gle of the Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t part ies and forces that 
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exposed and comple te ly defeated th is t ra i tor . The 
fo l lowers o f N . Kh rushchev , h is l o ya l d i s c i 
ples and col laborators, r emoved h i m f r o m the 
po l i t i ca l scene to save rev i s i on i sm and to 
pract ice K h r u s h c h o v i s m w i t hou t Kh ru shchov . 
Together w i t h Kh ru sh chov i sm , however , they i n 
her i ted a l l the prob lems left unso lved by K h r u s h 
chev, as w e l l as a l l the d i f f i cu l t i es and cont rad ic 
t ions to w h i c h the i r rev is ion is t course gives b i r t h 
and w h i c h are da i l y becoming more serious. The 
new Sov ie t l ead ing group, m a k i n g use of demagogy 
and var ious masks, t r ied to get out of i ts d i f f i cu l t 
s i tuat ion, bu t there is no th ing to he lp them. The i r 
t r i cks have been exposed by the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t 
part ies and forces, wh i l e in the Sov ie t U n i o n itself 
the genu ine communis t s and revo lu t ionar ies in the 
cities and ko lkhozes, in the a r m y and elsewhere, 
have increased the i r ant i - rev i s ion is t act iv i t ies in 
var ious f o rms : here set t ing up «Commit tees in 
defence of Sta l in», there, «Commit tees fo r the de
feat of rev is ion ism», and so on. O u r P a r t y is con
v inced that the day w i l l come when the peoples 
and the revo lu t i ona r i e s i n the Sov ie t U n i o n w i l l 
smash the rev is ion is t t ra i to r c l ique that has usur 
ped power , and w i l l aga in ra ise h i gh the v ic tor ious 
banner of the October Revo lu t i on , the banner of 
Len in and S ta l i n . 

We we re g i ven another examp le that i s e lo
quent of the weaken i ng of the var ious rev is ion is t 
groups by the recent events in T i to i te Yugos l av i a . 
A m o n g the T i to i te l ead ing g roup squabbles and 
f ights fo r power , as w e l l as na t iona l r i va l r i es have 
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broken out. The T i t o - Ka r de l j - B a ka r i c h g roup that 
represents the interests of the capita l is t bourgeo i 
sie and Croat -s loven ian chauv in i sm e l im inated the 
other r i v a l g roup of Rankov i ch , that represented 
great Serb capita l is t chauv in i sm re l y i ng on U D B , 
wh i ch was used not on l y to suppress and mu rde r 
the Yugos l av i an communis ts and people — a th ing 
that served the common interests of the who le 
T i to i te c l ique — but was used by Rankov i c h to 
ensure the great-Serb hegemony in Yugos l av i a , and 
to e l im inate any resistance to it. 

The recent events are the na tu r a l course of de
ve lopment in T i to i te Yugos l av i a w h i c h has become 
invo lved in complete capita l is t chaos a n d degene
rat ion. The be t raya l by the T i to c l ique o f M a r x i s m -
Len i n i sm cou ld not f a i l to lead and in fact d i d lead, 
to the g rowth of the most rab id na t iona l i sm and 
chauv in i sm. «The d i rect democracy» and «the wo r 
kers ' self-administrat ion» as we l l as the economic 
reforms, etc. we re no th ing bu t the device by w h i c h 
the economica l l y s t ronger group, ma i n l y the C roa t -
S loven ian group t r ied to sanct ion the i r dom ina t i on 
over the other republ ics of the Yugos l a v Fede ra 
t ion, wh i c h were to r ema in mere ly sources of r aw 
mater ia ls and manpower . The r i va l r i es that are 
deve lop ing in Yugos l a v i a now are c losely bound 
up w i t h the r i va l r i es of the ex te rna l wo lves , in the 
f i rst place, between the U.S. imper ia l i s t s and the 
Soviet rev is ionists leaders, w h o are s t rugg l ing fo r 
zones of inf luence, f o r cap i ta l investments and to 
establ ish the i r domina t ion at the expense of the 
Yugos lav peoples. F r o m the last c lash those w h o 
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came out v ic tor ious were the U.S. imper ia l i s t s w h o 
suppor ted the T i t o - Ka r de l j g roup of the r ichest 
S loveno-Croat bourgeois ie. 

B u t this i s not the end of the af fa i r . No t on l y 
because the Rankov i c h Serboman iac chauv in is t i s 
w i l l not l i gh t l y l ay d own the i r arms, but because, 
in the f i r s t place, the Yugos l a v people and the 
genuine Yugos l av Commun i s t s w i l l not a l l ow these 
chauv in i s t i c groups, Serbomaniacs or Croat -S lovens , 
no mat ter w h o they are to pe r f o rm at the i r e x 
pense. The Yugos l a v peoples and the genuine 
Yugos l av Commun i s t s are rea l i z ing ever more 
c lear l y that the T i to i te regime, no mat ter w h i c h 
chauv in i s t i c g roup stands at the top, represents a 
crue l , b loody, pol ice regime, w h i c h keeps under 
the yoke and merc i less ly oppresses not on ly the 
peoples of Montenegro and Macedon ia , of K o so va 
and Bosn ia -Herzegov ina , but also the w o r k i n g peo
ple of Serb ia , Croat ia , and S loven ia , and a l l the 
other peoples of Yugos l a v i a . 

The exper ience of the T i to i te be t raya l has ser
ved as an examp le fo r a l l the o ther mode rn r e v i 
sionists. A l l o f them, one more zea lous ly than the 
other, have t r i ed to copy i t and app l y i t in the i r 
own countr ies. A n d now in the Yugos l a v chaos, i n 
the st ruggle fo r power, in the chauv in i s t i c r iva l r ies , 
we shou ld see the i r fu tu re too, the m ine in wh i c h 
they w i l l end up. 

Fifth. Wh i l e , prev ious ly , the rev is ionists had 
managed to some extent to estab l i sh the i r d om ina 
t ion over the Commun i s t Par t ies and the i n te rna 
t iona l commun is t movement and impose the i r 
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t reacherous l ine upon them, now, thanks to the 
struggle of the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t part ies and forces, 
and as a react ion against the rev is ion ist l ine and 
methods, a great process of d i f fe rent ia t ion between 
the forces of M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and rev i s i on i sm 
on both a na t i ona l and an in te rna t iona l scale has 
developed and is becoming deeper. Tens of new 
part ies and Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t groups have been 
founded in d i f ferent countr ies o f the wo r l d , i n 
c lud ing some social ist countr ies. We who l e hear -
tedly ha i l these Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t part ies and groups 
and w i s h t hem ever greater successes in the i r just 
st ruggle for the great revo lu t i ona ry ideals of the 
wo r k i ng class. The P a r t y o f Labo r o f A l b an i a , car 
i ng not a snap for the rev is ion is t s landers and ac
cusations that we have been a l legedly ca r r y i ng out 
«fact ionist» and «spl i t t ing» act iv it ies, has done and 
w i l l cont inue to do eve ry th ing i t can to he lp the 
new Marx i s t - Len in i s t forces, a l l those who f ight 
against imper i a l i sm and rev i s i on i sm and w h o are 
fo r revo lu t ion . We regard this as our l o f ty in ter 
nat iona l is t duty, fo r in the g r ow th of these new re
vo lu t ionary forces we see the on ly correct w a y to 
the t r i umph of Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm and the destruc
t ion of rev is ion ism. 

F r o m the above-ment ioned results o f the s t rug
gle between Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm and modern r e v i 
s ion ism, i t is ev ident that rev i s ion i sm is undergo ing 
a deep crisis — w i t hou t a w a y out, and its to ta l 
defeat i s inev i tab le. O u r Pa r t y , l i k e a l l the t rue re 
volut ionar ies, has the du ty of i n tens i f y ing the 
struggle fo r the defence of the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t 
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posit ions and the exposure of rev i s ion i sm. We must 
help to make the cr is is w h i c h rev i s i on i sm is under 
going, become deeper and develop more rap id ly . 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a th inks that 
the struggle against mode rn rev i s ion i sm in general , 
and against Kh rushchev i t e and T i to i te rev i s ion i sm 
in pa r t i cu la r shou ld be ra ised to a new h igher l e 
ve l . The phenomena of d i s in tegrat ion and degene
ra t ion to be f ound among the revis ionists, the suc
cessive defeats they are suf fer ing, the na t iona l r i 
va l r ies and the struggles fo r power that are ap
pear ing everywhere , w i l l undoub ted l y b r i ng about 
increas ing resistance f r om the peoples and r evo l u 
t ionary commun i s t s in the countr ies where the re
v is ionists ru le . The revo lu t i ona ry s t ruggle against 
the rev is ion is t c l iques w i l l f i nd act ive support in 
the broad w o r k i n g masses, in the ranks o f w o r k i n g 
class and espec ia l ly in the peasant ry who are be ing 
cont inua l l y oppressed to a greater or lesser degree 
by the rev i ved ku l a k s and bourgeois e lements bac
ked up by rev i s ion i sm. O u r P a r t y i s conf ident tha t 
the struggle against rev i s i on i sm w i l l g r ow and de
velop w i t h a new unprecedented force, even r ight 
in the t ra i tors ' la i rs . 

4. Intensify the Struggle against Khrushchevite 
and Titoite Modern Revisionism 

The fu r the r extens ion and in tens i f i ca t ion of 
the struggle against rev i s ion i sm are c losely connec
ted w i t h unhes i ta t ing reject ion o f any i l l us ions 
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about «the changes» that the new Sov ie t leaders 
have a l legedly made about the «about turn» and 
«corrections» they a re a l leged ly m a k i n g in regard 
to Kh rushchev ' s mistakes. Su ch i l lus ions are ve r y 
ha rm fu l . The present Sov iet leaders are the closest 
co l laborators of Kh rushchev ! I t was they together 
w i t h Kh rushchev , who p repared and car r ied out 
the counter - revo lu t ion i n the Sov ie t Un i on , who 
wo rked out the rev is ion ist l i ne and put i t in to 
practice, w h o launched the f renz ied attack on 
M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m in ideology, pol i t ics, economics, 
organ izat ion, art and cu l ture, etc. I t was they w h o 
attacked and are f i gh t i ng against the Ma r x i s t - L e 
n in i s t part ies, who l i n k ed themselves w i t h U.S. i m 
per ia l i sm, the bourgeois ie and w o r l d react ion, w h o 
are do ing eve ry th ing in the i r power to set up an 
imper ia l i s t - rev is ion is t H o l y A l l i ance against C o m 
mun i sm and the peoples of the wo r l d . 

Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s are not to be deceived by the 
ou tward appearances, or the demagogy that the 
new Sov iet leaders use so f ree ly. B eh i n d i t they 
should look fo r the content, the essence of things, 
and d is t ingu ish words f r o m deeds. I f we look a t 
th ings in th is way , then i t i s c lear that the p re 
sent Sov iet leaders have not changed and do not 
in tend to change. They are de te rmined to f o l l ow 
the i r road of bet raya l . A n d this i s on ly reasonable. 
They cannot t u r n back on to a correct road w i t hou t 
sentencing themselves to death. So there can be no 
hope that the rev is ion ist t ra i tors w i l l change the i r 
course. Change w i l l ce r ta in ly come about some day, 
but i t w i l l not be the rev is ionists who w i l l make i t , 
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but the Marx i s t - Len in i s t s , who w i l l pu t an end to 
the rev is ion ists ru le and w i l l b r i n g t h em before 
the court of revo lu t ion . 

In w h a t do those w h o have i l lus ions on th i s 
quest ion see «the change» and «about tu rn» of the 
new Sov ie t leaders? No t in any th ing concrete, bu t 
on l y i n the Kh ru shchev i t e demagogy, i n wh i c h , 
w i l l y - n i l l y they have been t rapped. A n d i t mus t 
be admi t ted that as fa r as demagogy is concerned 
the new Sov ie t leaders, B rezhn iev , Ko s yg i n , and 
their i lk , are much more cunn ing and better mas 
ters than the i r teacher. They swear by Len in i sm, 
and even a l l ow S ta l i n to be spoken about more 
«object ively», but at the same t ime they swear by 
the 20th and 22nd Congresses of the C .P .S .U . C a n 
it be sa id that th is const itutes a «turn»? Ce r ta in l y 
not! It w o u l d be possib le to speak about of a 
«turn» on ly i f they open ly rejected rev i s ion i sm 
and bet raya l , pub l i c l y denounced the decis ions of 
the 20th, 21st, 22nd Congresses, as an t i -Ma rx i s t 
and p roc la imed that the p rog ram of the C .P .S .U . 
wh i ch was w o r k e d out du r i ng the 22nd Congress, 
and a l l its theses on «the pa r t y and state of the 
whole people» etc. are rev is ion ist . I t w o u l d be pos
s ible to speak of a «turn», on ly i f they we re to 
fu l l y and unequ ivoca l l y rehab i l i ta te S ta l i n . 

O u r P a r t y has stressed and stresses i t 
aga in that the ques t ion of S t a l i n is a f unda 
menta l quest ion, espec ia l ly because the rev i s io 
nists concret ized the i r a t tack on M a r x i s m - L e n i 
n i sm and the p ro le ta r i an d ic tatorsh ip w i t h the i r 
attack on J . V . S ta l i n . O u r P a r t y i s o f the op in ion 
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that the Marx i s t - Len in i s t s and a l l the revo lu t i ona 
ries shou ld defend S ta l i n f r o m a l l the s landers and 
attacks of the rev is ionists and w i t h the i r s t ruggle 
should succeed in pu t t i ng the name and deeds of 
S ta l i n in the place o f honor they deserve. F o r 
S ta l i n was and remains a great revo lu t i ona ry and 
a great Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t . He pursued a correct 
revo lu t i ona ry genera l l ine, both in i n t e rna l and 
fore ign po l icy . He cons istent ly uphe l d the l ine o f 
class struggle and of the pro letar ia t d ic tatorsh ip, 
the l ine o f bu i l d i ng soc ia l i sm and commun i sm and 
the struggle against bureaucracy and the degene
rated bourgeois e lements. He led the Sov iet people 
f r om one v i c to ry to another in stern struggle w i t h 
a l l the enemies of the Sov ie t U n i o n and soc ia l i sm. 
J . V . S t a l i n made an inva luab le cont r ibu t ion to 
the fo rmat ion and conso l idat ion of the social ist 
camp and to the g r ow th and s t rengthen ing of the 
in te rna t iona l commun is t movement . Th roughou t 
h is l i fe as a revo lu t i ona ry mi l i tant , S t a l i n waged a 
resolute struggle against imper ia l i sm, in defence of 
peace and the people's secur i ty, he f a i t h fu l l y pu r 
sued a po l i cy of p ro le ta r i an i n te rna t i ona l i sm of 
a id and suppor t f o r the oppressed peoples and the 
revo lu t ionary nat iona l - l i be ra t ion movement . 

S ta l i n was a modest person. As a M a r x i s t - L e 
nin ist , he a lways made a correct assessment of the 
role of the masses and place of the individual. 
He opposed the cult of the i n d i v i dua l and more 
than once cr i t ic ized i t as a l ien to M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m . 
However , the Sov ie t propaganda, especia l ly du r i ng 
the last years of Sta l in ' s l i fe, boosted h is cult to 
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great proport ions, and this was used later by the 
Kh rushchev i t e c l ique who , out o f fear, had t hem
selves p layed an act ive par t in the exa l ta t i on of 
S ta l in , fo r the i r an t i -Ma r x i s t and ant i -soc ia l is t 
a ims. The on ly grounds on w h i c h S t a l i n m igh t be 
cr i t i c i zed are not that he deve loped and pract i sed 
his own cult, but that he d i d not take the proper 
measures to res t ra in th is unnecessary propaganda, 
espec ia l ly t a k i ng in to cons iderat ion that the great 
persona l i ty w h i c h S t a l i n had w o n by h is st ruggle 
and deeds, and the un l im i t ed conf idence and love 
that the P a r t y and people had fo r h im , were suf
f i c ient to dea l a te l l i ng b l ow to the bureaucra t i c 
e lements who were jeopard i z ing the d i c ta torsh ip 
o f the pro letar ia t . O u r P a r t y o f L abo r has reso lute
ly adhered and adheres to the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t 
pr inc ip les on the re lat ions between the masses, 
the class, the pa r t y and the leaders, bo th f i gh t i ng 
against the cult of the i nd i v i dua l , and oppos ing the 
negat ion of the ro le a n d au tho r i t y of leaders who 
en joy the s ympa thy and respect of the masses, w h o 
f a i t h fu l l y defend the i r interests, and successfu l ly 
lead them in the revo lu t i ona ry struggle. In th is 
mat ter we a lways bear i n m i nd Ma r x ' s words w h e n 
speak ing of h imse l f and of Engels , he s a i d : «Ne i 
ther of us g ive a brass f a r t h i ng fo r our popu l a r i 
z a t i o n . . . F r o m the beg inn ing the pa r t i c i pa t i on o f 
Engels and me in the c landest ine commun is t as
sociat ion, was on the cond i t ion that any th ing in i ts 
const i tut ion w h i c h cont r ibuted to mys t i ca l k o w t o w 
ing to au thor i t y was to be rejected» (K. M a r x and 
F . Engels, Works , vol. X X V I pp. 487-488, Russ i an 
edit ions 1935). 
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The h is tor ic mer i ts of S ta l i n are unden iab le . 
These mer i ts const i tute h is f undamen ta l characte
r ist ic as a great leader and a great revo lu t ionary . 
The rev is ion ist s landers against S t a l i n cannot tar
n i sh h is outs tand ing f igure and h is monumen ta l 
wo r k w h i c h w i l l sh ine fo r ever and w i l l a lways 
serve as a great examp le of i n sp i ra t i on and a f i g h 
t i ng banner fo r a l l the Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s o f the 
wo r l d . 

The new Sov iet rev is ion is t leaders speak of 
the «unity» of the commun is t movement and «the 
fami l y» of social ist countr ies, bu t at the same t ime 
they declare that in mat ters of p r inc ip le concer
n i ng fore ign po l i cy and the in te rna t iona l commun is t 
movement they had no di f ferences w i t h N . K h r u s h 
chev. C a n i t be sa id that these wo rds const i tute 
the socal led «turn»? Cer ta in l y , not. It w o u l d be 
possible to speak about a «turn» on ly i f they we re 
to pub l i c l y re fute a l l the s landers and the a t 
tacks, also made pub l i c l y , against the P a r t y of L a 
b o r o f A l ban i a , the Commun i s t P a r t y o f C h i n a and 
the other Marx i s t - Len in i s t s , on l y i f they were to 
admit open ly the errors, cr imes, and plots, pressu
res and b lackma i l , that have been commi t ted by 
the Sov iet chauv in is ts against the M a r x i s t - L e n i 
nist part ies, against the social ist countr ies, and in 
the f i rst place the People 's Repub l i c o f A l b a n i a and 
the People 's Repub l i c o f Ch i na . B u t wha t i s the 
rea l i ty? Ac tua l l y , f r o m the day Brezhn iev , K o s y 
g in and Co took power , they have cont inuous ly 
increased the i r a c t i v i t y against M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m 
and the part ies w h i c h de fend it, the i r provocat ions 
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and subvers ive act iv i t ies have been extended, the 
un i t y bo th w i t h i n the commun is t movement and 
w i t h i n the socia l ist « fami l y» has been even more 
systemat ica l l y unde rm ined . The un i t y i n the com
munis t movement and the social ist camp w i l l be re 
establ ished, bu t i t w i l l be establ ished by the M a r 
x i s t -Len in i s t s w i t hou t the treacherous rev is ionists 
and in resolute s t ruggle aga inst them. 

The Sov ie t rev is ion ists ra ise a hue and c ry for 
«un i ty of act ion» against the imper ia l i s ts , e xp l a i n 
i ng that there are more th ings that un i te us than 
d iv ide us, bu t at the same t ime they l oud l y p r o 
c la im that they a re w o r k i n g ac t i ve ly fo r a l l - round 
Sov i e t -Amer i c an cooperat ion. C a n i t be sa id that 
these statements mean we a re faced here w i t h some 
«turn?» Ce r t a i n l y not. The numerous facts show 
that the Kh ru shchev i t e rev is ion is ts are an t i - impe 
rial ists, on ly in words , wh i l e in deeds they are 
pro- imper ia l i s ts . They a re more and more ex ten 
d ing the i r economic, po l i t i ca l and sc ient i f ic re la 
t ions w i t h the U.S.A. A l l the i r d ip lomat i c act iv i ty , 
especia l ly the i r secret d ip lomacy, is a imed at 
s t rengthen ing the a l l - r ound l i n k s and cooperat ion 
w i t h the var ious imper ia l i s t s : the Amer i cans , the 
Japanese, the West -Germans , the B r i t i sh , etc., w i t h 
the Ind ian react ionar ies, w i t h the Indones ian 
fascist c l ique, w i t h a l l the enemies of the peoples, 
o f soc ia l i sm and the revo lu t i on . Thus wha t i s there 
to un i t e the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t s w i t h the modern 
rev is ion is t? No th i ng . E v e r y t h i ng d iv ides them. 
The i r ideology, pol i t ics and f i n a l a ims are d ia 
met r i ca l l y opposed. 
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The ant i - imper ia l i s t f ront of the peoples must 
be achieved on a sound basis. It mus t be a t r ue 
ant i - imper ia l i s t front, i n w h i c h a l l those, w h o to 
th is or that extent are e f fec t ive ly f i gh t i ng against 
imper ia l i sm, headed by U.S. impe r i a l i sm are 
to be un i ted . W i t h the i r ent i re po l i cy and act iv i t ies 
the Kh rushchev i t e rev is ion ists have exc luded t h e m 
selves f r o m the ant i - imper ia l i s t f ront . To i nc lude 
the rev is ionists in th is f ront means to i n t r o 
duce «the f i f t h co lumn», «the T r o j an Horse», to 
undermine i t f r o m w i t h i n . O u r P a r t y f i r m l y up 
holds the great Len in ' s idea that i t i s imposs ib le 
to f ight successful ly against impe r i a l i sm w i thou t , 
at the same t ime, reso lute ly f i gh t i ng against i ts 
o f f spr ing and close a l ly , rev i s ion i sm. «If the s t rug 
gle against imper ia l i sm, is not c losely connected 
w i t h the f ight against opportun ism» emphasises 
Len in , «the struggle against impe r i a l i sm becomes 
an empty phrase and a fraud» (Len in , Work s , 
vo l . 22, p. 367, A l b a n i a n edit ion). F o r o u r P a r t y 
of Labor , the idea that «un i ty of act ion» w i t h the 
Kh rushchev i t e rev is ion ists against U.S. impe r i a l i sm 
is a touchstone and a pos i t ive and effect ive f o r m 
of struggle against rev i s ion ism, is abso lute ly unac 
ceptable. 

In fact, to cooperate w i t h the revis ionists, to 
enter into un i t y of act ion w i t h them, i s to s l ip 
g radua l l y in to the rev is ion ist posit ions, to accept 
the i r t reacherous l ine. Th i s w o u l d mean to accept 
that U.S. impe r i a l i sm is not the numbe r one enemy 
of the peoples and the in te rna t iona l gendarme, bu t 
to consider that the Kh rushchev i t e po l i c y of «peace-
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f u l co-existence» w i t h imper i a l i sm, the Sov iet-
A m e r i c a n cooperat ion, the Mos cow Treaty , and a l l 
the o ther open and secret agreements of the So 
viet leaders w i t h the U.S. imper ia l i s t s and the reac
t ionar ies of other countr ies are correct. Th i s 
wou l d mean g i v i ng up the struggle against impe
r i a l i sm and adapt ing oneself to the interests of 
Sov i e t -Amer i c an cooperat ion, thus sacr i f i c ing the 
l i be r ty and independence of the peoples. Th i s is 
just wha t the rev is ion is ts are t r y i ng to at ta in by 
the i r e f for ts fo r «un i t y of action». 

W i t h the i r s logan fo r «un i t y o f action» the 
rev is ionists are t r y i ng to at ta in the i r s in ister a ims 
of pu t t i ng aside the deep ideo log ica l and po l i t i ca l 
d i f ferences of pr inc ip le , fo r the sake of the a l leged 
struggle against impe r i a l i sm headed by the U.S.A. 
Th i s w o u l d be no th ing but complete cap i tu la t ion 
to rev i s ion ism, g i v i ng up the struggle against it, 
an acceptance of ideo log ica l co-existence w i t h it. 

There i s another reason w h y un i ted act ion w i t h 
the rev is ionists is a dece i t fu l and demagogic manoeu 
vre. U n i t y in the st ruggle against impe r i a l i sm 
supposes coord ina t ion of the economic potent ia l 
and m i l i t a r y forces w h i c h w i l l conf ront the impe 
r ia l i s t po l i cy o f w a r and aggression. B u t wha t do 
the facts show? The Kh ru shchev i t e rev is ion ists 
have d i rec ted a l l the i r spearhead against the P.R. 
of Ch i na , the P.R. of A l b an i a , and other social ist 
countr ies, against the cause of the revo lu t i on and 
the peoples. They have put the i r economic and m i 
l i t a ry potent ia l at the service of the i r genera l l ine 
for the estab l i shment of the Sov i e t -Amer i c an do
m ina t i on of the wo r l d . 
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Those who suppor t the i l lus ions of the a l leged 
«turn» o f the n ew Sov ie t leaders are v e r y en t hu 
siast ic about the i r «readiness» to g ive up the open 
polemics. C a n th is compr ise another ser ious proof 
to convince us of the a l leged «turn» of the rev i s io 
nists? Ce r t a i n l y not. In the f i r s t place, i t is not 
t rue that the rev is ion ists have g i ven up open po le
mics. Isn't the fact that they fo l l ow a l ine comp le 
tely in oppos i t ion to M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and the 
interests of soc ia l ism, a cont inuat ion of the po le 
mics in deeds? Is i t not open polemics to use the 
so-cal led a id fo r V i e t n a m to spread the s lander 
that P.R. of Ch i na is ho l d i ng up t ranspor t? Is the i r 
subvers ive ac t i v i t y to sp l i t the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t s 
and he lp the deserters not open po lemics? A n d f i 
na l ly , the fabr icat ions and attacks in the i r da i l y 
press, the propaganda, the letters, and lectures, 
de l ivered not on ly in the P a r t y organizat ions in the 
Sov iet Un i on , but a lso sent to other part ies to be 
studied, are they not a cont inua t ion of open po le
mics? B u t besides this i t shou ld not be forgot ten 
that the Kh rushchev i t e mode rn rev is ionists we re 
the f i rst to start the open polemics. A n d at that 
t ime a l l o f t hem parrot ted that th is was «Len in is t». 
On l y when they saw that open po lemics we re y i e l 
d ing negat ive results fo r them, because the i r t r ea 
cherous faces, we re be ing unmasked , on l y then 
d id they ca l l t hem ha rm fu l . 

O u r P a r t y i s o f the op in ion that open po le
mics are necessary. They are a schoo l f o r a l l the 
communis ts he lp ing them to d i s t ingu i sh between 
t ru th and fa lsehood. The rev is ion ists w o u l d be very 
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sat isf ied even i f we spoke about them in genera l 
terms, on the cond i t ion that they were not openly 
at tacked and th ings were not ca l led by the i r p ro 
per names. B u t rev i s ion i sm and bet raya l are not 
imag ina ry , they are l i v i n g rea l i t y wh i c h i s under 
m i n i ng soc ia l i sm and the people's struggle. Thus i t 
i s th is rea l i t y and not some phantasy that must 
be opposed, i f the Ma r x i s t s wan t to avo id f a l l i ng 
in to the pos i t ion o f D o n Qu ixo te . O u r P a r t y th inks , 
that not fo r one moment shou ld we a l l ow the 
Kh rushchev i t e rev is ion is ts make use of a state of 
peace to consol idate the i r posi t ions and to ca r ry 
on the i r t reacherous ac t i v i t y unh indered . The 
sl ightest weaken i ng of the st ruggle against mode rn 
rev i s ion ism, wha t ever the pretext, means to de
v iate f r o m pr inc ip le . A n d pr inc ip les cannot and 
should not be sacr i f iced, fo r momen ta r y interests 
and benefits, of economic, or any other character 
what so ever. 

O u r P a r t y th inks that the s i tuat ion i s such 
that any pa r t y or person who cal ls h imse l f a com
munis t and a revo lu t i ona ry shou ld not be a mere 
on- looker, wa i t i n g un t i l the rev is ion ists attack and 
sat isf ied just to h a i l the struggle that the others 
are wag i ng against rev i s ion ism. T ime does not 
wai t . The Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t s shou ld be on the 
of fens ive and not on the defens ive: on attack 
and not in retreat. They were not and are 
not a f r a i d of the rev is ionists , of the i r threats and 
pressure. F e a r i s a l i en to Marx i s t - Len in i s t s . They 
do not recognize i t e i ther in the i r s t ruggle against 
imper i a l i sm or in the struggle against rev i s ion i sm. 
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It is the revis ionists who are a f ra id of impe r i a l i sm 
and of Ma r x i sm - Len i n i sm . To be a f ra id of rev i s io 
n i sm is to be even more a f ra id of imper ia l i sm, and 
to have no conf idence in the s t rength and t r i u m p h 
o f Ma r x i sm - Len i n i sm . 

We th ink that i t is h i gh t ime to d r aw a clear 
l i ne o f demarcat ion w i t h modern rev is ion ism, w i t h 
a l l its groups and especial ly w i t h the Sov ie t lead ing 
group, and to f ight w i t h the greatest sever i ty to 
isolate them complete ly f r om the people and f r om 
the revo lu t ionary Sov ie t communists . We have ne
ve r confused the Sov iet rev is ion ist leadersh ip w i t h 
the Sov iet Un i on and the Sov iet people, w i t h w h o m 
we have been and a lways w i l l be good f r iends in 
good days or bad. Bu t i t is a fact that rev i s ion i sm 
is in power in the Soviet U n i o n now and a 
s te rn and p r inc ip l ed f i gh t must be waged 
against this rev is ion ism. Th is is in the direct in te 
rest of the Sov ie t Commun i s t s and people; this 
is a great assistance that we g ive the i r revo lu t io 
na r y struggle to put an end to the rev is ion ist 
be t raya l wh i ch has unde rm ined the ve ry f ounda 
t ions of the v ictor ies of the October Revo lu t i on and 
the const ruct ion of soc ia l ism and commun i sm in 
the Soviet Un i on . 

In the struggle against modern rev is ion ism, as 
in a l l o ther problems, the on ly correct s tand is the 
p r inc ip l ed stand. There i s no r oom for ba rga in ing 
in matters o f pr inc ip le , in de fend ing pr inc ip les one 
must not stop ha l f -way ; mus t never adopt a 
wave r i ng , opportun is t stand. The struggle between 
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M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and rev i s ion i sm i s an expres
s ion of the class struggle between the pro letar ia t 
and the bourgeois ie, between soc ia l i sm and cap i 
ta l i sm. There i s no m idd l e road in th is struggle. 
«The go lden m idd le way», as the h is tor i ca l expe
r ience of thousands of years has shown, is the 
l ine of the reconc i l i a t ion of opposites, w h i c h can 
never be reconci led. It is an unstab le and tempo
r a r y pos i t ion. N o r can the m idd le course serve to 
d iguise dev iat ions f r o m Ma rx i s t - L en i n i s t pr inc ip les , 
for i f the struggle against rev i s ion i sm is not i n sp i 
red by ideologica l mot ives, but on ly by some eco
nomic and po l i t i ca l contrad ict ions and by na t i ona l 
chauv in i s t i c mot ives, i t is but a b lu f f that w i l l soon 
be cal led. Whoeve r holds to this l ine in the stand 
against the renegades f r o m M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m w i l l 
sooner or later be in danger of s l i pp ing into the 
pos i t ion of those renegades h imsel f . 

J .V . S t a l i n has s t rong ly stressed: «There is not 
and cannot be any m idd le course in matters or 
pr inc ip le . One or the other set of pr inc ip les must 
be the foundat ion of the P a r t y ac t i v i t y . The «m id -
dle» course in matters of p r inc ip le is «the l ine» that 
benumbs the b ra in , the «l ine» that covers up the 
differences, the «l ine» w h i c h leads to the ideo lo
gica l degenerat ion of the Pa r ty , the «l ine» w h i c h 
leads to the ideo log ica l death of the Pa r t y» 
(J, V. S ta l i n , Works , vo l . 9, p. 4, A l b a n i a n edit ions). 

In ou r Pa r t y ' s op ion in , the urgent cur rent 
p rob l em of the day i s not reconc i l ia t ion and un i t y 
w i t h the revis ionists, but separat ion, a c lean break 
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f r o m them. Len i n sa id : «Un i t y is a great cause 
a n d a great s logan. B u t the wo rke r s ' cause needs 
the un i t y o f Ma r x i s t s not the un i t y o f Ma r x i s t s 
w i t h the opponents and distorters o f Ma r x i sm» . 
U n i t y w i t h the opportun is ts and the revis ionists, 
L en i n said, i s «un i ty o f the pro letar ia t w i t h the n a 
t iona l bourgeois ie and sp l i t t i ng of the in te rna t i ona l 
proletar iat , the un i t y o f lackeys and d i v i s i on o f 
the revo lut ionar ies» (V. I. Len i n , Works , vo l . 20, 
p. 256 and vo l . 21, p. 387, A l b . edit ion). 

In the face of the un i ted imper ia l i s t - rev i s io 
nist f ront, the i r attacks, plots and threats, the i r 
sabre rat t l ing, the Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s mus t s t reng
then the i r un i t y on a na t iona l and in te rna t iona l 
scale, and the i r resolute struggle against impe r i a 
l i sm and rev is ion ism. The t ime we are pass ing 
th rough is no t ime for, endless, steri le, academic 
discussions, but fo r da r i ng m i l i t an t revo lu t io 
na r y actions o f self den ia l and sacr i f ice. M o 
dern rev is ion ism and the bourgeois ie w i t h their 
part ies are l oud ly p ropagat ing pac i f i sm and bou r 
geois human i sm, to create among the people, even 
among some coward l y and wave r i n g c o m m u n 
ists, the impress ion that a l leged ly ou r m i l i t an t 
and revo lu t ionary sp i r i t i s «sectar ianism» «ad-
venturism», «dogmatism», «fanat ic ism», etc. We M a r 
x is t -Len in is ts , are ne i ther sectar ians and adven 
turers, nor dogmatists and fanat ics. We f ight 
against these mani festat ions as a l ien a n d unnac-
ceptable to communis ts , but at the same t ime, we 
do not f a l l in to the pos i t ion o f ou r enemies, who , 
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w i t h these false accusat ions and fo r def in i te pu r 
poses are t r y i ng to cause us to d is in tegrate ideo
log ica l ly , po l i t i ca l l y a n d organ izat iona l ly , thus 
weaken ing and ex t i ngu i sh ing ou r struggle against 
them. 

The ranks of the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t part ies and 
forces must be c losely un i ted and w e l l o rgan ized, 
t ra ined and tempered fo r count inous f i gh t i ng . We 
must be per fec t ly t r a i ned po l i t i ca l l y , ideo log ica l ly , 
economica l l y and m i l i t a r i l y fo r struggle, f o r r e vo l u 
t i ona ry actions, master ing, our t r i umphan t doctr ine 
p ro found l y and in a creat ive manner . The w o r l d com
m u n i s m of o u r days must be character ized by the 
m i l i t an t r evo lu t i ona ry sp i r i t of the hero ic days of 
L e n i n and S ta l i n , o f the Com in t e rn . I t was not 
w i thou t de f in i te host i le purposes, that Kh ru sh chev 
and his fo l lowers under took the st ruggle to d iscre
d i t the Com in t e r n and i ts immo r t a l wo r k . N a t u 
ra l l y , t imes have changed, and the quest ion here 
i s not that we must adopt or copy the fo rms and 
methods o f wo rk , o f o rgan iza t ion , and leadersh ip 
su i tab le fo r the t ime of the Com in te rn , w i t h the i r 
mer i t s and shortcomings. B u t the estab l i shment 
of l i n k s fo r cooperat ion and coord inat ion of ac
t ions i n con fo rm i t y w i t h the new ac tua l condit ions, 
in o u r Pa r t y ' s op in ion , i s an urgent and essential 
quest ion. 

Na tu ra l l y , a l l the part ies a re equa l and inde
pendent. E a ch party , as has been stressed in the 
Moscow statement, w o r k s out fo r i tsel f i ts genera l 
l i ne based upon the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t p r inc ip les 
and in con fo rm i t y w i t h the specia l features and 
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concrete condi t ions of its count ry and t ime. E v e n 
the modern revis ionists have these correct M a r x i s t 
pr inc ip les on the t ip of the i r tongues, but wh i l e 
they are fo r independence in words , in rea l i t y 
they wan t a l l the other part ies to be dependent 
on them and unde r the i r d i rec t i on ; wh i l e they 
are for p ro le ta r i an in ternat iona l i sm, in words , 
in rea l i ty they s t r ive to prevent the M a r 
x is ts f r om un i t ing , f r om upho ld ing a c om
mon l ine fo rmu la ted on the basis of a p ro found , 
pr inc ip led , object ive Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t class ana ly 
sis. The mode rn revis ionists t r y by eve ry means to 
spl i t us, fo r our Ma r x i s t - Len i n i s t un i t y means the 
end for them and for the i r masters - U.S. impe r i a 
l ists. The Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t s must crush the rev i s io 
nist attempts, overcome a l l the obstacles and s t reng
then the i r r evo lu t i ona ry un i t y on the basis o f 
M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and pro le ta r ian in te rna t iona-
l i sm.They must consol idate the i r co l laborat ion and 
coord inat ion, must w o r k out a common l ine and 
a common stand on the basic quest ions, espec ia l ly 
in connect ion w i t h the struggle against impe r i a l i sm 
and modern rev i s ion i sm in connect ion w i t h the n ew 
al l iances concret ized in the rea l condi t ions of the 
actua l s i tuat ion, but a lways based on M a r x i s t - L e 
n in ist pr inc ip les. 

I t i s an unden iab le h istor ic fact and great good 
for tune fo r the peoples and in te rna t iona l c o m m u 
n i sm, that in the fore f ront of present day st ruggle 
against the US - l e d imper i a l i sm, against mode rn 
rev i s ion i sm w i t h the Sov ie t leaders at the head, 
stands, s t rong and steadfast, the Commun i s t P a r t y 
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of C h i n a and the great People 's Repub l i c o f Ch ina , 
headed by the ou ts tand ing Marx i s t - Len in i s t , com
rade Mao Tsetung. The ro le and cont r ibut ion o f 
the C.P.C. and the PR o f Ch i n a in the struggle for 
the r evo lu t i ona ry cause of the in te rna t i ona l p ro le 
tar iat and peoples of a l l the w o r l d i s colossal. T o 
day, C h i n a i s an i nv inc ib l e s t rongho ld of soc ia l ism, 
the powe r f u l base of revo lu t ion , the s tandard bea
re r o f Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , the steel p i l l a r and r e l i a 
b le sh ie ld o f ou r r evo lu t i ona ry common cause. 

The imper ia l i s t s and the rev is ion ists are t r y i ng 
to defeat, the C.P. o f Ch i n a a n d the PR o f Ch ina , 
because i t i s the i r greatest and most powe r f u l 
enemy, the unsu rmoun tab l e obstacle to the rea l i 
zat ion of the i r hegemonic a ims of w o r l d dom ina 
t ion. They are t r y i ng to d iv ide the peoples, the re 
vo lu t ionar ies and the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t s f r o m the 
C .P . of Ch i na , to isolate i t the more eas i ly and 
more qu i c k l y to l i qu ida te us. W o r l d impe
r i a l i sm and the Kh ru shchev i t e rev is ion ists to
gether, are a t tack ing People 's Ch ina , s lander-
r i ng Ch ina ' s great P ro l e t a r i an Cu l t u r a l Revo 
l u t i on . The enemies are hop ing in v a i n to d i s 
c red i t great People 's Ch i na . U n d e r the leadersh ip 
o f the Commun i s t P a r t y o f Ch i n a and M a o Tse
t ung ' thought she i s ma r ch i ng t r i umphan t l y ahead. 
T h e P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a welcomes the C h i 
nese P ro l e ta r i an C u l t u r a l Revo lu t ion , w h i c h has as 
i ts a i m the merc i less f igh t against bourgeois and 
rev is ion is t ideo logy man i fes ted in the conscious
ness o f men in the f i e l d o f cu l ture , and in 
eve ry other sphere of the country 's l i fe, against 
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the class enemies and a l l revis ionists, open or c a 
mouf laged, who are t r y i ng to t u r n People 's C h i n a 
back to the capita l is t road, as we l l as against US 
imper ia l i sm, Kh ru shchev i t e rev i s ion i sm and a l l 
react ionaries. 

The P a r t y o f Labo r o f A l b a n i a th inks that a l l the 
Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t part ies and forces, as equals and 
independent, shou ld un i te themselves closely w i t h 
the Commun i s t P a r t y o f Ch i n a and the PR o f 
Ch i na to f o r m a steel b lock against w h i c h a l l our 
enemies w i l l b reak the i r heads. We are not concer
ned at a l l about the s landers of the rev is ion ists and 
the i r imper ia l i s t masters that by un i t i ng w i t h 
Ch i na we have became her «satel l ites» and lost 
«our independence». S landers of this k i n d never 
have and never shou ld prevent the M a r x i s t - L e n i 
nists f r om st rengthen ing the i r un i t y w i t h People 's 
Ch i na and i ts Ma r x i s t - Len i n i s t Pa r t y . 

The in te rnat iona l s i tuat ion and the s i tuat ion 
in the communis t movement i s deve lop ing in ou r 
favor and to the de t r iment of our enemies. B u t we 
must look th ings st ra ight in the eye and face up 
to them w i t h courage, because, despite the fa i lures 
they have suffered, the imper ia l i s t and rev is ion is t 
enemies have not l a id d own the i r arms. On the 
contrary, they are in tens i f y ing the i r cooperat ion 
and act iv i ty . The s i tuat ion is such that s lugg i sh -
nesh, hes i tat ion and wave r i ng cannot be to lerated, 
wh i l e courage, determinat ion, and ma tu r i t y are 
requ i red. Soft, f labby, opportun is t tact ics and 
phraseology cannot be to lerated, but qu ick m i l i 
tant actions, f i gh t ing tactics, are necessary, tactics 
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w h i c h w i l l assist our revo lu t i ona ry st rategy da i ly , 
hour ly , and w h i c h at the same t ime are w ise and 
we l l thought out i n accordance w i t h the s i tuat ion 
and the c i rcumstances in w h i c h each pa r t y i s 
s t rugg l ing . A n d there i s no doubt that w i t h re 
vo lu t i ona ry st rategy and tactics based on our v i c 
tor ious ideology, the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t part ies and 
forces w i l l a lways ma r ch f o rwa r d and score new 
v ictor ies in the i r sacred struggle, together w i t h 
the w o r k i n g class and the oppressed nat ions and 
peoples, against impe r i a l i sm and rev i s ion ism, fo r 
the t r i u m p h of Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , soc ia l ism, re 
vo lu t ion , and peace in the wo r l d . 

As fa r as the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a is 
concerned, as an act ive par tner among the M a r 
x i s t - Len in i s t forces of the wo r l d , i t i s f u l l y cons
cious of the great h i s tor i c task that today confront 
the commun i s t movement fo r the defence of M a r 
x i sm - Len i n i sm and the advance of the cause of 
revo lu t i on and soc ia l i sm. In f u l l un i t y and shoulder 
to shou lder w i t h the great Ch inese Commun i s t 
P a r t y o f M a o Tse- tung, w i t h a l l the other part ies 
and Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t forces o f the wo r l d , the A l 
ban ian P a r t y o f L abo r w i l l f i gh t w i t h a l l i ts might , 
as i t has been do i ng h i ther to , against U.S.- led 
impe r i a l i sm and mode rn rev i s i on i sm headed by 
the Sov ie t leaders, and w i l l spare no ef fort to 
suppor t the just r evo lu t i ona ry struggle of the 
Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t part ies and forces. I t w i l l w o r k 
un t i r i ng l y fo r the conso l idat ion and s t rengthen ing 
of the ant i - rev is ionist un i t y of the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t 
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movement and the ant i - imper ia l i s t un i t y o f the 
peoples of the wo r l d , conf ident that the v i c to ry 
belongs to Ma r x i sm - Len i n i sm , to soc ia l ism, to the 
peoples. Th i s is the task that th is congress puts 
before the who l e P a r t y fo r the coming years. 
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AN OPEN LETTER 
TO THE MEMBERS OF THE COMMUNIST 

PARTY OF THE SOVIET UNION 

P u b l i s h e d in the « Z ë r i i P o p u l l i t » da i l y , o r g an o f the 

CC o f the P a r t y o f L a b o r o f A l b a n i a , on Oc t obe r 5 , 1964 





Dea r Comrades, 

A g rave s i tua t ion has been created in the i n 
te rna t iona l commun is t and wo rke r s ' movement , 
the Sov ie t Un i on , the social ist camp, the com
mun i s t part ies. The cause fo r w h i c h the c o m m u 
nists and pro le tar ians o f the who l e w o r l d have 
fought hero ica l l y , r i s k i ng the i r v e r y l ives, the cau 
se of soc ia l i sm and of commun i sm, is fac ing a great 
danger, i s pass ing t h r ough one of the most d i f 
f i cu l t per iods of i ts h is tory . Open rev i s ion i sm, 
complete d iv i s ion, be t raya l and denegerat ion are 
threaten ing t hem today more than at any other 
t ime. 

The or ig inators and p r i n c i pa l cu lpr i t s fo r th is 
grave s i tuat ion a re the Kh r u sh chev group. A f t e r 
hav i ng usu rped the leadersh ip of the g lor ious par 
ty set up by the great L en i n , and of the f i rs t and 
most powe r f u l social ist state in the wo r l d , the So 
viet Un i on , by putch is t and consp i ra to r i a l methods, 
this g roup have now emba rked on the greatest-
be t raya l of M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and the cause of 
soc ia l ism, have n o w become the p r i n c i pa l bearers 
and d isseminators o f the opportun is t and rev i s io 
nist t rend that i s e rod ing the in te rna t iona l c o m m u -
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nist and worke rs ' movement today, and w h i c h has 
unde rm ined the ve ry foundat ions of its un i t y . 

The P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a and other 
Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t part ies have t ime and aga in urged 
the leadership o f you r par ty , w i t h N. Kh ru sh chev 
at the head, to g ive up the l ine of rev i s i on i sm and 
d is rupt ion , to courageous ly reexamine the i r po s i 
t ion, and re tu rn to the road of M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m 
and pro le tar ian in ternat iona l i sm, to condemn the i r 
own chauv in i s t i c att i tudes and host i le act iv i t ies 
towards s ister part ies and f ra te rna l social ist 
countr ies, and to reestabl ish re lat ions of f r i e nd 
sh ip and p ro le ta r i an so l idar i t y w i t h them. 

E v en since the 22nd Congress of the C o m m u 
nist P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on , when N . K h r u s h 
chev launched his v i lest pub l i c attacks and most 
mons t rous s landers against the P a r t y of L abo r 
of A l b an i a and its leadership, our pa r t y has ca l led 
on the leaders of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the So 
viet Un i on to reexamine the i r l i ne and to r e tu rn 
to the r ight road. «The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l 
bania», said Comrade Enve r Hoxha , i n h is a d 
dress to the so lemn meet ing on Novembe r 7, 1961, 
commemora t ing the 20th anniversary of the f ound 
i ng of the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a and the 44th 
anniversary of the Grea t October Soc ia l is t Revo 
lu t ion , ca lmly, and w i t h a clear conscience, appeals 
to the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov ie t Un i on , ap 
peals to i ts Cen t ra l Commi t tee new l y elected by the 
22nd Congress, to judge the s i tuat ion created in the 
relat ions between our two part ies and ou r two 
countr ies w i t h Len in i s t just ice, object ively, w i t hou t 
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heat and anger or in a biased way . Ou r P a r t y has 
a lways been ready to settle the ex i s t ing d i f f e ren 
ces, fo r the sake of the un i t y of the commun is t 
movement and the social ist camp, and in the i n 
terests of our two countr ies. B u t i t has a lways been 
and rema ins of the op in ion that these matters 
must be sett led cor rect ly and on l y in a M a r x i s t - L e 
n in is t way , under condi t ions o f equa l i ty a n d not 
o f pressure and dictate. We have hope and fa i th in 
the just ice of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov ie t 
Un ion» . 

As late as A p r i l 1963 in an art ic le pub l i shed 
in the organs of its Cen t r a l Commit tee , «Zëri i P o -
pu l l i t» ou r P a r t y emphas i sed: «If N . Kh r u sh chev 
is in f avo r of the sett lement of d i f ferences and 
conso l idat ion of un i ty , he shou ld show th is by 
deeds, shou ld take rea l and not f i c t i t ious steps, to 
remove a l l the obstacles he has created in the re 
lat ions between ou r two part ies and our two coun 
tr ies. Ju s t as he dared to at tack our P a r t y and our 
coun t ry in a s landerous way , to in ter fere in our i n 
te rna l af fa i rs , and to under take host i le act iv i t ies 
against us, he shou ld take the courage to pub l i c l y 
denounce these an t i -Ma r x i s t stands and acts and 
r e tu rn to r igorous respect fo r the internat ional is t ; 
no rms of re lat ions between commun is t and wor-
kers ' par t ies and be tween social ist countr ies». We 
w o u l d we lcome any s incere step in this d i rect ion. 

Howeve r the Kh r u sh chev group not on l y fa i led 
to l i s ten to the voice of reason, and scorned the 
comrade ly advice o f our pa r t y and the other f r a 
te rna l part ies, but they pers isted w i t h even more 
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vehemence in the i r course of bet raya l , increased 
the i r assaults and host i le acts against our par ty , 
against the Commun i s t P a r t y o f C h i n a and other 
f ra te rna l part ies, against Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , against 
the un i t y o f the social ist camp and the c o m 
mun is t movement . Events and facts have p roved 
ind i spu tab ly that N. Kh r u sh chev is a conscious 
t ra i tor and enemy, determined to pursue his coun 
te r - revo lu t ionary l ine to the end. 

The i r recent a rb i t r a r y decis ion to ca l l an i l l e 
ga l specia l meet ing of the par t ies that fo l l ow on 
the i r footsteps is another great p lot that test i f ied 
most c lear ly that the Kh r u sh chev g roup are the 
greatest sp l i t ters that the h i s to ry of the i n t e rna 
t iona l commun is t movement has ever k n o w n . 
N. Kh ru shchev i s t r y i ng to d r ag as many part ies 
as he can into this new an t i - commun i s t p lot w h i c h 
is in tended to sanct ion the f u l l and open sp l i t t i ng 
of the social ist camp and the commun is t movement . 
In connect ion w i t h this he has sent a letter to a l l 
part ies, and th rough them to o u r p a r t y as we l l , 
i n f o rm ing them that he has dec ided to ca l l a meet
ing of the ed i to r ia l commiss ion on December 15 this 
year, and the in te rna t iona l meet ing of the c o m m u 
nist and worke r s ' part ies towards the m idd l e of the 
coming year. In this let ter our pa r t y is inv i ted to 
send its de legat ion to Moscow to take par t in the 
w o r k of the ed i to r i a l commiss ion and to announce 
the compos i t ion of this de legat ion as ear ly as pos
sible. 

T a k i n g into account that the Kh r u s h che v 
group has complete ly and i nco r r i g i b l y bet rayed the 
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cause of M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and socia l ism, and that 
a l l e f for ts and hopes of b r i ng i ng them back to the 
r ight w a y have to ta l l y fa i led, the Cen t r a l C o m m i -
tee of the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b an i a , has dec ided 
not to rep l y to the i r let ter of J u l y 30, 1964. The 
P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a has no more to do w i t h 
N. Kh rushchev ' s g roup of renegades. 

On th is occasion, and under these c i r cumstan
ces, the P a r t y of L abo r of A l b a n i a has dec ided to 
address this open let ter to you , members of the 
Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on , pioneers 
of the great cause of commun i sm, fo r w h o m we 
have a lways had a p ro f ound respect and af fect ion. 
In this let ter we w a n t to te l l you w i t h open hearts 
and f r a te rna l s incer i ty that t r u th w h i c h N . K h r u s h 
chev has h idden f r om you for years on end. He has 
deceived you and cont inues to do so. He has denied 
you any r ight to acquaint yourse lves w i t h the m a 
ter ia ls of our par ty , of the Commun i s t P a r t y of 
Ch ina , and of other Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t part ies. 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a i s address ing 
itself to you , fo r i t is of the op in ion that in this 
s i tuat ion you r respons ib i l i t y and role are o f h i s 
tor ic s ign i f icance. I t i s up to you to say you r wo r d . 
We have f a i t h in you . In the Sov ie t U n i o n no one 
else but you can ca l l a ha l t to N. Kh rushchev ' s 
rev is ionist l i ne o f ac t ion. Y o u are the on ly force 
wh i ch can save the Sov ie t Un i on , the Fa the r l and 
of the G rea t October Revo lu t i on , and the g lor ious 
P a r t y o f the Bo l shev i k s f r o m the b l i n d a l ley i n to 
wh i ch N. Kh r u sh chev has l ed it, you must defend 
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Mar x i sm - Len i n i sm , the honor and d ign i t y o f the 
Sov iet U n i o n and raise a lo f t the revo lu t i ona ry 
banner o f you r pa r ty w h i c h N. Kh ru sh chev has 
su l l ied w i t h disgrace. 

Dea r Comrades, 

The Kh ru sh chev g roup are m a k i n g a great fuss 
about the socal led i n te rna t i ona l meet ing of the 
commun is t and wo rke r s ' part ies. They are t r y i ng 
to persuade you and a l l the communis t s of the 
wo r l d that a l legedly th is meet ing is necessary, that 
a l legedly i t w i l l he lp to settle d i f ferences and con
sol idate the un i t y of the social ist camp and the 
communis t movement . Th i s is a b ig f raud , a b luf f , 
a dangerous maneuver . 

In fact th is meet ing by no means helps the 
cause of Ma r x i s t - Len i n i s t un i ty , e i ther as to the 
w a y i t is be ing prepared or as to i ts po l i t i ca l p l a t 
fo rm. Its a im is to underm ine un i ty , to complete ly 
spl i t the commun is t movement , to consol idate the 
shaky pos i t ion of rev i s ion ism, to in tens i f y the 
struggle against Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , in th is w a y 
ca r r y i ng out the greatest service fo r the impe r i a 
l ist bourgeois ie. 

The Cen t ra l Commi t tee o f the P a r t y o f L abo r 
o f A l b a n i a declares that the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l 
ban ia is f i r m l y opposed to this d i s rupt i ve meet ing 
of the mode rn revis ionists, and categor ica l ly de
nounces this new plot of the Kh rushchev i t e c l ique. 

F o r wha t reason does the P a r t y o f L abo r r e f u 
se to take part in th is meet ing and w h y does i t 
condemn i t? 
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First, the Cen t r a l Commi t tee of the P a r t y of 
L abo r of A l b a n i a is conv inced that the hasty ca l l ing 
of the meet ing of the commun is t and worke r s ' par 
ties unde r the present condi t ions and c i r cums tan 
ces, when deep divergences on basic strategic issues 
exist in the in te rna t iona l commun i s t movement be
tween Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t s and revis ionists, about 
wh i c h a great po lemic is be ing car r ied on , is not 
in the interests of set t l ing di f ferences and of con
so l idat ing un i t y on a sound Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t basis, 
i s by no means the «most effect ive» w a y of s t reng
then ing the so l idar i t y of the commun is t movement , 
but, on the contrary , i s the w a y to complete ly u n 
dermine it. 

T h r ough the i r v iews and deeds the modern re
v is ionists have made the ex i s t ing di f ferences i n 
creas ing ly sharper and deeper, have constant ly u n 
de rm ined un i ty , have p lunged themselves deeper 
and deeper in to the m i r e of be t raya l and d i s rupt ion . 
W i t h a l l th is they have made the ca l l i ng of the 
in te rna t iona l meet ing of the commun is t and wo r 
kers ' par t ies even more d i f f i cu l t , they have postpo
ned i t even fu r ther . G rea te r e f for ts and a longer 
t ime are now requ i red to prepare the necessary 
condi t ions fo r the ca l l ing of a meet ing that wou l d 
t r u l y serve the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t un i t y of the so
cial ist camp and the commun is t movement . 

Second, the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee of the P a r t y of 
Labo r o f A l b a n i a declares that the meet ing wh i c h 
is n ow be ing ca l led on the in i t i a t i ve of the 
N . K h r u s h che v g roup i s abso lute ly a rb i t r a r y and 
i l legal , s ince the no rms and pr inc ip les sanct ioned 
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in the 1960 Moscow Dec la ra t ion govern ing re l a 
t ions between part ies have been b ru ta l l y v io la ted. 
No one is ent i t led to ca l l a genera l meet ing of the 
commun is t and worke r s ' part ies to suit h is w h i m s 
w i thout consu l t ing the other part ies and rece iv ing 
the i r p r i o r consent. We pub l i c l y dec lare that no 
p re l im ina r y consu l tat ion on this mat te r has t a ken 
place w i t h the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b an i a . 

N . Kh ru sh chev has qui te a rb i t r a r i l y dec ided 
that the pr inc ip le sanct ioned in the Moscow meet
i ng of 1960 of a r r i v i ng at un i f i ca t i on of v i ews 
th rough equa l and comrade ly consultat ions, shou ld 
be replaced w i t h the p r inc ip le o f subject ing the m i 
nor i t y to the ma jo r i t y . The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l 
ban ia has a lways opposed such a p r inc ip l e because 
th is i s a f l agrant v io la t i on of the equa l i t y and i n 
dependence of f ra te rna l part ies, an attempt to i m 
pose the w i l l o f the so-cal led ma jo r i t y on others. 
Bu t even i f we speak of major i t ies , the rea l and 
not the false and f ic t i t ious major i ty , is by no means 
on the side of the revis ionists. A cons iderable n u m 
ber of sister part ies whose ranks conta in about ha l f 
the communis ts of the ent i re wo r l d , are qu i te de
f in i te ly opposed to the ca l l ing of the in te rna t iona l 
commun is t movement unde r the present condi t ions 
and c ircumstances w i thou t reckon ing here a who l e 
a rmy o f revo lu t ionary communis ts enro l led in the 
part ies of other countr ies where the leaders have 
s l ipped into the rev is ionist pos i t ion, and who also 
condemn the sp l i t t ing and treacherous act iv i t ies 
of N. Kh rushchev . 

Third the Cen t ra l Commi t tee of the P a r t y of 

244 



Labo r of A l b a n i a declares that by o rgan i z ing the 
so-cal led i n te rna t i ona l meet ing in a hasty, a rb i t r a r y 
and i l l ega l manner , the Kh r u sh chev g roup are in 
fact t r y i ng to organize a meet ing of fact ionists. Th i s 
is c lear ly ev ident in the J u l y 30 let ter of the C e n 
t ra l Commi t t ee o f the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the So 
viet U n i o n w h i c h r un s : «In our op in i on the C o m 
miss ion shou ld start its wo r k even i f any of the 
26 Commun i s t Par t ies fa i l s to send its delegat ion 
at the appo in ted t ime». A n d the let ter cont inues: 
«The re fusa l of th is or that pa r t y to take part in 
this col lect ive w o r k must not serve as a jus t i f i ca 
t ion fo r f u r the r postponement o f measures a imed 
at w o r k i n g out the ways and methods of conso l i 
dat ing the in ternat iona l i s t un i t y of the Ma r x i s t - L e 
ninists of the who le wor ld» . 

Thus i t i s c lear that N. Kh ru sh chev has made 
up his m i n d to convene the meet ing even w i thou t 
the par t i c ipa t ion of the representat ives of many 
part ies w h i c h have a l ready expressed the i r oppo
sit ion to an in te rna t i ona l meet ing under the present 
condit ions and c i rcumstances. Th i s means that the 
meet ing w h i c h is be ing ca l led now w i l l on l y be a 
meet ing of the leaders of a f ew part ies and ma i n l y 
of those who fo l l ow N. Kh rushchev , a meet ing of 
revis ionists. A n d this fact a lone refutes a l l 
N . Kh rushchev ' s demagogy about a l leged un i t y 
and so l idar i ty and lays bare his an t i -Ma r x i s t and 
d iv is ive aims. 

N o w i t i s becoming clear to a l l that by hast i l y 
conven ing the so-cal led in te rna t iona l meet ing of 
the commun is t and wo r ke r s ' part ies the K h r u s h -

245 



chev group are a im ing to achieve two ma i n objec
t ives. On one hand, to in tens i fy the i r f ight against 
Ma r x i sm -Len i n i sm , to condemn certa in social ist 
countr ies and certa in commun is t part ies, and «to 
expel» t hem f r om the social ist camp and the c o m m u 
nist movement ; and, on the other hand , to s t reng
then the ranks of the rev is ion ist front, to subject 
a l l the rev is ionists to the i r dictate, to force «a new 
menu» on them, wh i l e b i nd i ng them hand and foot. 

The at ta inment of these object ives is dec is ive 
fo r the fate of the Kh r u sh chev rev is ion ist g roup 
who are fac ing grave d i f f icu l t ies . The deter
m ined and pr inc ip led struggle waged by the 
Marx i s t - Len in i s t part ies and the revo lu t i ona ry 
communis ts of the w o r l d has not on l y t o rn 
the mask of the Kh rushchev i t e rev is ionists and 
is f rus t ra t ing the i r host i le schemes, but has 
brought about a grave s i tuat ion w i t h i n the 
ranks of the modern rev is ionists themselves. Deep 
contradict ions have ar isen between them w h i c h are 
expressed pa r t i cu la r l y c lear ly by the tendency to 
oppose the hegemony and pa te rna l i sm of the 
Kh ru shchev group. 

Unde r these c i rcumstances there is no other 
way left for the Kh rushchev i t e rev is ion is ts : they 
must ca r r y the spl i t w i t h Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s th rough 
to the end and at the same t ime hobb le the other 
revis ionists, impose the i r contro l and dom ina t i on 
over them, check any at tempt on the i r par t f o r 
even f o rma l independence. 

These plans, w h i c h N. Kh ru sh chev a ims to 
achieve w i t h the meet ing that is being prepared, 
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have encountered great obstacles, not on ly f r om the 
Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t part ies, w h i c h are qu i te c lear 
about N. Kh rushchev ' s treacherous a ims to the de
t r iment of c ommun i sm and the social ist camp, but 
also f r o m some of his rev is ion ist al l ies. In the 
f i rst p lace i t must be said tha t some of the 
revis ionist opponents to N. Kh rushchev ' s p ro 
posed meet ing, in the p repa ra to ry stage of 
wh i ch they are nevertheless par t i c ipat ing , are 
just as rev is ionist , even more consistent ly rev is io
nist, t han Kh r u sh chev h imsel f . The i r oppos i t ion 
to the ho l d i ng of the in te rna t iona l meet ing, is not 
insp i red by any concern about the un i t y o f the 
communis t movement and the social ist camp, but 
f r om the i r a im that the complete ly spl i t a nd f ight 
against M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m shou ld be car r ied out by 
methods d i f ferent f r o m those of N. Kh rushchev , 
methods w h i c h they consider more ef fect ive and 
w i th fewer dangerous consequences fo r them by 
t r y i ng to p ro long the i r own l ives th rough creat ing 
false i l lus ions about the i r pos i t ion, and so on. 
Moreover , the i r oppos i t ion i s i nsp i red by the fact 
that they do not wan t to be t ied d o w n ; they wan t 
to ga in the i r «independence» f r om the K h r u s h 
chevite c l ique, to be f ree to l i n k themselves d i rect
ly w i t h the soc ia l -democrats or the imper ia l i s t 
bourgeoisie, h ow and w h e n they want . 

The maneuve r w h i c h N . Kh r u sh chev and his 
fo l lowers a re now resor t ing to, the tactics they are 
using, cannot conceal the an t i -Ma rx i s t a ims of the 
modern revis ionists, the i r hos t i l i t y to M a r x i s m - L e 
n in ism. They w i l l not succeed in dece iv ing any one. 
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Whether or not the rev is ionists ho l d the i r meet ing, 
whether they ho ld i t n o w or later, makes no d i f 
ference. The t rue Marx i s t - Len in i s t s w i l l i n tens i fy 
the i r p r inc ip l ed struggle fo r the exposure of the 
Kh rushchev i t e and other mode rn revis ionists, a 
struggle that w i l l b r i ng defeat and tota l dest ruct ion 
to these dangerous enemies of commun i sm. 

The P a r t y o f Labo r o f A l b a n i a has been and 
cont inues to be in favor of the in te rna t iona l meet
i ng o f the commun is t and wo rke r s ' part ies. B u t 
it has been and cont inues to be in f avo r of a meet
ing that wou l d serve the rea l un i t y o f the c om
mun is t movement on the basis o f M a r x i s m - L e n i 
n i sm and pro le ta r ian in te rnat iona l i sm, on the basis 
of the revo lu t i ona ry pr inc ip les l a i d down in the 
1957 and 1960 Moscow Dec larat ions. It has op
posed and cont inues to oppose any meet ing that 
wou l d sanct ion an open r i f t or w o u l d create a false 
un i t y on an an t i -Ma rx i s t rev is ionist basis. 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a has stated 
ear l ier and is repeat ing now, that in order to p re 
pare a meet ing of the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t un i t y of the 
communis t movement i t is essential to take into 
account the present s i tuat ion of the commun is t mo 
vement, the changes that have taken place, and 
the process that have gone on in i t since the i960 
meet ing, and in con fo rmi ty w i t h these c i r cums tan 
ces and condi t ions to spec i fy the measures and 
steps that shou ld be taken to achieve an i n t e rna 
t iona l meet ing wh i c h wou l d r ea l l y express the 
op in ion and wishes of a l l the communis ts of the 
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wor ld , and wou l d achieve and strengthen that m i 
l i tant un i t y o f wh i c h our movement stands in grea
ter need today than ever before. 

The on ly basis f o r t rue un i t y of the social ist 
camp and the commun is t movement l ies in M a r 
x i sm-Len i n i sm and pro le ta r ian in te rnat iona l i sm. 
No un i t y can be ach ieved on the basis of rev is io
n ism. The re can be no un i t y between Ma r x i s t s and 
revis ionists w h o have bet rayed the cause of M a r 
x i sm-Len i n i sm and pro le ta r ian in te rna t iona l i sm. 
N. Kh rushchev ' s p lan to un i t e the commun is t 
movement on the basis of rev i s ion i sm is a p lan of 
d is rupt ion, and i t is doomed to fa i lu re and disgrace. 
L i kew ise , any attempt, any hope, any i l l us ion of 
f i nd ing an i n te rmed ia ry p la t fo rm, sat is factory to 
a l l , that wou l d un i te both Ma r x i s t s and rev is ionists 
is fu t i le and de t r imenta l to the a t ta inment of t rue 
pr inc ip led un i t y of the commun is t movement , 
wh i ch is the on ly un i t y possible. 

The treacherous a ims wh i c h the Kh ru shchev 
group are s t r i v i ng to at ta in at the present meet ing 
are by no means acc identa l . The Kh ru shchev i t e re 
vis ionists have a lways s t r i ven towards at ta in ing 
these object ives. They began the spl i t by spread ing 
the i r rev is ion is t l ine. They deepened i t w i t h the i r 
an t i -Marx i s t and ant i -socia l ist act iv i t ies. A n d they 
are now ca r r y i ng this d i v i s ion to its log ica l con
c lus ion. B u t the rev is ionists shou ld bear we l l i n 
m ind that the heavens w i l l not be over tu rned be
cause of the i r separat ist meet ing and because of 
the «collective» measures that they may take. 
The i r meet ing w i l l be f r u i t f u l and ve ry favorab le 
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to the in te rna t iona l commun is t movement . The day 
o f the rev is ion ists ' meet ing w i l l go d o w n in h i s to ry 
as the day of the i r complete and open bet raya l , 
and at the same t ime as the day that w i l l m a r k 
the i r f i na l catastrophe. The revo lu t i ona ry c o m m u 
nist movement w i l l forge ahead, w i thou t the re 
vis ionists and in struggle against the revis ionists, 
and i t w i l l cer ta in ly achieve its un i t y in this m i l i 
tant way . Th i s w i l l be t rue Marx i s t - Len in i s t un i t y 
fo r w h i c h the Marx i s t - Len in i s t s o f the w o r l d are 
f i gh t ing and w i l l f ight courageously. 

Dear Comrades, 

N. Kh ru shchev tries to persuade you , c o m m u 
nists of the Sov iet Un i on , the peoples of the Sov ie t 
U n i o n and a l l peoples o f the wor l d , that w i t h h is 
assumpt ion of power a new epoch has begun, a 
great t u r n in h is tory. The decade of h is ru le i s 
descr ibed as the decade of «the b l oom ing of the 
Sov iet Un ion», of the « t r i umpha l ma r ch towards 
communism», as the decade of «the t r i umph of 
peace and peacefu l coexistence», as the decade of 
the «consol idat ion of the commun is t movement» 
and of the «creat ive deve lopment of Ma r x i sm» . The 
revis ionists beg in «the rea l h is tory» of the Sov ie t 
U n i o n in 1953. 

These are a l l lies, — noth ing but l ies. It is 
t rue that an h is tor i ca l t u r n started w h e n the 
Kh ru shchev group took the reins of state in the i r 
hands, but this was a b ig retrogress ive tu rn , a t u r n 
that f l ung the doors open to oppo r tun i sm and re 
v is ion ism, to t reachery and degenerat ion, to the 
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unde rm in i ng o f un i t y and beg inn ing the r i f t i n 
the commun is t movement , to approaches to and 
un i t y w i t h the imper ia l i s t s and o ther enemies of 
peoples and of soc ia l ism, towards sabotage of the 
revo lu t ion and restorat ion of cap i ta l i sm. 

No other person or group has caused so much 
ha rm and so much ev i l to the Sov iet Un i on , to the 
social ist camp, to the commun is t movement , to 
the cause of soc ia l i sm and commun i sm, as 
N. Kh r u sh chev and his group. The h i s to ry of the 
Sov ie t U n i o n and o f i n te rna t iona l c ommun i sm 
records no greater renegade, no more r ab i d and 
dangerous enemy than the g roup of K h r u s h c h e v i 
te rev is ionists . 

Wha t the imper ia l i s ts were unab le to do 
through the i r a rmed in tervent ion , wha t T ro tsky , 
B u k h a r i n and other enemies of the Sov iet reg ime 
could not do in the i r t ime, wha t the G e r m a n fas
cists cou ld not do du r i ng the Second Wo r l d War , 
N. Kh rushchev ' s g roup are set on do ing now. 

W h o has defamed, d iscredi ted, assai led so ve
hement ly, who has s landered the Sov ie t power, the 
Soviet social ist order, as much as N. Kh ru sh chev 
has done? 

I t was N. Kh r u sh chev who cancel led out the 
most g lor ious per iod of the Sov iet Un i on , when 
the Sov ie t peoples, led by the P a r t y w i t h S ta l i n at 
the head, overcame colossal d i f f i cu l t ies , coura
geously coped w i t h the ruth less capita l ist enc i rc le 
ment, smashed the counter - revo lut ion, bu i l t the 
f i rst social ist society in the wo r l d , reaped the great 
histor ic v i c to ry in the patr io t i c war , and t rans fo r -
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med the Sov iet U n i o n in to a power fu l , deve loped, 
and advanced social ist state w i t h an unpara l l e l ed 
author i t y and role in the in te rna t iona l arena. He 
presented the who le of th is per iod as one du r i ng 
wh i ch te r ro r and persecut ion, pr isons and con
centrat ion camps, v io lat ions of the l aw and demo 
cracy, a rb i t r a r i t y and despot i sms, pove r t y and 
hunger re igned in the Sov iet Un i on . He rendered 
the imper ia l i s t s great service th rough these deeds 
of his, p rov i d i ng them w i t h weapons to attack and 
discredit the Soviet Un i on . The in famous «secret» 
report wh i c h N. Kh ru shchev de l i vered at the 20th 
Congress and his subsequent speeches became the 
ma in nour ishment, the inexhaust ib le source of a l l 
the most react ionary ant i - communis t and an t i -So 
viet propaganda. 

Who can bel ieve N. Kh rushchev ' s s landers about 
the cr imes of S ta l i n? C a n we have any fa i th in the 
concoctions of invest igat ion committees appo in ted 
by Kh rushchev , in the wr i t i ngs of the Ad jubeys , 
the knowledge of the Solzhenyts ins, and the i r i l k ? 
Can i t be that imper i a l i sm and its agents, fo r 
whom the Sov iet U n i o n has a lways been an acute 
i r r i ta t ion wh i c h they t r i ed to get r i d o f by 
s t rang l ing in its cradle, have sat w i t h fo lded a rms 
a l l th is t ime, and have done no th ing about i t? In 
t imes gone by N. Kh ru sh chev h imse l f said, in 
1938: «The Jak i r s , the Ba l i t skys , the Lypuchenskys , 
Zatorsky i tes, and other rogues, in tended to b r i n g 
the Po l i sh ar is tocracy back to the Uk ra ine , to b r i n g 
the G e r m a n fascists, the land lords and capi ta l i s t he
r e . . . We have ex te rminated many enemies but s t i l l 
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not a l l o f them. There fore we shou ld keep our eyes 
open. We shou ld a lways bear i n m i n d Comrade 
Sta l in ' s wo rd s that so long as the capita l is t enc i r 
c lement exists spies and saboteurs w i l l be sent in to 
our country». 

The same Kh rushchev , a year before, in 1937. 
sa i d : «Our P a r t y w i l l merc i less ly c rush the band o f 
t ra i tors, w i l l sweep a l l the T ro t zky i t e corps of 
r ight is ts f r om the face of the earth. The gua 
rantee of this is the unwave r i ng leadersh ip of 
our Cen t r a l Commit tee , the unwave r i ng leadersh ip 
o f our leader Comrade S t a l i n . . . We sha l l comple
te ly ex te rm ina te the enemies f r o m the f i rst to the 
last, and scatter the i r ashes to the w inds». Bu t i n 
stead of w i p i n g the T ro t zky i t e corps f r o m the f a 
ce of the ea r th or ex t e rm ina t i ng a l l the enemies 
and of scat ter ing the i r ashes to the w inds , the re 
negade Kh r u sh chev bu rned Sta l in ' s remains , scat
tered his ashes to the w i nd , the ashes of this great 
defender and leader of the h is tor ic ach ievements 
o f the Sov ie t Un i on . He rehab i l i ta ted a l l the 
counter- revo lut ionar ies f r o m f i r s t to last, p roc l a i 
med them v i c t ims of S ta l i n , and decided to raise 
monuments to them. 

Jus t who these v i c t ims are w h o m N . K h r u s h 
chev takes under his protect ion, we A lban ians , 
k now on ly too we l l f r o m our own exper ience. 
Wh i l e N. Kh r u sh chev has cal led the leaders of the 
A l b an i an P a r t y and State, who have led the 
people in the great f ight fo r l i be ra t ion and the 
bu i l d ing of soc ia l ism, «agents of impe r i a l i sm who 
have sold themselves fo r 30 pieces of s i lver», he 
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has openly taken under h is protect ion sach m u r 
derers and terror ists, enemies of our pa r t y and 
of our people as K. X o xe , P. P l a k u , T. Se jko, 
L . Gega, and others, dubb ing them t rue revo lu t io 
na ry communists , internat ional is ts , patr iots, and 
innocent v ic t ims. 

On l y a tra i tor, an enemy of commun i sm, 
could h u r l such monstrous s landers and attacks 
on S ta l i n , this great leader of the Commun i s t 
Par ty , the Sov iet peoples, and the in te rna t iona l 
communis t movement . In h is an t i - commun is t at
tacks on S ta l i n N i k i t a Kh ru sh chev has surpassed 
the imper ia l i s ts , the most rab id react ionar ies and 
renegades of commun i sm, Kau t sky , T ro tsky , T i to 
and Gj i l as . Wha t has he not sa id against S t a l i n ! 
He has cal led h i m a «murderer», a «common c r i 
minal», a «despot of the type of Ivan the T e r r i 
ble», the «greatest d ic tator in the h i s to ry of Ru s 
sia», and so on and so fo r th . J . V. S ta l in , who fo r 
30 years on end led the P a r t y of the Bo l shev i k s 
and the Soviet peoples f r om v i c to ry to v ic tory , w h o 
courageously defended the l ine of the great L en i n , 
who insp i red the Stakhonov i tes and heroes of the 
social ist construct ion in the Sov iet Un i on , who 
aroused and resolute ly led a l l the worke r s and 
peasants, a l l the Sov iet people, in the great Pa t r i o 
t ic War , w i t h whose name on the i r l ips the M a t r a -
sovs, the Kosmodemyanskayas , the heroes of S t a 
l ingrad, and hundreds of thousands of other he
roes and f ighters, th rew themselves in to attacks 
on the enemy and fe l l in batt le. 

254 



Have you never stopped to th ink, Comrades, 
w h y such b i t ter ha t red i s expressed fo r S ta l in , 
w h y he i s at tacked, w i t h so much f renzy, w h y the 
who le g lor ious per iod of the Sov ie t people and 
its P a r t y when S ta l i n was at the head is b lacke
ned so shamefu l l y ? Don ' t you see a log ica l connec
t ion between attacks and s landers against S ta l i n 
and songs of praise fo r the leaders of imper ia l i sm, 
E i senhower . Kennedy , Johnson, and others w h o m 
N. Kh r u s h che v has ca l led «reasonable men» who 
«enjoy the absolute t rust of the i r people», who 
«are earnes t l y concerned about the preservat ion 
of peace», the death of one of w h o m as in the case 
of Kennedy , he descr ibed as «a great loss for 
mank i nd» and p roc la imed as a day of mou rn i ng 
even fo r the communis ts? On l y a char la tan, a man 
w i thou t character or shame cou ld behave as 
N. Kh ru sh chev has done towards S ta l in , to whom , 
when he was a l ive, he used to s ing the most r ap 
turous praises, w h o m he used to ca l l «great Len in ' s 
close f r i end and comrade- in-arms», « f r i end of the 
people and be loved father», «the great M a r s h a l of 
the v i c to ry over fascism», «the greatest genius and 
leader of mank ind» . 

H o w cou ld i t have been possible that you, So 
viet communis ts , the Sov ie t people, achieved such 
colossal v ic tor ies of h is tor i c s ign i f i cance w i t h your 
par ty and state headed by a man who d id no th ing 
but commi t a l l k inds o f cr imes and mistakes? C a n 
there be a n y greater absurd i ty and more c lumsy 
fa ls i f i cat ion of h i s to ry than to deny Sta l in ' s great 
mer i ts as the leader of the P a r t y and the C o m m a n -
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der- in-Ch ie f o f the Sov ie t A r m y and to praise to 
the skies the role and mer i ts of N. Kh ru shchev , 
who is presented as a great strategist, not on l y 
of the Pa t r io t i c W a r but even of the c iv i l war , as 
the p ioneer of the cosmic era, and so on and so 
for th? It is a regrettable th ing that even some 
comrades- in-arms of S ta l i n who d i rected the ma jo r 
operat ions du r i ng the war , w i t h h i m and under h is 
leadership, are now fa l s i f y ing h istory, unde r i n 
struct ions f r om Khrushchev , are now deny ing wha t 
yesterday they admi t ted w i t h the i r o w n mouths. 

Th rough his base ca lumnies and attacks against 
S ta l in , wo r t h y on l y o f a hoo l igan, N. K h r u s h 
chev insults the great Sov iet people, the i r par ty , 
the d ic ta torsh ip of the pro letar iat and the Sov iet 
social ist order, he insul ts the g lor ious Sov ie t A r m y , 
the in te rna t iona l commun is t movement and the 
workers and peoples of the wor l d , he insu l ts so
c ia l i sm and Ma r x i sm - Len i n i sm . N . Kh ru sh chev 
h imsel f used to say: «Whoever raises h is hand 
against Comrade S ta l i n has raised i t against a l l 
of us, against the w o r k i n g class, against the w o r k 
ing people. Whoever raises h is hand against C o m 
rade S ta l i n has ra ised i t against the doctr ine of 
Ma r x , Engels and Lenin». — ( f rom his speech at 
the Moscow ra l l y in J anua r y 1937). 

Th is i s prec ise ly what Kh ru sh chev h imse l f has 
done. By ra i s ing his hand against S t a l i n he raised 
i t against every th ing , against commun i sm, against 
Ma r x i sm - Len i n i sm . 

By ra is ing his hand against S ta l in , N . K h r u s h 
chev raised his hand against the Sov ie t social ist 
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system itself. He i s a f r a i d to admi t th is in pub l i c 
in spite the cal ls of h is most consistent al l ies to 
car ry the e l im ina t i on of the consequences of the 
«cult» th rough to the end. B u t the fact rema ins that 
by ca l l ing the three decades of S ta l in ' s leadersh ip 
an anomaly , a dev ia t i on f r o m the Len in i s t road, and 
by w o r k i n g in tens i ve l y to unde rm ine the social ist 
system, N. K h r u s h che v i s ac tua l l y v io l a t i ng the 
Sov iet socia l ist sys tem i tse l f and is l ead ing the 
peaceful evo lu t i on to the degenerat ion of soc ia l i sm 
in the Sov ie t Un i o n . A n d , the i r ony of i t i s that 
he cal ls this t reacherous soc ia l -democrat ic road a 
«return to Len in» , « fo l l ow ing the t rue Len in i s t 
road»! 

Th i s i s the purpose and t rue s ign i f i cance o f a l l 
o f N. Kh ru shchev ' s hue and c ry about the so-cal led 
struggle aga inst the cul t of the i nd i v i dua l and its 
consequences. 

The Kh r u sh chev g roup have ra ised the i r hand 
against the most sacred th ing , the most powe r fu l 
weapon of the Sov ie t people fo r the defence of the 
achievements of the revo lu t i on and the construc
t ion of commun i sm, — against the d i c ta torsh ip of 
the pro letar ia t and of the Commun i s t Pa r t y . They 
are t r y i ng to d i sa rm the people, to take the power 
f rom the people's hands, to cause the degenerat ion 
o f the par ty . They have t r amp led upon and rejec
ted the consistent Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t l i ne of the B o l 
shevik Pa r t y , its r evo lu t i ona ry t r ad i t i on and spir i t , 
they have imposed an oppor tun is t a n d rev is ion is t 
course on the pa r t y in a l l f ie lds of i ts l i fe and ac t i 
vity, a course w h i c h jeopardizes the h i s tor i c v i c to -
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ries o f soc ia l i sm in the Sov ie t Un i on , f o r w h i c h the 
par ty and the Sov ie t people have fought hero ica l l y , 
have made great sacr i f ices, have shed the i r b lood. 

To ca r r y the i r course th rough the Kh r u s h che v 
rev is ionist c l ique have car r ied out great and con
t inuous purges in the ranks of the cadres of the 
party , and the state, f r om both the cent ra l o rgans 
and the base, have discussed a l l those about w h o m 
they are doub t f u l and have rep laced t hem w i t h 
cadres l oya l to the i r course. W i t h i n ten years 
N. Kh r u sh chev has removed about 70% of the 
members o f the Cen t r a l Commi t tee w h o we re elec
ted at the 19th Congress of the Commun i s t P a r t y 
of the Sov iet U n i o n in 1952, and about 50% of the 
members o f the Cen t r a l Commi t tee elected in the 
20th Congress. L i kew i se , on the eve of the 22nd 
Congress, on the pretext of c i r cu la t ion of cadres, 
he replaced 45% of the members of the centra l 
committees of the part ies of the Federa ted R e p u 
blics, as we l l as 40% of the reg iona l and d is t r ic t 
pa r t y committees of the cit ies and regions. In 
1963, unde r the pretext of reorgan i z ing the par ty 
on the basis of product ion, the Kh r u sh chev c l ique 
once aga in replaced more than ha l f o f the members 
of the centra l commit tees of the Federa ted R e p u 
bl ics and the reg iona l pa r t y committees. 

The men a round Kh r u sh chev today w h o serve 
h im , const i tute a p r i v i l eged s t ra tum, degenerated 
f r om the po int o f v i ew o f ideology, w h o have be
t rayed the revo lu t i ona ry cause of the Sov ie t w o r k 
i ng class, who are f i gh t i ng against M a r x i s m - L e n i 
n i sm and soc ia l ism. The i r sole concern is to con-
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sol idate the i r economic pos i t ion and the i r po l i t i ca l 
dominat ion . Re l y i n g on th is s t r a tum the K h r u s h 
chev g roup are t u r n i ng the g lor ious Commun i s t 
P a r t y of the Sov ie t U n i o n in to a rev is ion is t pa r t y 
and the Sov ie t social ist state in to a d ic ta torsh ip of 
the Kh ru shchev i t e c l ique. 

The i r theses on the so-cal led «par ty of the 
whole people» and the state of the who l e people 
are a great f r aud . They have no th i ng in common 
w i t h M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and serve on ly to pave 
the w a y to the restorat ion of cap i ta l i sm. «The 
march f o rwa rd , that i s towards commun i sm, pas
ses t h rough the d ic ta torsh ip of the pro letar iat , and 
i t cannot be ach ieved otherwise», said L en i n . By 
proc la im ing that the d ic ta torsh ip of the p ro le 
tar iat in the Sov ie t U n i o n has been l iqu idated , the 
Kh rushchev g roup have taken a ve r y dangerous 
step back t owards cap i ta l i sm. N. Kh rushchev ' s so-
cal led «state of the who le people» is no th i ng but a 
mask to h ide the d ic ta torsh ip of h is c l ique d i rected 
against the Sov ie t w o r k i n g class and peasantry, 
against the Sov ie t people. N. Kh r u sh chev opposes 
the d ic tatorsh ip of the pro letar iat , and is f o r the 
preservat ion of state power on l y in order to use 
it as a means to a t ta in h is o w n counte r - revo lu 
t ionary object ives and to keep the Sov ie t people 
and communis ts unde r oppress ion and subject ion. 
Equa l l y dangerous is h is thesis about the «party 
of the who l e people» w h i c h w ipes out the p ro le 
tar ian class character of the Commun i s t P a r t y of 
the Sov ie t U n i o n and opens the w a y to the de
generat ion of the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t pa r t y in to a re-
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vis ionist one. A l l the organ i za t iona l and re -o rga
n i za t i ona l steps, w h i c h N . Kh r u sh chev has unde r 
taken t ime a f te r t ime serve these a ims . 

Comrades, the Sov ie t state, the f i r s t soc ia l ist s ta 
te in the w o r l d w h i c h the October Revo lu t i on esta
b l ished, the great Commun i s t P a r t y o f t he Sov ie t 
Un i on , a re faced w i t h the grave r i sk o f degene
ra t i ng in to a bourgeois state a n d in to a rev is ion is t 
bourgeois par ty . Pass i v i t y at these moments is 
inexcusab le and fa ta l . I t i s the impera t i ve , lo f ty , 
sacred and h i s tor i c du t y of a l l the members of the 
Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on , o f the So 
v iet people, to defend the d i c ta to rsh ip of the p ro 
letar iat, to defend the Commun i s t P a r t y founded 
by Len i n . 

S ince he came to power N. Kh r u sh chev has 
taken a numbe r of steps and has made a numbe r 
of re forms in the f i e ld of the economy, pa r t i cu l a r l y 
in agr icu l ture , about w h i c h he has bragged a great 
deal . B u t w h a t i s the purpose and rea l mean ing o f 
these measures a n d re fo rms? They are in oppo
s i t ion to the pr inc ip les of soc ia l i sm and c o m m u 
n i sm, they a re an at tempt to in t roduce in to the 
Sov iet social ist economy organ i za t iona l fo rms a n d 
methods o f management bo r rowed f r o m the expe 
r ience of T i to i te Jugos l av i a and the capi ta l i s t 
countr ies. The Kh ru sh chev g roup have rep laced the 
social ist p r inc ip le o f payment accord ing to the w o r k 
done, w i t h the ma te r i a l s t imu lus w h i c h they abso-
lut ise a n d fet ishise. They have unde rm ined the 
p lanned and centra l i zed management of the eco
nomy, are encourag ing the capi ta l i s t p r i nc ip l e of 
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the struggle fo r prof i ts , inc i te unres t ra ined cap i 
ta l ist compet i t ion, are des t roy ing the common p ro 
pe r t y of the who l e people, and a re b reak ing i t up, 
as they have done w i t h the mach ine and T rac to r 
Stat ions. 

In essence N. Kh rushchev ' s c ommun i sm is a 
va r i e t y of bourgeois soc ia l ism. H i s hue and c ry 
about h is concern fo r the we l f a re of the people, 
fo r better l i v i n g condi t ions for eve ry one, a re 
hypoc r i t i ca l and demagog ica l f r o m f i rs t to last. 
Wha t the Kh r u s h che v g roup hanke r after i s an 
easier l i fe, more comfor t and prosper i ty for the 
pr i v i l eged and degenerate s t ra tum w h o secure fat 
incomes in the f o r m of h i gh salaries, bonuses and 
honora r i a , and by means of abuses, br ibes, s tea l ing, 
and so on . N. K h r u s h che v has reduced the lo f ty 
idea l of c ommun i sm to «a good plate of goulash». 
The Un i t e d States of Ame r i c a , the exper ience of 
the indust r ia l i s t s and recommendat ions of b i g 
ranch ho lders and fa rmers , o f the Eatons, Hearsts , 
& Co. serve as a pa t te rn fo r h is c ommun i sm . He 
has gone so f a r as to ho l d ou t h i s h and to the ame -
r ican imper ia l i s t s in order to bu i l d « commun i sm 
in the Sov ie t U n i o n w i t h the i r do l lars and credits». 
The Kh ru shchev i t e rev is ion ists have f l ung the 
doors open to the penet ra t ion of bourgeois ideo lo
gy, the bourgeois w a y of l i fe, bourgeois decadence 
in art, l i t e ra tu re and cu l ture, to the en l i venment 
of a l l k i nds of ant i -Sov ie t , ant i -soc ia l is t tendencies, 
to the spread ing of decadent Wes te rn trends. They 
l oud ly propagate bourgeois i nd i v i dua l i sm and se l 
f ishness, bourgeois h u m a n i s m and pac i f i sm. 
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Don ' t a l l these th ings speak c lear ly as to 
where N . Kh ru sh chev i s lead ing the Sov ie t U n i o n ? 
These are not at a l l steps ahead towards c o m m u 
n i sm — they a l l lead backwards to cap i ta l i sm. U n d e r 
these c i rcumstances the quest ion arises before 
the revo lu t i ona ry soviet communists , before the 
Sov iet people: w i l l they a l l ow the Kh r u s h che v 
g roup to real ize the i r c r im ina l , counte r - revo lu t io 
na r y w o r k i n peace, o r w i l l they rise up i n defence 
of the v ictor ies of soc ia l i sm and commun i sm in the 
Sov ie t U n i o n and ca l l a ha l t to the an t i -Sov ie t , 
ant i -socia l ist l i ne of N. Kh ru shchev . 

Dea r Comrades, 

As l ong as you r pa r t y he ld aloft, unsu l l i ed , the 
banner o f M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and p ro le ta r i an i n 
te rnat iona l i sm and pursued a consistent r e v o l u 
t i ona ry l ine in home and fore ign af fa i rs , the S o 
v iet U n i o n was, f o r who l e decades, the bast ion o f 
revo lu t ion and soc ia l i sm, the greatest defender and 
suppor ter of the f reedom and independence of t h e 
peoples, the greatest f igh te r fo r the emanc ipa t ion 
of the w o r k i n g class and the cause of peace in the 
wo r l d . The revo lu t i onary communis t s and people 
o f the w o r l d looked upon the great Sov ie t U n i o n 
w i t h deep respect and sympathy , took as the i r 
e xamp le and we re insp i red by its s tand for r e vo 
l u t i ona ry pr inc ip le . The estab l i shment of the so
cia l ist camp, the g r ow th o f the commun is t a n d 
worke r s ' movement , the great impetus o f the l i 
berat ion wa r s of peoples, are c losely bound up 
w i t h the in ternat iona l i s t ro le and cont r ibut ion o f 

262 



t h e f i rst coun t ry o f soc ia l ism, the Sov ie t Un i on . A t 
th is t ime there was f u l l un i t y o f v iews and act ion 
in the social ist camp, in the commun is t movement , 
and in a l l the i n te rna t i ona l democrat ic o rgan i za 
t ions of the wo r l d . A l l the revo lu t i ona ry forces of 
the wo r l d , w i t h the Sov ie t U n i o n a t the head, 
acted un i ted as a s ingle body against the forces 
of impe r i a l i sm and of react ion. 

B u t N . Kh r u sh chev unde rm ined the prest ige, 
author i ty , and ro le o f the Sov ie t U n i o n in the 
wo r l d w i t h h is po l i t i ca l course. In the name of the 
Sov ie t U n i o n he spl i ts the social ist camp and the 
in te rna t iona l commun is t movement , he sabotages 
and strangles the revo lu t i on and the l i be ra t ion 
s t rugg le of peoples, deceives and in t im idates the 
peoples, defends cap i ta l i sm and impe r i a l i sm and 
paints t hem in beau t i f u l colors. 

See, Comrades, wha t a great t ragedy the 
Kh ru sh chev g roup are p l ay i ng w i t h you r coun t ry 
wh i ch has such b r i l l i an t r evo lu t i ona ry t rad i t ions, 
such great h i s to r i ca l mer i t s ! They are constant ly 
l i n k i ng and un i t i ng the Sov ie t U n i o n w i t h its most 
r aven ing enemies, w i t h those against w h o m the 
communis ts and peoples of the Sov iet U n i o n have 
waged a resolute and hero ic wa r . 

The Kh r u s h che v g roup have made al l ies and 
f r iends o f those who w o u l d l i k e to bu r y the S o 
viet Un i on . They have made an a l l y and f r i end 
of A m e r i c a n impe r i a l i sm w h i c h is the head of 
w o r l d impe r i a l i sm , the centre of react ion, and the 
ma i n source o f w a r and aggression, the i n t e rna 
t iona l exp lo i te r and gendarme enemy No. 1 of the 
peoples of the who l e wo r l d . 
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They have made a f r i end and brother of the 
T i to c l ique, who have long since bet rayed M a r 
x i sm-Len i n i sm , who ca r r y on ac t i v i t y to unde r 
m ine the forces of soc ia l ism, f reedom, and peace 
in the wo r l d , w h o serve the imper ia l i s t s most 
zealously, w h o are ma in ta ined on amer i can do l 
lars, and w h o m the in te rna t iona l commun is t mo
vement has unan imous l y denounced. 

They have made f r iends and al l ies o f the 
renegades of the w o r k i n g class, servants of the 
bourgeois ie and most rab id ant i -communis ts , the 
react ionary r ight w i n g leaders o f soc ia l democracy 
l i k e G u y Mo l le t , Spaak, W i l son , and others. 

They have made f r iends and al l ies o f the reac
t i ona ry Ind i an bourgeois ie w h o m N . Kh r u sh chev 
i s equ ipp ing w i t h a rmaments and w h o m he i s i n 
c i t ing to oppress the Ind ian people and l aunch ag
gression on such a f r a te rna l social ist count ry as the 
People's Repub l i c of Ch i na . 

They have made f r iends and al l ies of the 
Va t i c an in Rome, this o l d center o f react ion and 
obscurant i sm, w i t h a l l the counter - revo lu t ionar ies 
o f the wo r l d , i n c l ud ing the B o n n revanchists w i t h 
w h o m N. Kh ru sh chev i s t r y i ng to come to terms. 

N. Kh ru sh chev has tu rned the sharp edge of 
h is attacks against the t rue and l oya l f r iends of the 
Sov ie t Un i on . He has l aunched feroc ious at tacks 
against the People 's Repub l i c of Ch ina , aga inst 
the Commun i s t P a r t y and the great Ch inese 
people, he is sow ing d iscord between two great 
peoples, between the two most powe r f u l social ist 
countr ies. It is not the Sov i e t -Amer i c an a l l i ance 
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for w h i c h N . Kh r u sh chev i s w o r k i n g ha rd and 
d ream ing day and n ight , but the f r a te rna l Sov ie t -
Ch inese co l laborat ion a n d f r iendsh ip , w h i c h the So 
v iet people, the socia l ist camp, the revo lu t i ona ry 
and l i be ra t ion movement i n the w o r l d stand i n 
need of. B u t instead of th is co l laborat ion and of 
this f r i endsh ip , N . K h r u s h che v i s con t i nua l l y i n 
tens i fy ing h is unp r i nc i p l ed f igh t against the Peo 
ple's Repub l i c o f C h i n a and i ts Commun i s t Pa r t y . 
Comrades, is this not a great be t raya l of the v i t a l 
interests of the Sov ie t U n i o n ? 

Y o u k n o w the f ierce attacks, monst rous s l an 
ders and accusat ions, the host i le acts wh i c h the 
Kh ru shchev g roup have launched against the 
Pa r t y o f L abo r o f A l b an i a , against the Peo 
ple's Repub l i c o f A l b an i a , against the A l b a n i a n 
people and the i r leaders. Wha t c r ime is there that 
he has not accused ou r pa r t y a n d ou r people of. 
In h is campa ign against our p a r t y and ou r people 
he resorted to threats and pressures, b r u t a l i n te r 
ference in ou r i n te rna l af fa i rs , estab l i shed the eco
nomic b lockade and b roke of f d i p l omat i c re lat ions. 
F r o m the r o s t r um of the 22nd Congress he open ly 
cal led upon the communis t s and people of A l b a 
n i a to l aunch a counter - revo lu t ion , to ove r th row 
the leadersh ip of the pa r t y and the state, e xho r t a 
tions w h i c h are con t inua l l y repeated by the So 
viet p ropaganda organs, and espec ia l ly by Rad i o 
Moscow i n i ts broadcasts t o A l b a n i a . B u t w h y a l l 
this resentment, a l l th is host i l i ty , towards a so
cial ist country , towards a M a r x i s t pa r t y and a 
f ra terna l people, ha t red and enm i t y w h i c h even 
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the most r ab i d imper ia l i s t enemies have not e x 
pressed towards our count ry? Wha t was the c r i m e 
th is pa r t y and these people commi t ted? The i r so le 
«cr ime» was the i r re fusa l to submi t to N. K h r u s h 
chev's l i ne of bet raya l , that came out in defence 
of Ma r x i sm - Len i n i sm , and unmasked and opposed 
the d i s rupt i ve a ims of the revis ionists. 

The Kh ru sh chev group are wag i ng a b i t t e r 
st ruggle against other social ist countr ies w h i c h do 
not submi t to the i r dictate, as we l l as against a l l 
the commun is t par t ies w h i c h oppose rev i s i on i sm 
and upho ld Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm . They a re us ing 
against t h em a l l the weapons and methods w h i c h 
the class enemy uses. They in ter fere b ru ta l l y in 
the i r i n te rna l af fa i rs , v io la te the i r sovere ignty a n d 
independence, use pressures and b l a c kma i l to force 
t hem to the i r knees, sow dissension and organize 
plots, as they d id recent ly against the C o m m u n i s t 
P a r t y of Japan , use the jo in t organizat ions of t he 
Counc i l o f M u t u a l Economic A i d and the W a r s a w 
T rea ty in order to put the social ist countr ies unde r 
the dom ina t i on o f the i r group, to exp lo i t t hem f o r 
the i r o w n sel f ish and chauv in i s t i c purposes. 

W i t h the who le o f h is po l i cy and a c t i v i t y 
N. Kh ru shchev has rendered and is render ing great 
services to imper i a l i sm and w o r l d react ion, and 
has caused and is caus ing heavy damage to the 
cause of soc ia l ism, the f reedom of the peoples and 
peace in the wo r l d . 

Mode r n rev is ion ism, wh i c h spread ve ry r ap i d l y 
fo l l ow ing the 20th Congress of the C o m m u n i s t 
P a r t y of the Sov iet Un i on , paved the w a y to t he 
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b loody counter - revo lu t ion in Hunga ry , to the coun 
te r - revo lu t i ona ry events i n Po l and , jeopard i zed 
the ve ry ex istence o f ce r ta in commun is t and wo r 
ke rs ' part ies as in the Un i t e d States of Ame r i c a , 
i n Denmark , and e lsewhere. F o l l ow i n g the K h r u s h 
chev po l i cy the Commun i s t P a r t y o f Ind ia w i t h 
Dange at i ts head t r ans fo rmed itself in to a too l 
of the reac t ionary b ig bourgeois ie, in to a na t i ona l 
chauv in i s t pa r t y that has bet rayed the ideals of the 
Ind i an w o r k i n g class and people. In A l g e r i a the 
rev is ion is ts d iver ted the pa r t y f r o m the a rmed re 
s istance together w i t h the people, iso lated i t f r o m 
the masses, p laced i t in a ta i l i s t pos i t ion and 
made i t lose its place in the po l i t i ca l l i f e o f A l 
ger ia . C o m m u n i s t P a r t y of I rak suf fered a rea l 
t ragedy, when , hav i ng succumbed to pressures 
f r o m the Kh r u sh chev group, i t lost i ts v ig i lance, 
and as a consequence, rece ived a heavy b l ow f r o m 
the react ionar ies and the cause of the revo lu t i on 
in I rak suf fered a b ig defeat. 

Rev i s i on i sm i s evad ing many commun i s t and 
wo r ke r s ' part ies, pa r t i cu l a r l y i n Europe, wh i c h i s 
p regnant w i t h rev i s ion i sm. They are be ing t rans 
fo rmed f r o m part ies o f soc ia l r evo lu t i on in to pa r 
ties o f soc ia l r e fo rm, they are approach ing and 
ama lgama t i ng w i t h the soc ia l -democrats, are de
pa r t i ng f r o m the revo lu t i ona ry t rad i t ions a n d the 
revo lu t i ona ry sp i r i t , they are nu r t u r i n g themse l 
ves w i t h i l lus ions about the peacefu l pa r l i amen 
ta ry road, w h i c h the rev is ion ists have ra ised to a 
p r i nc ip l e of w o r l d strategy. 

F o r the sake of h is approach at any pr ice and 
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a l l - round co l laborat ion w i t h the A m e r i c a n imp e 
r ia l i s ts w h o a re the rea l bene f i c i a r i e s f r o m the 
who l e at h is po l i cy of so-cal led «peacefu l co-ex is -
tence», N. Kh r u sh chev has commi t ted grave c r imes 
against the peoples' f reedom and independence, 
against peace, against the Sov iet U n i o n itself, against 
i t s secur i ty . F o r the sake o f this approach a n d 
reconc i l ia t ion, f o l l ow ing h is adventureous act ions, 
Kh ru shchev cap i tu la ted shamefu l l y to A m e r i c a n 
impe r i a l i sm du r i ng the Ca r i bbean cris is, when he 
d i d not hesitate to sacr i f ice Cuba . He b rought 
great shame to the Sov ie t Un i on , to its a rmed f o r 
ces , w h e n he a l l owed the A m e r i c a n imper ia l i s t s 
to search Sov ie t sh ips on the open seas in a most 
hum i l i a t i ng way , wh i l e Cuba , a t i n y social ist c oun 
try, on ly 90 mi les f r o m the U S A , hono rab l y uphe ld 
its d ign i ty , d i d not a l l ow an y imper ia l i s t searches 
in its te r r i to ry , even of Sov ie t ships in Cuban te r 
r i t o r i a l waters. N . Kh ru sh chev sacr i f i ced the n a 
t iona l interests of the Congolese people w h e n he 
voted in favor o f the in te rven t ion o f U N O troops 
under the d i rect ion of the A m e r i c a n imper ia l i s t s . 
Th i s compromise brought t rag ic consequences to 
the cause of f reedom and independence of the C o n 
golese people, as everybody now knows . The M o s 
cow T rea t y on the pa r t i a l p rob ib i t i on o f nuc lea r 
weapons test ing w h i c h is in fact d i rected against 
the interest of the Sov ie t U n i o n i tsel f and the so
cia l ist camp, gives Ame r i c a n imper ia l i s t s the poss i 
b i l i t y o f cont inu ing the i r unde rg round tests u n i 
latera l ly , and of increas ing the i r a tomic po ten t i a l , 
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of con t inu ing the i r nuc lea r b l a c kma i l to threaten 
and i n t im ida te peoples. 

N . K h r u s h c h e v has made m a n y deals w i t h the 
imper ia l i s t s of the peoples ' expense. In spite of the 
great noise made year a f te r yea r about the s i gn ing 
o f the peace t rea ty w i t h G e r m a n y a n d the sett le
ment o f the West B e r l i n p rob lem, N . K h r u s h che v 
has n o w v i r t u a l l y abandoned th is matter , and on 
the eve of h i s v i s i t to West Ge rmany , he i s p r e 
pa r ing t o make fu r the r compromises w i t h the B o n n 
revanch is ts to the de t r iment of the v i t a l interests 
o f the G e r m a n Democra t i c Repub l i c . W h i l e a l l 
the peoples th roughout the w o r l d rose in anger and 
reso lute ly denounced the n ew aggress ive acts of 
the Un i t e d States o f A m e r i c a aga inst the Demo 
crat ic Repub l i c o f V i e t n am , N . K h r u s h c h e v to 
avo id los ing f a vo r w i t h the Amer i cans , ra i sed on l y 
a feeble voice, w i t h d i f f i c u l t y managed to say a 
couple o f wo rds in an under tone to express h is 
regrets over the T o n k i n G u l f inc idents, a t a t ime 
when a f r a t e rna l socia l ist coun t r y was faced and 
i s s t i l l faced w i t h g rave danger. 

No t o n l y has Kh r u s h che v g i ven up f i gh t ing the 
imper ia l i s t s h imsel f , bu t he is do ing h i s best to 
stop o ther peoples ca r r y i ng out the revo lu t i on and 
f r om f i gh t ing the imper ia l i s t s , t r y i n g to res t ra in 
and s t rang le the w o r l d l i be ra t i on movement . He 
spreads a l l sorts o f pac i f i s t i l l us ions about impe 
r ia l ism and i ts leaders, advises peoples to be do
cile, not to i r r i t a te the imper ia l i s t s bu t to subm i t to 
them, because, accord ing to h im , «wo r l d con f l ag ra 
t ion cou ld be k i nd l ed f r o m any l i t t l e spark» . He 
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threatens and in t imidates them w i t h the ho r ro r s 
of a tomic war , he preaches peace unde r any con 
d i t ions and at any p r i ce ! He has gone so fa r as to 
suggest the sett ing up of an in te rna t i ona l po l ice 
force w i t h i n the f r amework of the Un i t e d Na t ions 
Organ iza t ion , to become an in te rna t i ona l gendar 
me, together w i t h the Ame r i c a n imper ia l i s ts , i n 
order to suppress any l i be ra t ion and revo lu t i ona ry 
movement of peoples in the wo r l d . 

I t i s not by chance that the Ame r i c a n impe 
r ia l ists, the r i gh t -w i ng leaders of soc ia l -democracy, 
and react ionar ies of a l l hues, l av i sh praises on the 
person of N. Kh rushchev , on his pol icy, on h is a t 
t i tude. They descr ibe h i m as «a great real is t po l i 
t i c ian w i t h w h o m one can read i l y come to terms», 
«the most su i table m a n for the West in Moscow», 
«The Sov iet P r em i e r who acts l i ke an A m e r i c a n 
pol i t ic ian», «the m a n who is pu t t i ng the commun i s t 
w o r l d on the road to great t rans fo rmat ions and 
evolut ion», and so on and so fo r th . They have 
rested great hopes on Kh ru sh chev and his group, 
and that i s w h y they come to meet h i m ha l f w a y 
a n d g ive h i m a l l k i nds o f a id and suppor t to lu re 
h i m fu r the r down the road o f be t raya l on w h i c h 
he has long s ince embarked . They speak open ly 
about «not a l l ow ing th is great occasion s l ip t h rough 
the i r f ingers» and that «the U S A should, to a cer
t a i n extent, make Kh rushchev ' s task l ighter», and 
so on and so fo r th . 

H i s t o r y has not recorded any other case of th i s 
k i n d , in w h i c h the leaders o f imper i a l i sm, the class 
enemies, have lav i shed so much praise, so much 
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enthus iasm, on a leader of a n y commun i s t pa r ty 
as on N. Kh ru shchev , have expressed so open ly 
the i r approva l , joy, and hopes, regard ing his po 
l i t i ca l po l icy . Th i s fact a lone makes c lear who be
nef i t s f r o m N . Kh ru shchev ' s act ions, w h o m his 
v iews and deeds serve. 

Dea r Comrades , 
In face of the great danger of Kh ru sh chev i t e 

r ev i s i on i sm that i s menac ing the socia l ist camp, 
the i n t e rna t i ona l commun i s t movement , and the 
Sov ie t U n i o n itself, today the commun i s t part ies 
that have adopted sound Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t posi t ions, 
a l l the r evo lu t i ona ry communis t s the w o r l d over, 
have r i sen i n resolute a n d p r i nc ip l ed struggle. 

A s t ruggle of h i s tor i c impor tance in defence 
o f M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m against mode rn rev i s i on i sm 
i s be ing waged by the g lor ious Ch inese C o m m u 
nist Pa r t y . N e w Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t par t ies have 
sp rung up i n m a n y countr ies o f the w o r l d l i k e 
Au s t r a l i a and Be l g i um , B r a z i l a n d Cey lon , wh i l e 
Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t r evo lu t i ona ry groups have been 
set up in m a n y o the r countr ies such as I ta ly a n d 
France, A u s t r i a and Eng l and , Ind i a and elsewhere. 

A n d i t cou ld not happen otherwise. The c o m 
mun is t s w h o have ded icated the i r l ives to the cause 
of the revo lu t i on and of soc ia l i sm cou ld not have 
fa i l ed a n d cannot f a i l to r ise up against th is 
great be t raya l o f the w o r k i n g class on the par t 
o f the mode rn rev is ion ists . We are f u l l y conv inced 
that th is st ruggle w i l l take ever greater propor t ions 
and that th is i s prec ise ly wha t w i l l b r i ng about the 
f i na l defeat of rev i s ion i sm. 
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In this great h i s tor i c batt le between M a r x i s m 
and rev is ion ism, on whose outcome the present and 
fu tu re of soc ia l i sm depends, a great respons ib i l i t y 
and role devolves upon you, comrades, members 
of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov ie t Un i on . I t 
i s prec ise ly in the leadersh ip of you r pa r t y that 
the great e v i l has taken root, i t is the center of 
mode rn rev i s ion i sm today. The great danger w h i c h 
rev i s ion i sm const itutes for the ent i re i n te rna t i ona l 
commun is t movement today l ies in the fact that i t 
has mani fes ted itself in the oldest and most au tho 
r i t a t i ve pa r t y in the wo r l d , i n the Bo l shev i k Pa r t y , 
in the P a r t y o f L e n i n and S ta l i n , that i t has in fec 
ted the f i rst and most powe r f u l social ist country , 
the Sov ie t Un i on . 

T a k i n g advantage of the au tho r i t y o f the C o m 
mun is t P a r t y of the Sov ie t Un i on , o f the Sov ie t 
state, and u t i l i z i ng the state power w i t h a l l the 
colossal means at its disposal , the Kh r u sh chev 
group are t r y i ng to deceive the Sov ie t Commun i s t s 
to force the i r course of ac t ion on them, to confuse 
the leaders of m a n y part ies, and to p lunge t hem 
into the m i re of oppor tun i sm. 

In th is grave s i tuat ion created by N . K h r u s h 
chev's be t raya l the t ime has come for you Sov ie t 
communis ts to pe r f o rm you r l o f ty revo lu t i ona ry 
du ty towards you r g lor ious par ty , people and 
country, towards the pro le tar ia t and peoples of the 
who le wo r l d , not to a l l ow the treacherous K h r u s h 
chevite c l ique to jeopard ize the fu tu re of soc ia l i sm 
and commun i sm. The Sov ie t r evo lu t i ona ry c om
munis ts have never sat back on the s t rength of 
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the i r t rad i t ions and mer i t s of the past. Today more 
than ever before these t rad i t ions shou ld be reas
serted in the same revo lu t i ona ry sp i r i t , w i t h the 
same de te rm ina t ion and devot ion to pr inc ip le , to 
defend the g lor ious name of the Commun i s t P a r t y 
of the Sov ie t Un i on , to ra ise h i gh its revo lu t i ona ry 
banner , f l ung to the g round by N . Kh rushchev . The 
v i t a l interests o f the Sov ie t Un i o n , the social ist 
camp, the revo lu t i ona ry and l i be ra t ion movement 
o f the w o r l d demand th is . 

Y o u l i v e a n d w o r k i n the count ry whe r e the 
leaders o f mode rn rev i s i on i sm ho l d sway. There 
fore you r f igh t in defence of M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m is 
of dec is ive impor tance . No doubt th is f igh t i s f a r 
f r o m easy. I t demands great efforts, courage and 
de te rmina t ion , even sacr i f ice. B u t the Sov ie t com
munis ts du r i ng the i r g lor ious h i s to ry have g iven 
proofs of the i r he ro i sm and se l f -sacr i f ice fo r the 
great cause of the w o r k i n g class. They have never 
been in t im ida ted , they have neve r retreated before 
any enemy, ca r r y i ng out the i r du t y g lo r ious ly even 
in most d i f f i cu l t moments . 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a addresses this 
open let ter to you , members of the Commun i s t 
P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un ion , because we are hear t 
and sou ld w i t h you , because we cons ider you to 
day, as we have a lways done, ou r comrades - in 
arms, because we love you r party , the Sov ie t people, 
the Sov ie t Un i on . We have never confused the C o m 
mun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on , and the Sov ie t 
U n i o n itself, w i t h the Kh r u s h che v group. The at 
tempts of this g roup to smash the Sov i e t -A l ban i an 

273 



f r iendsh ip , to sow dissension and enm i t y between 
our peoples, w i l l f a i l . The sent iments o f f r i endsh i p 
and bro therhood o f our pa r t y and our people t o 
wards you r pa r t y and people have never been, n o r 
w i l l ever be que l led. The A l b a n i a n commun is t s a n d 
people a re l i f e long f r iends o f the Sov ie t U n i o n r e 
gardless of the fact that a g roup of renegades 
stands today at the head of the Sov ie t Un i on , the 
P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l ban i a , the People 's Repub l i c 
o f A l ban i a , and the A l b a n i a n people, w i l l a lway s 
defend the Sov ie t Un i on , the f i r s t socia l ist state, 
created by the great L en i n despite a l l the fo re ign 
and i n te rna l enemies. We have never forgot ten, n o r 
w i l l we ever forget, wha t the Sov ie t U n i o n means 
to us, we w i l l never forget its in ternat iona l i s t a i d 
for the l i be ra t ion of ou r count ry and the bu i l d i ng of 
soc ia l ism. 

The att i tude o f the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a 
has been and remains c lear cut: an uncomprom i s i ng 
struggle of p r inc ip le fo r the des t ruc t ion of t he 
Kh ru shchev rev is ion is t g roup ; f r iendsh ip , l o ya l t y 
and f u l l in ternat iona l i s t so l idar i ty and b ro the rhood 
w i t h the peoples of the Sov ie t Un i o n . 

O u r P a r t y abides s t r i c t l y by the statement m a 
de by Comrade En ve r H o x h a after the 22nd C o n 
gress, in a speech commemora t i ng the 20th a n n i 
versary of the found ing of the P a r t y of 
Labo r of A l b a n i a and the 44th ann ive rsay of 
the October Revo lu t ion , in Novembe r 1961, 
when he sa id : «Our P a r t y and ou r peop le w i l l 
keep intact in the i r hearts pu r e sent iments o f 
f r iendsh ip towards the f ra te rna l peoples of t he 
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Sov ie t Un i on , regardless of the attacks, s landers, 
a n d host i le acts to w h i c h they have been subjected. 
O u r P a r t y has taught us to love the Sov ie t Un i on , 
the great Fa the r l and o f L e n i n and S ta l i n both in 
good t imes a n d in d i f f i cu l t ones. The g lor ious So 
v ie t U n i o n and the Sov ie t peoples, the great P a r t y 
o f the Bo l shev i k s have been, are, and w i l l r ema in 
fo r us our dearest f r iends, our l iberators f r o m the 
fascist yoke, our f a i t h f u l and resolute al l ies in the 
great st ruggle fo r the const ruct ion of soc ia l i sm in 
our country . We have been and r ema in bound for 
l i f e w i t h the Sov ie t Un i on , w i t h the Sov ie t peoples, 
w i t h the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un ion» . 

Gu i d ed by these pr inc ip les, these feel ings and 
th is sp i r i t , the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a turns to 
y ou f u l l y conf ident that the Sov ie t communis t s 
w i l l k n o w a t these h i s to r i ca l moments h o w to 
f u l f i l l the i r r evo lu t i ona ry in ternat iona l i s t miss ion 
w i t h d ign i ty , w i l l face every s to rm as wo r t h y sons 
of the i r g lor ious par ty , o f its hero ic road and 
h is tory. 

H o w m a n y plots and host i le acts have been 
concocted by the class enemy, the enemies of the 
Sov ie t P a r t y and people, against the Sov ie t U n i o n 
since the t ime of the October Revo l u t i on ! B u t the 
enemy has a lways been crushed. The cause of so
c ia l i sm, the Sov ie t powe r has been defended w i t h 
honor . Y o u , sons of the Bo l shev i k Pa r t y , under the 
leadersh ip of L e n i n and S ta l i n , have smashed the 
i n te rven t i on o f the imper ia l i s t forces, w h i c h l i ke 
r aven ing beasts t r i ed to strangle the revo lu t ion , 
a n d you t r i umphed i n the b loody c i v i l w a r against 
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the rab id class enemies. Suppo r t i ng you heart a n d 
sou l w i t h m i l i t an t act ions du r i ng those days we re 
the communists , the pro letar ians, a l l the r e vo l u 
t ionar ies and oppressed peoples o f the w o r l d . Y o u , 
sons of the Bo l shev i k Par ty , fought w i t h unpara l l e 
led hero i sm unde r the leadersh ip of the great suc
cessor t o the w o r k o f L e n i n J . V . S ta l i n , du r i ng 
the Pa t r i o t i c War , b rave l y vanqu i shed G e r m a n 
fasc ism on the f ie ld of batt le, and become the sa 
v iours of the peoples of Europe. In th is war , aga in 
you had al l ies i n the commun is t a n d wo r ke r s ' 
part ies throughout the wo r l d , the pro le tar ia t and 
a l l the peoples, the who l e of progress ive mank i n d . 

Today great danger i s aga in th rea ten ing the 
Sov iet U n i o n and you r par ty . They are be ing me
naced f r o m w i t h i n and f r om abroad by the p lo t 
that the imper ia l i s ts , together w i t h the mode rn re 
vis ionists, are ha tch ing up. Th i s p lot w h i c h is be ing 
effected unde r peacefu l condit ions, is, in fact, much 
more dangerous fo r the fate o f soc ia l i sm in the 
Sov iet Un i on , f o r a l l the i n te rna t i ona l commun i s t 
and worke r s ' movement , f o r the fate of the revo 
lu t ion in genera l ! A t the head o f th is p lot are the 
leaders o f A m e r i c a n impe r i a l i sm and w o r l d reac
t ion and the Kh ru sh chev c l ique. The cause of so
c ia l i sm and the October Revo lu t i on , to w h i c h you 
have dedicated you r l ives, cal ls on you once more 
to defeat the great counte r - revo lu t ionary plot 
wh i ch i s threaten ing you w i t h the same he 
ro i sm and revo lu t i ona ry sp i r i t that have charac
ter ized you r who l e l i fe as m i l i t an t Len in is ts . 
A n d today, as yesterday, in th is just f ight in de-
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fense o f M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and the Sov ie t U n i o n 
you are not alone. S t and ing by you a re the M a r 
x i s t -Len in i s t s , the commun is t a n d wo r ke r s ' part ies, 
a l l the r evo lu t i ona ry communis ts , a l l the p ro le 
tar ia t and peoples of the wo r l d , who compr ise a 
much greater force than the a l l ies y ou used to h a 
ve in you r batt les against the class enemy, the 
enemies of the Sov ie t U n i o n in the days gone by . 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b an i a , w h i c h i s not 
accostumed to wh i spe r i ng beh i nd the door, but 
speaks open l y and f r ank l y , declares reso lute ly 
w i t h a c lear conscience that is w i t h you . It 
i s w i t h y ou because the Sov ie t Un i on , the of f 
sp r ing o f the G r ea t October Revo lu t i on , against 
w h o m the imper ia l i s t s and mode rn rev is ion ists 
have spearheaded the i r attack, is dear not on ly to 
you , but to us as we l l . I t is dear to a l l the r evo l u 
t ionar ies and pro le tar ians of the wo r l d , to a l l men 
of to i l and progress. There fore we consider the 
st ruggle that must be waged against the rev is ion is t 
and imper ia l i s t plot, in defence o f M a r x i s m - L e n i 
n i sm, in defence of the Sov ie t Un i on , the f i rs t so
c ia l is t coun t r y in the wo r l d , as a lo f ty in te rna t iona
l ist duty . A n d the Sov ie t U n i o n cannot be defended 
by s ay i ng : «We are w i t h the Sov ie t U n i o n r ight o r 
wrong». O n l y t ra i tors t h i nk that way . The Sov ie t 
U n i o n cannot be defended in that manner . Tha t 
w o u l d on l y defend the be t raya l . We do not wan t 
the Sov ie t U n i o n domina ted by the rev is ion is t t r a i 
tors. We do not wan t to see the rev is ionists w re ck 
the ach ievements of the October Revo lu t i on and 
push the count ry towards a l l iance w i t h the impe r i a -
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l ists fo r the restorat ion of cap i ta l i sm over the so i l 
wa te red w i t h the b lood of the best sons of the 
party , of the w o r k i n g class, of the Sov ie t people. 
We wan t to see the Sov ie t Un i on , yesterday, today, 
tomorrow, and a lways, a powe r f u l bast ion of the 
cause of soc ia l ism and commun i sm, of the R e vo l u 
t ion and the f reedom of people's, of peace in the 
wo r l d . 

We, A l b a n i a n communists , a l l the wo r ke r s and 
patr iots of social ist A l ban i a , regardless of ou r be ing 
f ew in numbers and the object of cont inuous 
ruth less attacks f r o m the imper ia l i s t s and r e v i -
v is ionists, are f i gh t ing and w i l l be f i gh t i ng reso
lute ly, uny i e l d i ng l y to the end in defence of ou r 
great common cause, Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , in de
fence of the Sov iet Un i o n . In th is f igh t we accept 
our f u l l respons ib i l i t ies and we th i nk that i t i s 
t ime that a l l t rue communis ts and revo lut ionar ies , 
fo r a l l those to w h o m the cause of M a r x i s m - L e n i 
n i sm, social ism, and the revo lu t ion are dear, to as
sume the i r f u l l respons ib i l i t ies in th is s i tuat ion 
courageously. 

Once aga in we express our f u l l conf idence and 
unshaken bel ief that our comrades, the communis t s 
o f the g lor ious pa r t y o f L e n i n and S ta l i n , w h o have 
been an examp le of great i nsp i ra t i on fo r a l l the 
communis t s and peoples of the wo r l d , today too, 
w i t h a lo f ty revo lu t i onary cousciousness, w i l l k n o w 
how to ca r ry out the ve r y responsib le dut ies w i t h 
wh i c h h i s to ry charges them. 

In defence of Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , in defence of 
soc ia l i sm and commun i sm, in defence o f the So -
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v iet Un i on , and under the great banner o f M a r x , 
Engels, L en i n , and S ta l i n , the Sov ie t communis t s 
w i l l un i te the i r efforts, the i r p owe r f u l s t ruggle w i t h 
those of a l l the communis t s and pro le tar ians of a l l 
countr ies , f o r the complete exposure and defeat 
o f mode rn rev i s i on i sm a n d imper i a l i sm. 

T H E C E N T R A L C O M M I T T E E 
O F T H E P A R T Y O F L A B O R O F 

A L B A N I A 

Tirana, October 6, 1964. 
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THE MODERN REVISIONISTS ON 
THE WAY TO DEGENERATING INTO 

SOCIAL-DEMOCRATS AND TO 
FUSING WITH SOCIAL-DEMOCRACY 

R e p r o d u c e d f r o m the « Z e r i i P o p u l l i t » 

da t ed A p r i l 7, 1964 





E v e r y day that passes by br ings new facts to 
l ight tes t i f y ing that the mode rn revis ionists, 
N . Kh ru shchev ' s g roup and the i r fo l lowers , have 
complete ly dev ia ted a n d have tu rned into enemies 
o f M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and o f p ro le ta r ian in te rna t i o 
na l i sm, of soc ia l i sm and of the revo lu t i ona ry and 
l i be ra t ion movement of the w o r k i n g class and the 
peoples unde r bondage, enemies of the un i t y 
o f the social ist camp and the in te rna t i ona l 
commun is t movement . They have jo ined in a 
«ho ly a l l iance» w i t h the A m e r i c a n imper ia l i s t s and 
the react ionar ies o f d i f fe rent countr ies, w i t h a l l 
the an t i - commun i s t forces against peoples and so
c ia l i sm. They have tu rned the b lade o f a l l the i r 
daggers against Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , against a l l f r a 
t e rna l part ies and revo lu t i ona ry communis t s l o ya l 
to it, against the ant i - imper ia l i s t , l i be ra t i on and 
revo lu t i ona ry movement o f peoples. A l l the i r u t 
terances about « loya l ty» to Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , to 
the cause of soc ia l ism, to the revo lu t i on and p r o 
l e ta r i an i n te rna t i ona l i sm are sheer b lu f f and de
magogy f r o m head to foot. 

In o rde r to ca r r y t h r ough the i r an t i -Ma rx i s t , 
ant i -soc ia l i s t and counte r - revo lu t ionary l ine, they 
s tand in need o f al l ies. A n d whe re cou ld they f i nd 
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better al l ies than among the rev is ion is t e lements 
in the var ious part ies and among the T i to i te c l ique 
in Jugos lav ia? Therefore, N . Kh r u sh chev and h is 
group succeeded, th rough 'putsch-es' and plots, de
ce iv ing some and compromis ing others, unde r the 
guise of f i gh t i ng «the cul t of the i nd i v i dua l» in 
b r i ng ing to power and p lac ing at the head of cer 
ta in commun is t and worke r s ' part ies rev is ion is t 
e lements of the i r choice wh i le , on the other hand, 
they rehab i l i ta ted T i to 's renegate c l ique and 
jo ined up w i t h t hem complete ly . Thus , the un i ted 
revis ionist f ront came into be ing. Th i s was the f i r s t 
step. 

In add i t i on to this, the mode rn rev is ion ists 
have never g i ven up efforts to f i nd other al l ies too. 
A n d who cou ld these be? I t i s ve r y na tu ra l fo r 
them to t u r n to — and they cou ld not he lp t u r n 
to — the i r «brothers», f e l l ow t ra i tors — the r i gh t -
w i n g soc ia l -democrat leaders. F o r rev i s i on i sm and 
soc ia l -democracy of today are two man i fes ta t ions 
of the same ideology — bourgeois ideology. Soc i a l -
democracy is the man i fes ta t ion of bourgeois ideo
logy in the wo rke r s movement , wh i l e rev i s i on i sm 
is the man i fes ta t ion of bourgeois ideo logy in the 
commun is t movement . 

Th i s i s the common ideologic basis that d raws 
the rev is ionists c loser to and unites w i t h the so
c ia l -democrats and creates the premises fo r the i r 
complete fus ion not on l y ideo log ica l l y and po l i t i 
ca l l y bu t also organ iza t iona l l y . There fo re i t i s a l to 
gether na tu r a l and log ica l that the at tempts of the 
rev is ionists to cause the degenerat ion of the c om-
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mun i s t part ies they direct, in to soc ia l democrat ic 
part ies, that the i r tendency to fuse in w i t h soc ia l -
democracy, is be ing made so ve r y c lear nowadays . 

The t r end to get closer to and j o i n w i t h soc ia l -
democrats, the who l e treacherous l ine of act ion of 
the mode rn revis ionists, have the i r beg inn ings at the 
20th Congress of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the So 
v ie t Un i o n . Th i s t rend was re-emphas ized at the 
21st and the 22nd Congresses and was sanct ioned 
in the new p r og r am of the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the 
Sov ie t Un i on . Speak i ng of th is l i ne of approach to 
and un i on w i t h soc ia l -democracy a t the 22nd C o n 
gress, N. Kh r u sh chev sa id : «This is not a tact i ca l 
t empo ra r y s logan bu t the genera l l ine of the com
mun i s t movement d ictated by the basic interests 
o f the w o r k i n g class». N. Kh r u sh chev has also sa id : 
«If we are to speak of the role and pos i t ion of the 
non-commun i s t part ies, we shou ld stress, above a l l , 
that in the present s i tuat ion, in o rde r to ach ieve the 
socia l ist t r ans fo rmat i on of society, co l laborat ion of 
the commun i s t pa r t y w i t h the other part ies i s not 
on l y poss ib le bu t ind ispensable». (N. Kh rushchev ' s 
rep ly to the ed i to r of the Au s t r a l i a n new-paper 
«Hera ld», J o h n Waters , pub l i shed in «Pravda» 
J une 25, 1958). 

The l ine o f approach to and un i on w i t h so
c ia l -democrats began to be pu t in to effect i m m e 
d ia te ly a f ter the 20th Congress. The Cen t r a l C o m 
mit tee o f the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n 
addressed letters to the soc ia l -democrat ic part ies of 
Wes te rn Eu rope ca l l i ng fo r un i t y . Beg i nn i ng w i t h 
1956 the Sov ie t U n i o n was v i s i ted by a numbe r 
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of soc ia l -democrat ic leaders and by who l e de lega
tions of soc ia l -democrat ic par t ies w h o came in to 
contact and car r ied on ta lks w i t h N . Kh ru shchev ' s 
group. 

The campa ign fo r un i t y w i t h soc ia l -democrats 
has become more intens ive espec ia l ly in recent t i 
mes. A proof of th is l ies in the last year 's v is i ts to 
Moscow of such leaders of soc ia l -democracy as 
P. H. Spaak, secretary-genera l of the Be l g i an So 
cial ist Pa r ty , H a r o l d W i l son , the present cha i rman 
o f the Eng l i sh L abou r P a r t y and G u y Mo l le t , 
secretary-genera l of the F r ench Soc ia l is t Pa r t y , 
who conducted ta lks w i t h N . Kh r u sh chev and o the r 
Sov ie t leaders. In connect ion w i t h these talks, in an 
i n te rv i ew w i t h fore ign journa l i s ts i n Moscow G u y 
Mo l l e t said that he had discussed w i t h Kh ru sh chev 
«a numbe r of quest ions compr i s ing a l l theoret ica l 
and doc t r ina r i an prob lems of a genera l nature and 
wh i ch character ize the re lat ions between soc ia l -de
mocrat i c and communis t part ies». Wh i l e , i n an i n 
te rv i ew granted to the newspaper «Unita» ( Feb ru 
a r y 22, 1964) G u y Mo l l e t stated that «The ta lks 
wh i c h the delegat ion o f S F I O conducted w i t h the 
leaders of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov iet U n i o n 
and i n par t i cu la r w i t h N i k i t a Kh rushchev , gave us 
sure sat isfact ion in many points.» 

The leaders o f commun is t and worke r s part ies 
in cer ta in other countr ies are also f o l l ow ing the 
l ine of fus ing w i t h present-day soc ia l -democracy 
under the dictates of «the conductor 's baton». Th i s 
i s ev ident in many of the i r acts, in var ious art ic les 
and statements, in the co lumns of the K h r u s h -
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chev i an r ev i ew «Prob lems of Peace and Soc ia l i sm»; 
in «the document of the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee of the 
I ta l i an Commun i s t P a r t y fo r the na t iona l confe
rence of organ izat ion» appear ing in the new-paper 
«Unita» dt. 9-1-1964, in the dra f t - reso lu t ion fo r the 
17th Congress of the F r en ch Commun i s t P a r t y 
w h i c h w i l l be he ld in M a y this year, and so on . 

In a l l these attempts, documents and mater ia l s 
of the mode rn rev is ion ists regardless of the phrases 
they use to camouf lage the i r designs the p reva i l i ng 
idea i s u n i t y and fus ion w i t h soc ia l -democrats «on 
wha teve r basis» and «at a l l costs», renounc ing every 
t h i ng that m igh t p re jud ice th is un ion , be i t in the 
f i e ld of ideo logy or in that of o rgan i za t ion . 

The attempts of the mode rn rev is ionists to get 
close to and j o i n up w i t h the soc ia l -democrats are 
a log ica l consequence of the i r be t raya l of M a r x i s m -
Len i n i sm , are a component part of the i r g r and s t ra 
tegic p l an o f «wo r l d in tegrat ion» c lear l y f o r m u l a 
ted by T i to i n h is w e l l - k n o w n in te rv i ew granted 
to D r e w Pearson on Augus t 7, 1962. To real ize this 
object ive the rev is ion ists make extens ive use of de
magog ica l slogans. They t r y to jus t i f y the i r a p 
proach to and un i on w i t h the imper ia l i s t s and 
react ionar ies, the i r approach to and un ion w i t h 
T i to 's c l ique in the name of «social ism», w i t h the 
R o m a n Pon t i f f i n the name o f «humani ty», w i t h 
the socia l -democrats, in the name of «unity of the 
w o r k i n g class», in the name of «peaceful coexis
tence and of sav ing the w o r l d f r o m a nuc lear w a r 
o f ex terminat ion». 
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MODERN REVISIONISTS PROCEED ALONG THE 
TREACHEROUS TRACKS OF SOCIAL 

DEMOCRACY 

The modern rev is ion ists t r y to jus t i f y the i r 
approach to and un ion w i t h the soc ia l -democrats 
under the pretext that «posit ive trends» are a l le 
ged ly be ing observed espec ia l ly in recent t imes, 
among the ranks o f soc ia l -democracy; that they 
have a l legedly expressed themselves in f avo r o f 
peace, peacefu l coexistence, d isarmament , that they 
have pos i t i ve ly mod i f i ed the i r a t t i tude t owa rd the 
U S S R , that they have expressed themselves in f avo r 
of some k i n d of approach to the communis ts , that 
they have expressed some sort of w i l l i ngness to 
meet the demands of the w o r k i n g class, to preserve 
and s t rengthen democrat ic inst i tut ions, they have 
stated that they are in f avo r of the social ist t rans 
fo rmat ion of society and so fo r th . Thus , in order 
to jus t i f y the i r l ine of approach to the r i gh tw i ng 
leaders of socia l-democracy, the rev is ion is ts t r y to 
create the i l l us ion that i t i s not the rev is ion is t t r a i n 
wh i c h is speeding its w a y to the soc ia l -democrat ic 
stat ion, but the soc ia l -democrat ic s tat ion is coming 
up to meet the rev is ion ist t r a i n ! 

Th i s i s no new tact ic f o r rev is ionists . N. 
Kh rushchev ' s t ra i torous g roup and those w h o f o l 
l ow them have used exac t l y this maneuve r to jus 
t i fy the i r approach to and complete un ion w i t h the 
T i to i te c l ique, p re tend ing that the Jugos lav leaders 
have a l leged ly corrected m a n y o f the i r errors a n d 
have adopted the l i ne o f «Ma rx i sm-Len i n i sm» . In 
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the same way, in order to j u s t i f y the i r t reacherous 
l ine o f reconc i l i a t ion w i t h and approach to the i m 
per ia l ists, to the A m e r i c a n imper ia l i s t s i n pa r t i c u 
lar, they have spread and cont inue to spread i l l u 
sions p re tend ing that the leaders of impe r i a l i sm 
have now become «wise», «realistic», «peace-loving», 
«reasonable» and wha t not. 

B u t facts go to p rove that the present soc ia l -
democrat leaders have changed as l i t t le in the i r 
nature and in the i r a t t i tude as the T i to i te c l ique 
and the imper ia l i s t s . I f we may speak o f any k i n d 
of change of v i ews and stands of the soc ia l -demo
crat ic leaders, the on ly obv ious change of the i rs 
is the i r ever g r ow i ng i nc l i na t i on to the r ight . 

What Does Present-Day Social-Democracy 
Represent? 

Present -day soc ia l -democracy is a d irect fo l lo 
wer of the t ra i torous I Ind Internat iona l . I t has 
inher i ted a l l the ideo log ica l luggage, o rgan i za t ion 
and tactics of the part ies of the I Ind In ternat iona l . 
The soc ia l -democrats began the i r be t raya l by get
t ing away f r om the basic teachings o f M a r x i s m - L e 
n in i sm, w h i c h they p roc l a im as out-dated and 
inexpedient, by renounc ing the class struggle and re 
p lac ing i t w i t h the «theory» o f h a rmony and recon
c i l ia t ion of classes, by negat ing the revo lu t ion and 
rep lac ing i t w i t h re fo rms w i t h i n the capi ta l is t 
order, by g i v i ng up the revo lu t i onary w a y and re
p lac ing i t w i t h «peaceful», «democrat ic» and pa r l i a -
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mentary method, by deny ing the ind i spensab i l i t y o f 
b reak ing up the o ld bourgeois state mach ine r y and 
accept ing the capita l is t state as a means to cross 
over to soc ia l i sm, by w i t hho l d i ng the i r assent to 
the d ic tatorsh ip of the pro le ta r ia t and rep lac ing i t 
w i t h «pure and genera l democracy», by depar t ing 
f r om pro le ta r i an i n te rna t i ona l i sm a n d go ing so far 
the other w a y as to p lunge in to pos i t ions of the 
nat iona l -chauv in is ts , t o open un i on w i t h the i m 
per ia l i s t bourgeois ie. 

U n m a s k i n g the be t raya l o f the o ld soc ia l -de
mocrats L e n i n w ro te as f a r back as in h i s book 
«What is to be done?»: «Soc ia l -democracy shou ld 
be changed f r o m a pa r t y of soc ia l revo lu t i on 
to a democrat i c p a r t y of socia l re forms. B e r n 
ste in has bolstered up th is po l i t i ca l demand 
w i t h a who l e ba t te ry of «new» arguments and 
considerat ions ha rmon ious l y connected w i t h one 
another. He denies the poss ib i l i t y of i ndo r s ing so
c i a l i sm sc ient i f i ca l ly a n d o f p rov ing , f r o m the po int 
of v i ew of the mater ia l i s t concept ion of h is tory, that 
i t i s ind ispensable and inev i tab le ; he denies the 
fact that pove r t y and pro le ta r ian i za t ion are on 
the increase and that cap i ta l i s t contrad ict ions are 
gett ing worse and worse ; he proc la ims the ve ry 
not ion of «the f i n a l goal» as groundless and u n 
cond i t iona l l y rejects the idea of the d ic ta torsh ip of 
the pro le tar ia t ; he denies the d ivergencies of p r i n 
c ip le ex i s t i ng between l i be ra l i sm and socia
l i sm and the theory of the class s t ruggle wh i ch , he 
pretends, cannot be car r ied out in a w h o l l y de
mocrat i c society governed by the w i l l o f the m a -

290 



jor i ty». (V. I . L e n i n : Selected Wo r k s in 2 vo l . A l 
ban ian ed i t ion, vo l . 1, page 110). 

By emba r k i n g on th is road, soc ia l -democracy 
tu rned i tsel f i n to a l oya l suppor ter of the capita l is t 
order of things, in to a servant of the bourgeois ie, 
into a most impo r t an t ideo log ica l and po l i t i ca l 
abettor o f bourgeois po l i cy in the wo r ke r s move 
ment. I t has a ided the bourgeois ie to oppress and 
exp lo i t the wo r ke r s of the i r count ry and the peo
ples of other countr ies, to suppress the i r r e vo l u 
t ionary and l i be ra t ion movement . «It has been 
ver i f i ed by pract ice» L e n i n says, «that the m i l i t an t 
group in the ranks o f the wo rke r s movement w h o 
adhere to opportun is t trends, are better defenders 
of the bourgeois ie t han the bourgeois ie themselves. 
I f wo r ke r s we re not under the gu idance of such 
people, the bourgeois ie w o u l d not be able to s tand 
the i r g round» (Works, vo l . 31, page 259, A l b a n i a n 
edit ion). 

B u t soc ia l -democracy today has gone a step 
fu r ther i n its be t raya l w h e n compared w i t h the 
t ime of the I Ind In ternat iona l . At present i t i s 
character ized by a g r ow i ng tendency towards the 
r ight. 

Beg i nn i ng f r o m 1955 the soc ia l -democrat ic pa r 
ties i n Wes te rn Eu rope l i ke the Eng l i s h L abou r 
Par ty , the soc ia l -democrat ic part ies in F rance , 
Aus t r i a , Sw i t ze r l and , the Nether lands , L u x embu r g , 
Western G e r m a n y a n d i n the Scand inav i an coun 
tries, have changed the i r programs, or have been 
engaged in e labora t ing new p rog rammat i c proce-
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dures. What character izes these p rograms and new 
p rogrammat i c procedures? They a re character ized 
by the eclect ic b l end ing of the o ld oppor tun i s t 
theories w i t h the «modern» bourgeois theories, by 
the i r permanent renunc ia t ion o f a l l the pr inc ip les 
a n d ideals o f soc ia l ism, by the i r open support for 
the capita l ist o rder o f exp lo i ta t ion a n d by the i r 
f renz ied oppos i t ion to commun i sm. 

I f the f o rmer re formis ts avowed, even in wo rds 
alone, that the establ ishment of soc ia l i sm was the i r 
u l t imate goal, present-day soc ia l -democrats have 
openly rejected th i s end. They preach that they are 
in f avo r of the socal led «democrat ic social ism», 
wh i ch has no th ing i n common w i t h t rue sc ient i f ic 
soc ia l ism. It is its negat ion, its rep lacement w i t h 
cer ta in bourgeois l i be ra l re fo rms w h i c h do not 
tamper in any w a y w i t h the basis o f capita l ist so
ciety. Wha t k i n d of soc ia l i sm is that w h e n most of 
the soc ia l -democrat ic p rograms have d iscarded an 
e lementary demand of soc ia l i sm to abol i sh p r i va te 
proper ty of the means of p roduc t ion? 

Fo l l ow i ng the w e l l - k n o w n statements o f the 
social ist In ternat iona l «A ims and Tasks o f D e m o 
crat ic Soc ia l i sm» (1951), the new programs direct 
the w o r k i n g class not against cap i ta l i sm as such 
bu t against «unsuperv ised» cap i ta l i sm. Na t i o na l i 
zat ion of a part of the enterpr ises by the bourgeois 
state, the establ ishment of state monopo l i s t cap i 
ta l i sm in the economic l i fe of the country, the 
adopt ion of certa in bourgeo is-democrat ic re 
fo rms — al l of these f i gu re in the new p rog rams 
and statements of the socia l-democrats as facts 
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that go to p rove that the basis of soc ia l i sm has 
a l leged ly been l a i d in cer ta in capi ta l is t countr ies. 
At the same t ime, they deny the social ist character 
o f t rans fo rmat ions in the social ist countr ies. They 
repeat in this manner , open ly or in a roundabout 
way, the bourgeois theor ies in vogue on «people's 
capi ta l i sm», «cap i ta l i sm under control», «organ i -
zed», «democrat ic» and so on. 

The bourgeois reac t ionary press has more than 
once ha i l ed th is depar ture of the soc ia l -democrats 
f r o m the p r inc ip les of soc ia l i sm and in defense of 
cap i ta l i sm. In a l ead ing art ic le unde r the t i t le 
«Bu r i a l o f M a r x i s m » the «Wash ing ton Post and T i 
mes He ra l d» newspaper w ro t e : «84 years after 
its estab l i shment at the h i s tor i c Congress at Go tha , 
the G e r m a n Soc ia l -Democra t i c P a r t y i n i ts C o n 
gress at Bad-Go tsbe rg , renounced M a r x i s t ideo logy 
and, in fact, ceased be ing social ist in the t rue sense 
of that wo r d . I t reconc i led i tself to the pr inc ip le 
o f «free i n d i v i dua l in i t i a t i ve , whe reve r that i s pos
s ib le in economic l i fe». 

The new p rog rams of the soc ia l -democrat ic 
part ies have cancel led out a l l ment ion of cont ra 
dict ions, an tagon i sm and class struggle, have l e 
ve l led down a l l boundar ies between the oppressed 
and oppressors, between the exp lo i ted and exp lo i 
ters. In place of the class struggle they preach «the 
sense of respons ib i l i ty» of m a n «in general». Thus 
the p rog ram of the G e r m a n Soc ia l -Democrat i c 
P a r t y has i t : «F reedom and democracy in indus
t r ia l society are possible of a t ta inment on ly i f as 
many i nd i v i dua l s as possible raise the i r socia l cons-
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cience and express themselves as w i l l i n g to share 
responsib i l i ty . The soc ia l -democrats upho ld the so
l i da r i t y and «ha rmony o f a l l people» the a t ta in ing 
of the i r «above classes» object ive — democrat ic 
social ism». 

S ince «democrat ic soc ia l ism» does not e n 
croach upon the basis o f the capi ta l is t order in 
any way , but i t i s a k i n d of « re fo rmed cap i ta l i sm, 
i t na tu ra l l y fo l lows that there i s no need wha t 
soever fo r a socia l ist r evo lu t i on . «Democrat i c so
cial ism», accord ing to them, w i l l come about 
th rough «spontaneous economic evolut ion», th rough 
l im i ta t ion of the prerogat ives and power of the mo 
nopol ist un ions and th rough the a i d of the cap i 
tal ist state itself. Nevertheless, in o rde r to a t ta in 
this ideal , i t is necessary that the soc ia l -democrats 
come into power and the on l y w a y to achieve 
this is t h rough e lectora l campaigns to obta in the 
ma jo r i t y of votes in the bourgeois par l i ament . 
Speak ing h i gh l y of the dec larat ion of the social ist 
In ternat iona l on «The a ims and tasks of democ ra 
tic social ism», one of its leaders, B r aun t a l , has 
said that this dec larat ion «puts an end to the 
discussions on the d ic tatorsh ip of the pro letar iat», 
«does away w i t h the revo lu t i ona ry class w a r as a 
method to achieve socia l ism», and «rejects adhe
rence to any social ist theory». 

The socia l-democrats have severed a l l con 
nections w i t h Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , w i t h the theory 
of sc ient i f ic soc ia l i sm and w i t h the mater ia l i s t i c 
concept ion of th ings. The p rog ram of the A u s t r i a n 
Social ist P a r t y has i t : «Soc ia l i sm i s an i n t e rna -
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t i ona l movement w h i c h does not a t a l l demand 
an ob l iga to ry s im i l a r i t y o f v iews. Regard less o f 
where the social ists d r aw the i r po ints of v iew, 
f r om a M a r x i s t o r any other soc ia l ana lys is , f r om 
re l ig ious or human i t a r i a n pr inc ip les — they a l l 
a i m at a c ommon goal». Speak ing at the Congress 
of the G e r m a n Soc ia l -Democra t i c P a r t y at Gots -
berg, i ts f o rme r cha i rman , E. O lenhauer , said «the 
demand to make K . M a r x ' s and F . Enge ls ' po l i 
t i ca l p r og r am the substance of the soc ia l -demo
crat ic p r og r am fo r 1959 is more an t i -marx i s t than 
can be imag ined» a n d he added, «We can not be 
unders tood i f we speak in te rms o f the past, we 
cannot solve the p rob lems o f today w i t h ou r old 
conceptions.» 

Present -day soc ia l -democracy has not on ly 
s l ipped into pos i t ions o f ph i losoph ic i dea l i sm and 
upho lds idea l i sm, bu t t r ies to f i n d suppor t i n . 
and even fuse en t i r e l y w i t h i ts ext remest f o rm. 
— re l ig ion . Thus , fo r instance, the p rog rams of 
Ge rman , Au s t r i a n , Sw i s s and other soc ia l -demo
crat ic part ies ma i n t a i n that «democrat ic socia l ism» 
has its roots in Ch r i s t i an ethics and doctr ine, that 
soc ia l i sm and re l ig ion , f a r f r o m e l im ina t i ng , are 
complete ly a t one w i t h each other. Speak ing at 
the Congress o f the A u s t r i a n Soc ia l i s t P a r t y in 
1958, the au tho r of the new p rog ram, B. Kau t z k y . 
sa id : «We w o u l d l i k e to d r aw up a p rog ram, wh i c h 
wou l d be f u l l y endorsed by Ma r x i s t s and non -
Ma rx i s t s a l ike, by atheists and social ist bel ievers 
in re l ig ion a l ike». A s im i l a r a t tempt to reconci le 
Chr ist iani ty w i t h soc ia l ism, re l ig ious ideal is t con-
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cept ion w i t h soc ia l ism mater ia l i s t concept ion, i s 
made also in an i n t e r v i ew g iven to the cor respon
dent o f the I ta l ian newspaper «Un i ta» by G u y 
Mo l le t and w h i c h was pub l i shed in th is paper on 
Feb rua r y 22 of th is year. 

Such, in genera l , are the ideo log ica l v i ews 
of the present socia l-democrats. Wha t shou ld be 
stressed in th is connect ion is that the i r programs, 
as a ru le, are more left ist than the i r acts. If the 
r ight social ists s t i l l t ry, in words , to pose as so
cial ists in o rde r to deceive the workers , in deeds 
they have long become staunch defenders of the 
capita l ist order. Bo t h when they are in oppos i t ion 
as we l l as when they are at the head of bou r 
geois governments, or take part in them, the heads 
of soc ia l -democracy serve to preserve and s t reng
then the bourgeois o rde r t h rough a l l the i r v i ews 
and acts. A l l the social ist demagogy of the soc ia l 
democrats has been shown up by exper ience. So 
cial ists have more than once been in power, at 
the head o f bourgeois governments both in E n 
g land, F rance and elsewhere. They are at the head 
of or take par t to this day in the governments of 
capital ist countr ies. A n d wha t have they done fo r 
the workers , for soc ia l i sm? They have done no th 
ing but fo l l ow Leon B l um ' s ins t ruc t ions : that 
be ing in power the social ists shou ld be « f a i t h f u l 
d i rectors of capita l ist society». 

Le us dwe l l even b r i e f l y on the ac t i v i t y o f 
the F r ench Soc ia l is t P a r t y and its leader G u y 
Mol let , who has more than once taken par t in and 
even headed the F r ench government , and w h o m 
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the rev is ion ists cons ider a l e f t -w ing e lement and 
conduct hear ty ta lks w i t h . W h e n at the head o f 
the government , the F r en ch social ists set the dogs 
loose on wo r ke r s on st r ike, i nc i ted the outbreak 
o f the d i r t y w a r in Indo-Ch ina , under took pol ice 
repressions against the people of other colonies, 
car r ied on the f i gh t i ng against the A l g e r i a n peo
ple w i t h more feroc i ty, app roved the N o r t h A t 
lant i c Pac t and the r e -a rm ing o f Wes te rn Ge rmany . 
G u y Mo l l e t ' s government s igned the agreements 
fo r «the Eu ropean C o m m o n Ma r ke t » and «Eu r a -
tom», i t was one of the organ izers of the m i 
l i t a r y aggression on Egypt . G u y Mo l le t ' s be
t r aya l paved the w a y for persona l ru le in 
F rance and so on and so fo r th . Speak ing of 
G u y Mo l l e t ' s ac t i v i t y even the labour i te week l y 
«Tr ibune» wro te at the beg inn ing of 1957 that 
«Mol le t is a disgrace to F rance as we l l as to so
c ia l i sm». 

These are the t rue features of soc ia l -demo
cracy today. M a n y representat ives o f the bou r 
geoisie have not been w r o n g in stressing the great 
role of the soc ia l -democrat ic part ies in suppress ing 
the revo lu t i ona ry movement o f wo r ke r s and in 
defend ing the capi ta l is t order, they have not been 
wrong in s ing ing the i r praises. Thus, fo r instance, 
T. Jun i l l a , d i rec tor of a capi ta l is t bank in F i n l and , 
has sa i d : «In the struggle to w i n over i ndus t r i a l 
worke r s sp i r i t ua l l y o n l y the soc ia l -democrats can 
serve as a p owe r f u l force against the communis ts . 
I f the soc ia l democrats lose th is batt le, i t may 
ve ry we l l be the end o f democracy in F i n l a nd . 
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Th i s is why , be ing a bourgeois membe r of the 
conservat ive par ty , I feel ob l iged to state that we 
need a un i ted , m i l i t an t soc ia l -democrat ic pa r t y 
wh i ch f i r m l y upho lds no r the rn democracy». The 
Eng l i sh bourgeois newspaper «F i nanc i a l T imes» 
wrote in the same ve in on June 28, 1963: « . . . the 
industr ia l i s ts a re scared less by the Labour i tes , and 
some of t h em cher ish the op in ion that a L a b o u r 
government w o u l d open up better perspect ives fo r 
deve lopment than the Tor ies». 

It is prec ise ly because the soc ia l -democrats 
are agents of the bourgeois ie in the wo rke r s m o 
vement that the Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s have a lways had 
it c lear that w i thou t a determined s t rugg le to 
unmask and smash the soc ia l -democrats ideo lo
g ica l ly and po l i t i ca l ly , the w o r k i n g class cannot 
wage its struggle and ca r r y i t on to v i c to ry , 
« . . . Bourgeo is part ies of worke r s» as a po l i t i ca l 
phenomenon, V . I . L e n i n has wr i t t en , «have a l 
ready been set up in all advanced capi ta l i s t coun 
tries. . . . W i t hou t a resolute, relent less w a r on a l l 
f ronts against these part ies — or, wha t amounts 
to the same th ing , against groups, t rends and 
and so on — it is fu t i le to speak of the struggle 
against imper ia l i sm, o r o f M a r x i s m , o r o f the w o r k 
ers social ist movement» (V. I . L e n i n : «Aga ins t 
Revis ionists», A l b a n i a n ed i t ion, page 368). J . V . 
S ta l i n too, as a revo lu t i onary and consistent m a r -
xist, has stressed: «Present-day soc ia l -democrat i sm 
is the ideological support of cap i ta l i sm. L e n i n was 
a thousand t imes r igh t w h e n he sa id that the p re 
sent soc ia l -democrat ic po l i t i c ians are «true agents 
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of the bourgeoisie in the workers movement , lack
eys of the capi ta l is t class f r o m the wo rke r s ranks» 
and that « in the c i v i l w a r o f the pro letar ia t 
against the bourgeois ie» they w i l l undoubted ly 
take sides w i t h the 'Versa i l les ' against the ' C ommun -
nards ' . «No end can be put to capitalism without 
putting an end to social-democracy in the workers 
movement. Therefore, the epoch of the death of ca 
p i t a l i sm is at the same t ime the epoch of the 
death of soc ia l -democracy in the wo rke r s move
ment» (J. V . S t a l i n : Works , A l b a n i a n ed i t ion, vo l . 
10, p. 242). 

The 1960 Mos cow Dec la ra t ion too, stressing 
the fact that the r i g h t -w i ng leaders of socia l-de
mocracy have a l i gned themselves open ly w i t h the 
imper ia l i s ts , upho ld the capi ta l is t system, sp l i t the 
wo rke r s movement and that they are «enemies o f 
commun ism», ca l led upon the communis t s to con
t inue to expose them. 

B u t the mode r n rev is ion ists , w i t h N . K h r u s h 
chev's g roup in the lead, as renegades and foes 
to M a r x i s m , act en t i r e l y at va r i ance w i t h the 
teachings o f L e n i n a n d S ta l i n , w i t h the ins t ruct ions 
o f the Mo s cow Dec l a ra t i on ; t hey pursue the l ine 
o f j o i n i ng in and fus ing w i t h the r i gh t -w i ng lea
ders of soc ia l -democracy. A n d th is i s not acc identa l : 
soc ia l -democrats o f today and mode rn rev is ionists 
have common th ings together, they proceed in the 
same d i rec t ion and towards a common counter
revo lu t i ona ry object ive. 
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Modern Revisionists Have Slipped into the 
Positions of Social-Democracy 

Jus t as the o ld opportun is ts and re formis ts 
betrayed Ma r x i sm - Len i n i sm , the cause of the w o r k 
ing class, of the revo lu t ion and of soc ia l ism, so do 
the modern revis ionists be t ray these ideals and 
are pursu ing the same road as the i r fo re runners 
who are at the same t ime the i r sp i r i tua l insp i rers . 
Those who have changed are not the soc ia l -demo
crats but the mode rn revis ionists, who have fa l l en 
into the treacherous posi t ions of soc ia l -democracy. 

Reject ing Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , the soc ia l -demo
crats c l a im that «prob lems of today cannot be 
solved by o l d concepts». F o l l ow i ng in the i r wake , 
the revis ionists too, speculate w i t h the newer 
condit ions and phenomena, and, unde r the guise 
of f i gh t ing «dogmat ism» and upho ld ing «the c rea
t ive development o f M a r x i s m » c l a im that many 
th ings today shou ld be looked at w i t h a c r i t i ca l 
eye, that wha t was r ight 30 years ago cannot be 
such any longer, that a tomic weapons and the 
danger of a nuc lear w a r makes i t ind ispensab le 
to revise our v iews and stand on m a n y quest ions 
of strategy and tactics, that he who abides by the 
basic theses of M a r x and L en i n in the s ixt ies o f the 
X X t h century i s a dogmat ist w h o takes no ac 
count of the great changes that have comme about 
in the wo r l d , and he who consults the classic w o r k s 
of Marx i s t - Len in i s t s in o rder to ana lyze and exp l a i n 
the present h i s tor i ca l process, is a f f l i c ted w i t h the 
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man ia of quotat ions a n d so on and so fo r th . Hence, 
M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m is outdated fo r rev is ion ists too, 
i t no longer su i ts the newer condit ions, i t shou ld 
be «enr iched» w i t h new ideas and new conclusions. 
Jus t l i ke a l l the o ld oppor tun is ts and reformists , 
the rev is ion is ts too are s t r i pp ing M a r x i s m of its 
c r i t i ca l and revo lu t i ona ry sp i r i t and are a t tempt ing 
to t u r n i t f r o m a weapon in the hands of the 
w o r k i n g class in to a weapon in the hands of the 
bourgeois ie to be used against the w o r k i n g class. 

«Not the class s t rugg le but the so l idar i t y and 
h a rmony of a l l men w h o possess the sense of res
pons ib i l i t y towards society» — th is is the mo t i v e 
power of present-day society, the socia l-democrats 
ma in ta in . The rev is ion ists too have erased the 
class s t rugg le f r o m the i r books, and in fact have 
replaced i t w i t h the idea of class reconc i l i a t ion in 
the name of «preserv ing peace» in the wo r l d , they 
have renounced th is st ruggle in the name of « s a v 
ing the w o r l d f r o m the danger o f nuc lear war» , 
and instead of the class struggle they preach 
«peaceful coexistence» as the on ly method to solve 
a l l the v i t a l p rob lems that s tand before h u m a n 
society. «Peace at a l l costs, peace w i t h a l l and 
above al l», «chr i s t ian love fo r everybody», «ab-
stract h u m a n i s m above classes», these are the 
ideas that the mode rn rev is ionists preach fa r and 
wide. In the name of th is idea l the rev is ion is ts 
make comon cause w i t h the enemies of the class, 
w i t h the imper ia l i s t s and react ionar ies of va r ious 
countr ies and the i r agents and lackeys — the r igh t -
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wing leaders, soc ia l -democrat ic leaders and the 
T i to i te c l ique, wh i le , on the other hand, they f ight 
fu r i ous l y against a l l those w h o l oya l l y upho ld 
the interests o f the w o r k i n g class and the i r M a r 
x i s t - Len in i s t ideo logy — the commun i s t part ies and 
a l l the revo lu t i onary communis ts . 

The socia l-democrats have l ong g i ven up the 
revo lu t i on a n d preach that soc ia l i sm w i l l come 
about th rough re fo rms w i t h i n the f r amewo r k o f 
the bourgeois order of th ings, of democracy and 
bourgeois lega l i ty . F o l l ow i ng in the i r t racks, the 
revis ionists too have abandoned the revo lu t i onary 
way , say ing that the w a y to soc ia l i sm i s the w a y 
to an ever broader democracy, the w a y of obser
v i n g and ca r r y i ng out bourgeois const i tut ions, the 
w a y o f « re fo rm ing structures». Jus t l i k e the so
c ia l democrats, the rev is ion ists too, i den t i f y the 
struggle fo r democracy w i t h tha t fo r soc ia l ism, 
conf ine the struggle fo r soc ia l i sm to that fo r de
mocracy. D ragg ing Kau t z k y ' s and Bernste in ' s theo
ries f r o m the i r bu r i a l place, they express t h em
selves in and on ly in f avo r o f the «peaceful» and 
«par l iamentary» way , w h i c h they ho ld up as a 
wo r l d strategic pr inc ip le , and they have concen
t ra ted a l l the ef forts on the st ruggle fo r votes in 
order to w i n the ma jo r i t y o f seats in bourgeois 
par l iaments . 

The socia l-democrats cons ider the capita l is t 
state as a state above classes, as an in terpre ter and 
champ ion of the interests of society as a who le , they 
a re opposed to b reak i ng up the o ld bourgeois state 
mach ine, they a re opposed to the d ic ta torsh ip of 
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the pro letar iat , wh i ch , accord ing to them, is the 
negat ion of democracy, is a to ta l i t a r i an ru le and 
so on a n d so fo r th . A n d the rev is ion ists spread 
the i l lus ions that the capi ta l i s t state m a y change 
its class nature, tha t i t m a y become a state that 
w i l l express not on l y the interests o f the bou r 
geoisie but also those of the pro le ta r ia t and of the 
l abor ing masses, they say that Len in ' s thesis on 
the ind i spensab i l i t y o f b r eak i ng up the bourgeois 
state apparatus mus t be mod i f i ed , that the d i c ta 
torship of the pro le ta r ia t is an out-dated idea, or , 
a t most, su i tab le on l y fo r b a c kwa rd countr ies, that 
i t m a y take not on l y var ious fo rms bu t also qu i te 
a d i f fe rent content. B o t h the soc ia l -democrats as 
we l l as the rev is ion is ts s lander against the d ic ta tor 
sh ip of the pro le tar ia t a n d descr ibe the ent i re 
per iod of i ts ru l e as a per iod of mass te r ro r and 
arb i t rar iness, as a per iod of b ru ta l v io la t ion of 
laws, of soc ia l ist democracy, and so on a n d so 
fo r th . 

In the i r p rac t i ca l po l i t i ca l a c t i v i t y too, the 
mode rn rev is ion ists are proceed ing in the footsteps 
of the t ra i torous leaders of soc ia l democracy. As a 
mat te r o f fact, they have jo ined w i t h the enemies 
of soc ia l i sm and of the peoples — w i t h the i m 
per ia l is ts and pa r t i c u l a r l y w i t h the A m e r i c a n i m 
peria l ists, a n d w i t h the react ionar ies o f va r i ous 
countr ies. F o r the sake of get t ing closer to i m 
per ia l i sm, fo r the sake o f ach iev ing So v i e t - Ame r i -
r i can co l laborat ion, w h i c h i s N . Kh rushchev ' s and 
his group 's h ighest asp i ra t i on and idea l , the re -
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vis ionists do not hesitate even to bet ray the t rue 
f r iends and al l ies of the Sov ie t people, the v i t a l 
interests of the social ist countr ies, the w o r k i n g 
class, the peoples and nat ions oppressed and 
exp lo i ted by the imper ia l i s ts . A proof of this l ies 
in such act iv i t ies of the rev is ionists headed by 
Kh rushchev ' s group as the i r adventuresome and 
cap i tu la t ing att i tude in the Ca r i bbean crisis, in 
the i r pressure exterted on social ist C uba to ca
p i tu late to the Ame r i c a n imper ia l i s ts , sacr i f i c ing 
its d ign i ty and i ts sovereignty, in the i r un ion w i t h 
the Ind ian react ionar ies against the People 's R e 
pub l i c o f Ch ina , w i t h the T i to i te c l ique and w i t h 
Venize los against the People 's Repub l i c of A l b an i a , 
in the in famous Moscow T rea ty fo r a pa r t i a l ban 
on nuc lear tests, w h i c h i s h igh treason to the i n 
terests of the Sov ie t Un i on , to the other social ist 
countr ies and to peace and in f avo r o f the A m e r i 
can imper ia l i s ts , as we l l as in a numbe r of other 
facts. 

An t i - c ommun i sm permeates a l l the ideology 
and pract ica l ac t i v i t y of the mode rn soc ia l -demo
crats, they s lander the social ist countr ies and 
commun is t part ies, they spl i t the wo rke r s mo 
vement, counter sc ient i f ic soc ia l i sm w i t h «demo
crat ic social ism» w h i c h i s no other than re fo rmed 
capi ta l ism, t r y the i r utmost to preserve the 
capi ta l is t o rder where i t p reva i l s and re-establ ish 
i t whe re i t has been ove r th rown . The mode rn re
v is ionists are also ca r r y i ng on ant i -socia l ist and 
ant i - communis t act iv i t ies on a w i de scale. 
N . Kh rushchev ' s g roup and the i r fo l lowers have 
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spl i t the social ist camp a n d the in te rna t iona l c om
mun is t movement and are speeding ahead towards 
degenerat ing the socia l ist countr ies in to «doci le 
bourgeois republ ics» a n d the commun is t and 
workers part ies f r o m part ies o f soc ia l revo lu t i on 
into «part ies o f soc ia l reforms». N. Kh r u sh chev 
and h i s g roup deny the p ro le ta r i an class na tu re 
of the social ist state and the commun is t party , 
they are l i qu i da t i ng the d ic tatorsh ip of the p ro 
letar iat and the commun is t pa r t y in the Sov ie t 
Un i on under the pretext o f t u rn i ng them into 
the state and pa r t y of «the ent i re people». The 
revis ionists are o rgan i z ing and reorgan iz ing w i t h 
a v i ew to chang ing the fo rms of management of 
social ist economy af ter the pa t te rn of T i to i te 
Jugos lav ia , v i o l a t i ng the M a r x i s t p r inc ip les o f 
manag ing social ist economy, they be l i t t le the 
exper ience of m a n y years of social ist construc
t ion in the Sov ie t U n i o n and in other so
cial ist countr ies, and ca l l on a l l to l ea rn f r o m the 
exper ience of the capita l is t countr ies, especia l ly 
f r om the A m e r i c a n exper ience. They express 
themselves in f avo r o f a l l - r ound co l laborat ion w i t h 
the capi ta l is t countr ies , go ing as f a r as to stretch 
their hands to the imper ia l i s t s fo r a id , credits and 
capi ta l investments «to bu i l d soc ia l i sm and com
munism», as Kh r u sh chev h imse l f d id of late. 
Unde r the guise o f f i gh t i ng «the cu l t o f the i n 
d i v i dua l and i ts consequences», they have done 
away w i t h the sound Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t cadres and 
have rehab i l i t a ted the t ra i to rs and enemies of so
c ia l i sm, l i v i n g or dead. They have f l ung open the 
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door of the social ist countr ies to the unh inde red 
penetrat ion of bourgeois ideology, of a l l k i nd s of 
a l ien ant i - soc ia l i s t t rends and mani festat ions in art, 
letters and in a l l the l i fe o f the country , in the name 
of « f reedom of conscience» and of «an abstract h u 
man i t y above classes». Th i s « l ibera l» and «hu -
manis t» soc ia l i sm of the mode rn rev is ion is ts is 
gett ing closer and closer to the so-cal led «demo
crat ic soc ia l ism» w h i c h the leaders o f mode rn so
c ia l democracy preach. 

Thus, a l l the g i ven facts show c lear l y that the 
modern rev is ionists are proceed ing a long the 
treacherous t racks of the soc ia l -democrats. Th i s 
is ve r y c lear to the socia l ist leaders who have 
open ly expressed the i r approva l , the i r joys and 
hopes regard ing the t ra i torous course fo l l owed by 
N . Kh rushchev ' s g roup and the i r fo l lowers. He re 
are some of the i r statements: 

In a speech to the Gene ra l A s s emb l y of the 
Un i t ed Na t ions at its last session P. H. Spaak sa id : 
«N. Kh ru sh chev is t r y i ng to test peacefu l coexis
tence and the West shou ld not make i t d i f f i cu l t 
for h i m to make this exper iment . I t w o u l d be a 
terr ib le and inexcusab le m is take to d iscourage h i m . 
A t this moment the fu tu re l ine o f demarca t ion w i l l 
not be any longer between communis t s and non -
communists , between the colonized and co lon i 
zers, between ideologies and races. We are w i t 
nesses of the struggle between those who wa i t the 
opportune t ime and i nhuman doc t r ina r i ans on the 
one hand and those who have had conf idence in 
progress and have neve r ceased to hope, on the 
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other. Le t us not let th is great occasion s l ip f r om 
our hands». 

In h i s i n t e r v i ew on F eb r u a r y 24, 1964, the 
cha i rman o f the Eng l i s h L abou r Pa r t y , H . W i l son , 
po inted out that he was the f i r s t o f the Weste rn 
po l i t i c ians w h o v i s i ted Russ ia af ter the death of 
S t a l i n and , on h is r e tu rn f r o m there, repor ted to 
W. Chu r ch i l l , P r i m e M in i s t e r a t that t ime, that 
«a great change was t ak i ng place in Sov ie t po l i 
tics» a n d that th is «is of ma j o r impor tance as re 
gards re la t ions between East and West». He i s f u l 
ly jus t i f i ed to be p r oud of his fa rs ighted ant i c i 
pat ions w h i c h today have become real i t ies. 

Be fo re go ing to Moscow w i t h the social ist de
legat ion to ta lk w i t h Kh r u s h che v G e r a r d Jacques, 
d i rec tor of the newspaper of the F r en ch Socia l is t 
P a r t y s ta ted: «We have l ong g i ven up engag ing 
i n po lemics w i t h the Sov ie t U n i o n and adm i t that 
this coun t ry i s in the f u l l phase o f e v o l u t i o n . . . 
The prob lems ra ised are those of democracy and 
the democrat i c guarantees of the s ingle party , of 
the ro le of the social ist p a r t y in social ist society, 
of the na tu re of the social ist reg ime and i ts 
s t ructure. The a t t i tude ma in ta i ned by the C o m 
mun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n in the d ive r 
gences between Mos cow a n d P e k i n g th rows amp le 
l i gh t on the at t i tude o f th i s pa r t y towards dogma
t i sm and po l i t i ca l sectar ian ism». 

A f t e r h is r e tu rn to Pa r i s f r om co l loquys w i t h 
N. Kh ru shchev , the Secretary Gene ra l o f the 
F r en ch Soc ia l is t Pa r t y , G u y Mo l le t , stated that he 
became conv inced that «a pos i t ive evo lu t ion is 
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tak ing place in the Sov ie t Un ion», wh i ch , accord ing 
to h is words, were summed up in these mat te rs : 
«Admi t tance o f m a n y ways to bu i l d soc ia l ism», 
«end of the pro le ta r ian d ictatorship», « in te rna l 
evo lut ion» and so on. Whereas in an i n t e r v i ew 
granted the newspaper «Un i ta» (Feb. 22, 1964), 
G u y Mo l l e t dec lared: «I am conv inced that the 
communis t w o r l d has emba rked on the road to 
t ransformat ion». 

These statements of the leaders of socia l-de
mocracy are at one w i t h the statements made by 
the leaders of impe r i a l i sm and the i r spokesmen 
who also express the i r support fo r N . K h r u s h 
chev's rev is ion ist l i ne and cons ider h i m «the best 
f r i end of the West in Moscow». They say that 
«The Sov iet P r em i e r N i k i t a Kh ru sh chev acts l i k e 
an Ame r i c a n po l i t i c ian» and a f f i rm that the o f f i 
cials i n the State Depar tment in the U S A are o f 
the op in ion that «the Un i t ed States shou ld fac i l 
itate N .Khrushchev ' s task to a cer ta in extent» and 
so on and so fo r th . 

TOWARDS A COMPLETE FUSION OF THE 
MODERN REVISIONISTS WITH THE 

SOCIAL-DEMOCRATS 

The fa l l i ng of the mode rn rev is ionists in to the 
ideological pos i t ion o f the soc ia l -democrats in m a 
jor issues const itutes the basis of the complete 
ama lgamat ion of rev is ionists w i t h the soc ia l -demo
crats. By pu r su ing th is course and recommend ing 
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i t to commun i s t and wo r ke r s part ies of d i f ferent 
countr ies, the mode rn rev is ionists w i t h N . K h r u 
shchev's g roup in the lead, a i m at caus ing the de
generat ion of the commun is t par t ies in to re formis t 
part ies of the soc ia l -democrat ic type, at imp regna 
t i ng the w o r k i n g class w i t h bourgeois ideo logy 
and re fo rm is t i l lus ions, a t weaken i ng the r e vo l u 
t ionary f i gh t i ng sp i r i t o f the w o r k i n g class move 
ment, and a l i ena t ing i t f r o m the on ly correct road 
against the capi ta l is t o rder of oppress ion and 
exp lo i ta t ion . 

The revis ionists, of course, do not, as a ru le, 
p roc l a im the i r host i le intent ions openly. They ac
company eve ry step they take to the det r iment of 
the cause of the revo lu t i on and of commun i sm, 
w i t h demagogica l slogans and c lothe i t w i t h a l l 
k inds o f just i f i cat ions. The i r an t i -Ma r x i s t act ion 
o f fus ing w i t h soc ia l -democracy too, they t r y to 
jus t i f y w i t h the pretext that the soc ia l -democrat ic 
part ies too are a l leged ly wo r ke r s ' part ies and that 
the un i t y of the w o r k i n g class is essent ia l in the 
struggle against cap i ta l i sm. Le t us dwe l l in br ie f 
on th is matter . 

Workers Parties or «Bourgeois Parties 
of the Working Class»? 

A r e the soc ia l -democrat ic part ies rea l l y and 
t ru l y wo r ke r s part ies? 

To judge whe the r a pa r t y is a pa r t y of the 
wo r k i n g class or not i t does not suf f i ce to look at 
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the name i t attaches to itself. H i t l e r ' s pa r t y too, 
ca l led i tsel f «nat iona l -soc ia l i s t»! The on l y correct 
c r i te r ion i s whe the r or not i t defends and upho lds 
the interests of the w o r k i n g class, whe the r or not 
i t f ights fo r its cause. A n d in o rde r to e luc idate 
this mat te r one should see to whose advantage 
are the ideology, po l i cy a n d a l l p rac t i ca l act iv i t ies 
of th is or that party . «Don' t pu t fa i th in phrases», 
L e n i n teaches us, «but ra ther see to whose bene
f i t they are» (Works, vo l . 19, p. 33, Russ ian edit ion). 
A n d i f we look a t th is mat te r f r o m this p r i sm, 
f r om the p r i sm of class, w h i c h is the on l y correct. 
Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t c r i ter ion, then i t becomes c lear to 
every t rue commun is t that the soc ia l -democrat ic 
part ies are not wo r ke r s part ies, bu t they are, as 
L en i n has dubbed them «bourgeois part ies of the 
w o r k i n g class». We showed above th rough nume 
rous facts, that in bo th ideo log ica l v iews, po l i t i ca l 
and a l l a round act iv i t ies, mode rn soc ia l -democracy 
is no th ing other than, as L e n i n says, «a po l i t i ca l 
detachment of the bourgeois ie», «promoter of its 
inf luence», «a t rue agency of the bourgeois ie in the 
worke r s movement». 

F r o m the po in t o f v i ew of its social make -up . 
too, the soc ia l -democrat ic part ies have undergone 
and are undergo ing v i s ib le changes. The numbe r 
o f wo r ke r s in the i r r anks are becoming less and 
less and the numbe r of e lements of the pet
ty bourgeois ie a n d o f the wo r ke r s bureaucrats 
are increas ing. The mode rn re formis ts have t h em
selves launched the s logan «the depro letar izat ion» 
of the soc ia l -democrat ic part ies. A n d th is has been 
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expressed in the new programs o f m a n y soc ia l -de
mocrat ic part ies. Thus , f o r instance, the p r og r am 
of the Sw i ss Soc ia l -Democra t i c P a r t y has i t : «A t 
the beg inn ing soc ia l i sm was the concern of the 
wo r k i n g class w h i c h used to be exp lo i t ed by cap i 
ta l i sm a l o n e . . . N o w soc ia l i sm i s the concern o f 
a l l mank i nd . I t perta ins to eve ry m a n w i t h a sense 
of respons ib i l i t y fo r the we l f a re of society». 

Th i s is f o r the g roundwork , f o r the masses of 
the soc ia l -democrat ic part ies, whereas as f a r as the 
lead ing cadres are concerned, the h igher up you 
c l imb in the h ie ra r chy o f the soc ia l -democrat ic 
part ies, the fewer wo r ke r s y ou f i n d i n them. As 
a mat te r of fact m a n y soc ia l democrat i c leaders 
have long become rea l cap i ta l i s ts: m a n y o f t h em 
take par t in the admin i s t ra t i ve counc i ls o f the 
biggest banks and o w n packages of so l id shares, 
d r aw i ng m i l l i ons upon m i l l i on s o f d iv idends each 
year. Thus , f o r instance, accord ing to re turns of 
recent years, 410 p r i n c i p a l funct ionar ies of the 
G e r m a n Soc ia l -Democra t i c P a r t y occupied 929 h i gh 
pa id posts i n the m a j o r banks and corporat ions 
of Wes te rn Ge rmany , 62 soc ia l democrat persona
l i t ies we re d i rectors o f the f i rms Mannesman , K l e -
kner , K r u p p , F l i c k and others. The same s i tuat ion 
preva i l s in the o ther soc ia l democrat i c part ies o f 
the West l i ke F rance , Eng l and , Be l g i um , the S can 
d i nav i an countr ies and so on . 

Th i s i s the k i n d of «workers ' class» the so
c ia l -democrat ic part ies represent. The mode rn re 
vis ionists, w h o are themselves no th i ng but t ra i to rs 
to the w o r k i n g class, have eve ry reason to s t i ck 
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the labe l of «workers ' par ty» not on l y on themse l 
ves, not on ly on the socia l-democrats, but also on 
any Eng l i sh bourgeois conservat ive pa r t y i f such a 
th ing i s d ic tated by the i r an t i -Ma rx i s t and an t i - re 
vo lu t i onary p l an of act ion. 

I t is therefore obv ious enough that the a r gu 
ment of the modern revis ionists p re tend ing that 
the soc ia l -democrat ic part ies a re part ies of the 
wo r k i n g class, is a l together a false one. Hence, 
the i r s logan on «the need for un i t y of the w o r k i n g 
class» is demagogica l , a pretext to jus t i f y the i r 
un ion w i t h the «bourgeois part ies o f the w o r k i n g 
class». 

The worke r s ' movement in a lmost a l l the a d 
vanced capita l ist countr ies has been spl it. W h o is 
to b lame for this sp l i t? Who h inders the ach ieve
ment o f u n i t y o f act ion in the wo rke r s move
ment? The 1960 Moscow Dec la ra t ion points ou t 
that the or ig inators and promoters of this spl i t on 
a na t iona l and in te rna t iona l scale are «the r u l 
ing classes, the r ight w i n g leaders of socia l 
democracy and the react ionary leaders of the 
trade unions». Unde r these c ircumstances, in order 
to rea l i ze un i t y o f act ion in the wo r ke r s move 
ment, the revo lu t i onary Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s are gu id 
ed by the fo l l ow ing cons iderat ions: 

a) that un i t y of act ion m a y be at ta ined on l y 
in batt le w i t h spl itters, therefore they wage a re 
lentless and persistent w a r of p r inc ip le against the 
spl i t ters — the treacherous leaders of soc ia l -de
mocracy; 
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b) that a l l ef forts shou ld be concentrated to 
achieve un i t y of act ion at the base w i t h the w o r 
k i ng masses of the social ist part ies, that the wa t c h 
wo rd of the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t s for un i t y o f act ion 
cou ld and shou ld be: re l iance on the masses, a l l i 
ance w i t h the left ists, uncomprom i s i ng combat 
against the treacherous r i g h t -w i ng leaders w h o 
cause the sp l i t in o rde r to expose and isolate t h em; 

c) that by so l i c i t ing un i t y of ac t ion w i t h so
cialists, the commun i s t part ies shou ld cons ider 
this not as co l laborat ion between two po l i t i ca l 
part ies of the w o r k i n g class but as co l laborat ion 
between a p ro le ta r i an and non p ro le ta r i an pa r t y in 
order to ach ieve some specif ic object ives. In con
nect ion w i t h th is i t i s essent ia l to a lways keep in 
m i nd and s t r i c t l y observe Len in ' s teachings, who 
has more than once stressed w i t h force that i t i s 
essential that, when conc lud ing an a l l iance or ag 
reement w i t h o ther movements fo r this o r that 
quest ion or object ive, the r evo lu t i ona ry pa r t y of 
the w o r k i n g class w i l l ma i n t a i n i ts po l i t i ca l i nde 
pendence at every moment and in every s i tuat ion, 
so that i t m a y not lose s ight at a n y momen t of the 
basic interests of the w o r k i n g class in its f igh t to 
achieve its f i na l ob ject ive — the t r i umph of so
c ia l i sm and commun i sm . 

E v e r y depar tu re f r o m Ma rx i s t - L en i n i s t pos i 
tions br ings about as a consequence the a l ienat ion 
of the w o r k i n g class f r o m its revo lu t i ona ry l ine 
of act ion and its f a l l in to the m i r e of oppor tun i sm. 
Such is the at t i tude of the Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s to 
wards un i t y o f the wo rke r s movement . 
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But wha t stand do the mode rn revis ionists 
ma i n t a i n i n connect ion w i t h th is? They have not 
o n l y g iven up f i gh t ing the spl i t ters o f the wo rke r s ' 
movement — the r i gh t -w i ng leaders of soc ia l de
mocracy but, what ' s more, they are advocates of 
un i t y «at a l l costs» and «under a l l condi t ions» w i t h 
these t ra i torous spl i t ters. The rev is ion ists even r ise 
against a l l those who f ight against the r i g h t -w i ng 
leaders o f soc ia l -democracy a n d w h o expose the i r 
bet raya l , cons ider ing th is f igh t as «sectarian», 
«dogmatic», as «insolent» and «dangerous attack» 
and so on. 

B u t everybody knows that soc ia l -democrat ic 
leaders l i k e Spaak, G u y Mo l l e t and others, w i t h 
w h o m N. Kh ru sh chev and his fo l lowers conduct 
«hearty ta lks» a n d t r y to achieve un i t y «at a l l 
costs», are serv i tors and agents of the bourgeois ie, 
who have even been a n d cont inue to be at the 
head of bourgeois governments in m a n y capital ist 
countr ies. Therefore , u n i t y w i t h these t ra i to rs i s 
by no means a un i t y of the wo r ke r s movement , 
but an attempt at u n i t y between the w o r k i n g class 
and the bourgeois ie, fo r subject ion of the w o r k i n g 
class to the bourgeois ie, un i t y and co l laborat ion 
w i t h the react ionary bourgeois governments pre
tend ing to be «social ist». 

F o r m e r l y w h e n they had not yet revea led so 
open ly the i r t reacherous features, the mode rn r e v i 
s ionists used to c l a im they are opposed to the 
r i gh t -w i ng leaders of soc ia l -democracy, that no 
un i t y was possible w i t h t hem and so on, and they 
had even said a w o r d or two against them. N. 
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Khrushchev , f o r one, sa id at the 21st Congress of 
the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n that the 
cause of un i t y of the w o r k i n g class is h inde red 
by « imper ia l i s t react ionar ies a n d the i r lackeys in 
the wo r ke r s movement such as the an t i - commun i s t 
leaders of Soc ia l -democracy — G u y Mo l l e t and 
Spaak. We k n o w these leaders o f an t i - commun i sm 
by name a n d we do not re l y on them w h e n we 
speak of the un i t y of act ion of the w o r k i n g class». 
Whereas n o w i t i s the same Kh r u s h che v who con
ducts «hearty co l loquys» w i t h and sol ic its the co l 
laborat ion of such an t i - commun i s t leaders as G u y 
Mo l le t , Spaak, H . W i l s on and the i r i l k to ach ieve 
«un i ty o f the w o r k i n g class»! One of two th ings 
must have happened : e i ther G u y Mo l le t , Spaak 
and Co have ceased to be ant i - communis t s or N. 
Kh ru sh chev h imse l f has ceased to be a commun is t 
and makes common cause w i t h the leaders o f an t i -
commun i sm, serv i tors of the imper ia l i s t reac t iona
r ies! So f a r there is no s ign to prove the f i rst , 
wh i l e there are p l en ty of facts to prove the second. 

Regard less of the demagogica l s logans they 
make use of in order to w a y l a y the masses, the 
modern rev is ion ists are not on l y in f avo r o f 
«un i ty a t a l l costs» w i t h the soc ia l democrats i n 
c lud ing the i r t ra i torous leaders, bu t have gone 
even fur ther , express ing themselves w i l l i n g to co l 
laborate w i t h t h em «on an y basis». Thus , i n an a r 
t ic le appea r ing in the «Komun i s t» rev i ew o f t he 
Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov ie t U n i o n No . 3, 1960, 
we read : «Un i t y o f act ion w i t h the reformists , even 
w i t h the swo rn ones, on th is or that issue i s a lways 
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possible, p rov ided they rea l l y t r y to achieve any 
re form, be i t ever so smal l , f o r the benef i t of the 
wo r k i n g class, of the workers» . Whereas the lea
ders of the F r ench Commun i s t Pa r t y , on the basis 
of a reso lut ion of the p l enum of the Cen t r a l C o m 
mit tee du r i ng September 27 & 28, 1961 regard ing 
co l laborat ion w i t h the social ist and other part ies, 
have stated: «We on our part, are ready to co l la 
borate on any basis». (See the «Komun i s t» rev iew 
No. 3, 1962, p. 95). 

Thus, specu lat ing on the s logan «unity», the 
rev is ionists sacr i f i ce the pr inc ip les , l eve l off the 
d is t inct ion between communis t s and soc ia l -demo
crats, t r amp le upon and sacr i f ice the basic interests 
o f the w o r k i n g class. Th i s i s s h am un i ty , un i t y in 
favor of the bourgeois ie and the i r agents in the 
worke r s movement , w h i c h a ims at submi t t i ng the 
worke r s movement w h o l l y to bourgeois and re
formis t in f luence, at l i qu i da t i ng the revo lu t i ona ry 
sp i r i t and the revo lu t i onary pa r t y o f the w o r k i n g 
class. Th i s is h i gh treason to the cause of the 
wo r k i n g class and of soc ia l ism. 

A l l o f these th ings g ive r ise to an impor tan t 
conc lus ion: f u l l un i t y on sound basis o f the wo r 
kers movement can and w i l l be ach ieved th rough 
b i t te r combat not on ly w i t h the r i gh t -w ing leaders 
of soc ia l democracy but also w i t h the mode rn re
vis ionists, against the i r dangerous attempts to 
who l l y submi t the wo rke r s ' movement to the 
poisonous and counter - revo lu t ionary in f luence of 
socia l democracy and of its treacherous r i gh t -w i ng 
leaders. 
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Liquidation of Communist Parties — the 
Goal of the Modern Revisionists 

Facts go to p rove that the hue and c ry the 
mode rn rev is ion ists are ra i s ing about «un i ty» of 
the wo r ke r s movement , is no th i ng but a b luf f , a 
demagogica l maneuve r to cover the i r t racks. Whe re 
as the i r t rue object ive is to cause the degenera
t ion of the commun is t part ies in to part ies of the 
soc ia l -democrat ic type, to j o i n w i t h the socia l-de
mocrats unde r «any condi t ion» and on «any basis» 
and then to l i qu ida te the commun is t part ies, to 
ama lgamate t hem w i t h the soc ia l -democrat ic part ies 

The soc ia l -democrat ic leaders, who cannot 
p lead ignorance of these attempts and in tent ions of 
the rev is ion is ts , have de f ined the i r s tand and the i r 
tactics towards them in compl iance w i t h this. The 
soc ia l -democrat ic leaders pursue the same two- fo ld 
tactics towards the rev is ion ists as the A m e r i c a n i m 
per ia l ists and the T i to i te c l ique do. 

On the one hand, they s ing praises to them for 
the i r rev is ion is t l i ne o f act ion, back t hem up and en 
courage them as al l ies in the i r bet raya l , inc i te them 
against M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and against a l l those 
that s tand l oya l to it. To meet the rev is ionists ha l f 
w a y and to t h r ow dust in the eyes of the masses, 
cer ta in soc ia l -democrat ic leaders, have, especia l ly 
of late, s tarted to speak in terms s im i l a r to those 
of the rev is ion ists and to make statements in 
favor of peace, peacefu l coexistence and d i sa rma
ment, they have somewhat changed the i r a t t i tude 
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towards the Sov ie t U n i o n and towards the c om
munists in the i r countr ies, and so on. Th i s has, of 
course, no th ing to do w i t h any rea l , pos i t ive, bas ic 
change of the socia l democrats, but a mere change 
of at t i tude towards the revisionists f o r the above 
reasons. It is exac t l y th is k i n d of «change» that the 
revis ionists t ry , in a demagogica l way , to h o l d out 
as «an i nc l i na t i on to the left» of the soc ia l -demo
crats, in o rde r to jus t i f y the i r t rans i t ion to the 
r ight, to jus t i f y the i r o w n l i ne o f approach and 
co l laborat ion w i t h them. 

On the other hand the soc ia l -democrat ic l ea 
ders ma in ta i n a « s u p e r i o r » and «haughty» a t 
t i tude towards the serv i le requests and appeals of 
the revis ionists fo r approach and co l laborat ion and 
demand more and more concessions. A n d wha t 
do the socia l-democrats demand? 

In the ideo log ica l f i e ld they demand that the 
revis ionists g ive up fo r good the bas ic p r inc ip les 
of Ma r x i sm - Len i n i sm , the idea of the d ic tatorsh ip 
of the pro letar iat , the ro le of leadersh ip of the 
communis t party , p ro le ta r i an in te rna t iona l i sm, and 
so on, not on l y in essence but also fo rma l l y . 

In the f i e ld of pol i t ics, they demand « fur ther 
democrat ic guarantees», to le ra t ion of m a n y part ies, 
consequent ly of bourgeois part ies as we l l , and the 
d i s t r ibu t ion o f powe r among them in social ist s ta 
tes, a change in the e lectora l system to a l l ow l is ts 
o f candidates i n c lud ing ant i -soc ia l is t e lements in 
them, etc. They demand in other words «the l ibe
ra l izat ion» of the social ist reg ime a n d i ts t rans fo r 
mat ion into an o r d i na r y bourgeois democracy. 
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In the economic f i e ld they demand abo l i t ion 
of the cooperat ive system in the countrys ide, 
of the «old forms» of o rgan i za t ion and management 
of economy, in o rde r to proceed towards a l ignment 
and «w ide and a l l - r ound co l laborat ion» of the so
cia l ist countr ies w i t h the capi ta l is t countr ies and 
so on . 

In the f i e ld of i n te rna t i ona l re la t ions they de
mand fu r t he r and b igger concessions towards the 
imper ia l i s ts in the name of «preserv ing peace», re
nunc ia t i on o f suppor t f o r the revo lu t i ona ry and n a 
t iona l - l i bera t ion movements and even the sacr i f ice 
of the G e r m a n Democra t i c Repub l i c as a cond i t ion 
of es tab l i sh ing peace in Europe. 

Su ch are the demands put f o rwa rd , fo r i n 
stance, by Spaak, G u y Mo l l e t and other socia l-de
mocrat i c leaders. These demands are as s im i l a r as 
two drops of wa t e r to those made to the rev is io
nists by the imper ia l i s ts , pa r t i cu l a r l y the Ame r i c a n 
imper ia l i s t s t h rough E isenhower , Dul les . Kennedy . 
Johnson and others. 

The soc ia l -democrat ic leaders are conv inced 
that the rev is ion ists w i l l cont inue to make fu r ther 
concessions, fo r th is is an inev i tab le consequence 
of the t ra i torous l ine w h i c h the rev is ion ists pur 
sue. A n d facts go to p rove more c lear l y as days 
go by that they are not m i s taken in the i r ca lcu la
tions. In fact, hav i ng embarked on the road of 
degenerat ing the commun is t part ies i n to socia l-de
mocrat ic par t ies headed by them, the revis ionists 
are now a t tempt ing to make the next move — 
to complete fus ion w i t h the soc ia l -democrat ic 
part ies. 
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At the top of these efforts stands the rev i s io 
nist «troika» — N. Kh rushchev ' s group, T i to ' s 
c l ique and the rev is ion is t leadersh ip of the I ta l i an 
Commun i s t P a r t y w i t h P . Tog l i a t i in the lead. A 
l i v i ng examp le o f h ow to proceed a long th is t r ea 
cherous road is that of the leaders of the I ta l i an 
Commun i s t Pa r t y . P . Tog l i a t i and other rev is ion is t 
leaders have imposed on the I ta l i an Commun i s t 
P a r t y a l ine w h i c h is oppor tun is t and re fo rmis t 
f r om top to bot tom, a l ine that f l ag ran t l y deviates 
f r om the teachings and basic pr inc ip les o f M a r 
x i sm-Len in i sm, a l i ne w h i c h has rep laced the class 
struggle, the revo lu t ion and the d ic tatorsh ip of the 
pro letar iat w i t h the so-cal led «I ta l ian Road to Soc i a l 
ism» th rough «Structura l re forms» w i t h i n the f r a 
mework of «bourgeois democracy», of the bourgeois 
state «above classes», of the bourgeois const i tut ion. 
A n d this i s not a l l . P roceed ing a long the i r an t i -
Ma r x i s t road, P . Tog l i a t i and o ther rev is ion is t 
leaders of the I ta l ian Commun i s t P a r t y have l ong 
been t rumpet ing abroad the ind i spensab i l i t y of 
chang ing the «character, funct ions and o rgan i za 
t ional structure» of the i r party, a l leged ly to f i t the 
ma jo r po l i t i ca l exigencies l y i ng before i t and the 
«transformat ions that have taken and are t a k i ng 
place in the economic, soc ia l and po l i t i ca l s t ructure 
of the country» -«with the prob lems of the st ruggle 
for soc ia l i sm in the advanced capi ta l is t countr ies» 
and so fo r th and so on . 

Jus t in wha t d i rec t ion these changes w i l l be 
made and wha t the i r object ive is, i s made clear 
by the «Document of the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee of the 
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I ta l ian C o m m u n i s t P a r t y fo r the na t iona l confe
rence on organ izat ion» pub l i shed in the newspaper 
«Un i ta» dated J a n u a r y 9, 1964. In th is document 
we read : «The essent ia l ex igency i s to look fo r and 
adopt a system of new contacts and connect ions 
among a l l forces w h i c h accept a socia l ist po l i cy 
and fu ture» in perspect ive so that «the separat ion 
ex i s t ing among the var ious organ izat ions o f the 
w o r k i n g class may be o rgan i ca l l y overcome and the 
basis f o r a s ingle pa r t y m a y be la id». It is even 
sa id that in the l igh t o f the struggle against mono
pol ist deve lopment o f the count ry and in o rder to 
d irect the la t te r t owa rd social ist development, we 
shou ld look in to the «prob lem of the re la t ion and 
d ia logue w i t h the po l i t i ca l , democrat i c catho l i c m o 
vement, w h i c h i s the other ma jo r force, whose sup
port is essent ia l in bu i l d i ng a new society in I ta ly». 

These theses of the leadersh ip of the I ta l ian 
Commun i s t P a r t y are the cont inuat ion and fu r the r 
concret i zat ion of the oppor tun is t v iews expressed 
long ago by P. Tog l i a t i . At the meet ing of the C e n 
t ra l Commi t tee o f the I ta l i an Commun i s t P a r t y on 
June 24, 1956 Tog l i a t i sa id : «We can detect, as a 
mat te r of fact, a d r i f t towards soc ia l ism, a more 
or less c lear t r end towards economic re forms and 
t rans format ions of the socia l ist type even in coun 
tr ies whe re the commun i s t part ies f a r f r o m t a k i ng 
part in the government , are not even a ma jo r force 
a t t i m e s . . . Th i s s i tuat ion exists today and assu
mes spec ia l s ign i f i cance in those regions of the 
wo r l d w h i c h have been emanc ipated f r o m colo
n i a l i sm on l y recent ly. B u t also in ve ry advanced 
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cap i ta l i s t countr ies i t m a y happen that the w o r k i n g 
class, in i ts ma jo r i t y , may vote fo r a n on - c ommu 
nist pa r ty and i t cannot be exc luded that in such 
countr ies even non-commun i s t par t ies based on the 
w o r k i n g class, m a y express the urge coming f r o m 
the w o r k i n g class fo r a d r i f t towards soc ia l i sm. 
E v e n where commun i s t part ies ex is t and are strong, 
there m a y ex is t s ide by s ide w i t h t hem other 
part ies w h i c h m a y have the i r basis i n the wo r k 
i n g class and a social ist p rog ram. The tendency to 
b r i ng about rad i ca l economic changes in a d i rec t ion 
wh i ch , in genera l i s that o f soc ia l ism, m a n y a f te r 
a l l come also f r o m organ izat ions and movements 
wh i c h do not ca l l themselves social ist». 

Wha t i s n ew in the latest document o f the 
Cen t r a l Commi t t ee o f the I ta l i an Commun i s t P a r t y 
fo r the conference on the o rgan i za t ion of the party , 
l ies in the fact that at tempts are be ing made to 
pass f r o m pseudo-theoret ica l considerat ions to p rac 
t ica l steps to set up the so-cal led «single o rgan i za 
t ion o f the w o r k i n g class», in o ther words the l i q u i 
dat ion of the commun i s t pa r t y as the revo lu t i ona ry 
and independent vangua rd o f the w o r k i n g class. 

We have a l r eady had the occas ion to po int out 
that these v iews of the leaders of the I ta l i an C o m 
mun i s t P a r t y are not a t a l l o r ig ina l , but en t i re l y 
the same as those of the T i to i te renegates sanct io
ned in the p r og r am o f the Jugos lav Commun i s t 
League and a l ready condemned unan imous l y by the 
in te rna t iona l commun is t movement as p ro found l y 
an t i -Marx i s t . I t i s in th is rev is ion is t p r og r am that 
we read : «The v i ew that commun is t part ies o w n 
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a monopo l y in eve ry l i ne of deve lopment towards 
soc ia l i sm, and that soc ia l i sm is expressed by them 
and th rough them, i s theoret i ca l l y incorrect and 
prac t i ca l l y v e r y ha rmfu l» . We read there f u r t he r : 
«The Yugos l av Commun i s t League considers i t 
dogmat ic to c l a im the absolute monopo l y of the 
commun is t pa r t y over the po l i t i ca l powe r as a 
un i ve r sa l and pe rpe tua l p r i nc ip l e o f the d ic tator
sh ip of the pro le tar ia t a n d of social ist construct ion». 

The un i t y o f v iews o f the I ta l i an Commun i s t 
P a r t y leaders w i t h those o f the T i to i te c l ique 
extends not on l y to this, bu t to the i r ent i re l ine of 
act ion. Th i s rev is ion is t u n i t y was c lear ly expres
sed in the jo in t T i to -Tog l i a t i c ommun ique s igned 
in Be lg rade on J a nua r y 21 of th is year, as w e l l 
as in a l ead ing ar t i c le by Tog l i a t i on h is r e tu rn 
f r o m a v i s i t to Jugos l av i a . 

D u r i n g th is encounter i n Jugos l av i a Tog l i a t i 
and T i to d i d not keep i t a secret that they ta l ked 
about coo rd ina t i ng the i r jo in t ac t i v i t y i n spread ing 
the t r i u m p h of the «new pos i t ive course» in the 
commun is t movement , espec ia l ly i n Europe, and i n 
overcoming the obstacles in the w a y o f the un i t y 
o f the wo r ke r s and commun i s t movement on the 
basis of th is course. These ta lks po in ted ou t aga in 
the «specia l role» w h i c h the leaders of the I ta l i an 
Commun i s t P a r t y have ass igned to themselves in 
the commun i s t and wo r ke r s movement i n Weste rn 
Eu rope (let us reca l l the theory of «po lycentra l i za-
t ion», imp l y i ng , of course, that one of the p r i n c i 
pa l and most «attract ive» centers of d i rec t ion 
wou l d ce r ta in l y be the I ta l i an Commun i s t P a r t y 
w i t h Tog l i a t i a t the head!). 
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To achieve the i r end — the t r i umph of the 
«new course», the degenerat ion of the commun i s t 
part ies, the rev is ion ists w i t h N. Kh r u sh chev at the 
head, must needs, f i rs t and foremost, break, sub
due and set mov i n g towards degenerat ion not on ly 
the I ta l ian Commun i s t P a r t y w h i c h Tog l i a t i h i m 
self is zea lous ly t r y i ng to do, bu t a lso the F r en ch 
Commun i s t Par ty , as two ma jo r part ies in Wes te rn 
Europe. I t is prec ise ly fo r this reason that the «Tro -
j an T ro i ka» — N. Kh rushchev ' s group, T i to 's c l ique 
and the rev is ion is t leaders of the I ta l i an Commun i s t 
P a r t y — are exer t ing s t rong and a l l - r ound pres
sure on the F r ench Commun i s t P a r t y to compe l i t 
to g ive up fo r good the Len in i s t revo lu t i onary 
pr inc ip les. D a i l y pressure is also be ing exer ted on 
the F r en ch Commun i s t P a r t y by the r i gh t -w ing 
social ist leaders under G u y Mo l l e t as w e l l as by 
the var ious rev is ion is t e lements in the ranks of 
the F r ench Commun i s t P a r t y i tsel f l i k e R a imond 
Gouyo t and others. 

The F r en ch Commun i s t P a r t y i s a pa r t y w i t h 
revo lu t ionary t rad i t ions. I t has f o rme r l y made 
va luab le cont r ibu t ion to the struggle against 
va r ious an t i -Ma rx i s t t rends r ang ing f r o m the r igh t -
w i n g social ists l i ke Leon B l u m and G u y Mo l l e t 
to T i to 's c l ique of renegades. N o w this c r i t i c i sm 
seems to have been suppressed e i ther as a resul t 
of obedience to the «conductor 's baton» or by the 
pressure on the par t o f rev is ion is t e lements w h o 
are bent on lead ing the F r ench Commun i s t P a r t y 
towards the ing lor ious road of submiss ion to an t i -
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Ma r x i s t degenerat ion, to the l ine against w h i c h i t 
fought. 

Le t us take, f o r instance, the lattest document 
of the leadersh ip of the F r en ch Commun i s t P a r t y — 
the dra f t reso lut ion fo r the 17th Congress of the 
Pa r t y w h i c h w i l l be he ld in M a y this year. I t i s 
sa id there in that fo r the sake of un i t y and co l la 
borat ion w i t h the social ist party , the F r en ch C o m 
mun i s t P a r t y has done much and is w i l l i n g to do 
more, to smooth the «obstacles» in the w a y of this 
co l laborat ion, that «it has g i ven up the idea of a 
s ingle pa r t y as an essent ia l cond i t ion fo r t rans i t i on 
to soc ia l i sm. Th i s idea uphe ld by S t a l i n const i tu
ted an abus ive genera l i za t ion of the speci f ic c i r 
cumstances unde r w h i c h the October Revo lu t i on 
came about. L a t e r exper ience has p roven that 
c ommon object ives of the part ies represent ing the 
w o r k i n g class of the cit ies and of the countrys ide, 
lead to an ever deeper un i t y fo r t rans i t i on to so
c ia l i sm, fo r bu i l d i ng social ist society». 

Here we come across a new ma jo r concession 
o f p r inc ip le w h i c h the F r en ch Commun i s t P a r t y 
is m a k i n g to the soc ia l -democrats. Th r ough this 
ve r y serious step the F r en ch rev is ion ists are jeopar
d iz ing the ve r y existence of the Commun i s t Par ty , 
they are proceed ing towards i ts l i qu ida t ion , to
wards its complete fus ion w i t h G u y Mo l l e t ' s So 
cia l ist Pa r t y . Th i s i s another clear p roof o f w h i t h 
er the mode rn rev is ion ists are l ead ing the c o m m u 
nist part ies. No wonde r the b i g bourgeois newspa 
per «Le Monde» greets this statement w i t h these 
words : «The Commun i s t P a r t y f i r m l y rejects the 
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idea o f the s ing le party». No mat ter h ow ha r d t h e y 
may t r y to jus t i f y th is step, h ow ha rd they m a y 
t r y to s lander against S ta l in , the rev is ion is ts of 
the F rench Commun i s t P a r t y w i l l not succeed in 
cover ing up the i r betraya l , the plot they are ha t ch 
ing up to cause the degenerat ion of the F r en ch 
Commun i s t P a r t y into a socia l democrat ic one. 

J . V . S ta l i n , l i k e a l l consistent M a r x i s t - L e n i 
nists, has never denied the poss ib i l i ty of co l labo
rat ion w i t h other part ies in t a k i ng over the re ins 
o f state and bu i l d i ng soc ia l ism. He has never un i ve r 
sal ized the special h i s tor i ca l c i rcumstances w h i c h 
determined the existence of a s ingle pa r t y in the 
Sov iet Un i on . I t i s an ind i sputab le fact that i t was 
precisely in Sta l in 's t ime that the commun i s t p a r 
ties in var ious countr ies o f Eu rope and As i a , c o l 
laborated fo r the f i r s t t ime w i t h other part ies, bo th 
du r i ng the revo lu t i on in o rder to ascend to power, 
as we l l as after the assumpt ion of power, du r i ng 
the construct ion of soc ia l ism. B u t i t i s c lear in the 
documents both of the leadersh ip of the I ta l i an 
Commun i s t P a r t y and o f the F r en ch Commun i s t 
Par ty , the quest ion is not whether the commun is t 
par ty may o r may not co l laborate w i t h o ther pa r 
ties du r ing the social ist revo lu t ion and du r i ng the 
construct ion of soc ia l ism. The quest ion here is that 
fo r the sake of this co l laborat ion these documents 
erase a l l d is t inct ion between the commun is t part ies 
and other part ies, they deny in fact the necessity 
of the lead ing ro le of the commun is t pa r t y a rmed 
w i t h the theory o f Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm . 

J . V . S ta l i n however uphe ld just this idea, the 
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idea of the lead ing role of the commun i s t par ty , an 
idea w h i c h is not S ta l in ' s alone, but a bas ic teaching 
o f M a r x , Enge ls and L e n i n emana t i ng f r o m the h is 
tor ic m iss ion of the w o r k i n g class and f r o m its 
Ma r x i s t - Len i n i s t ideo logy w h i c h is the sole ideology 
of sc ient i f i c soc ia l i sm. Th i s is c lear ly emphas ized 
also in the 1957 Moscow Dec la ra t i on in w h i c h we 
read : «the leadersh ip of the masses by the w o r k i n g 
class, whose nuc leus is the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t par ty , 
du r i ng the accompl i shment of the revo lu t ion in this 
or o ther f o rm, du r i n g the estab l i shment of the 
d ic ta torsh ip in th is or o ther fo rm» i s the genera l 
l aw o f t rans i t i on f r om cap i ta l i sm to soc ia l ism. 

T ime was w h e n the leaders o f the F r ench 
Commun i s t P a r t y b i t t e r l y cr i t ic ised the leaders o f 
the I ta l i an Commun i s t P a r t y because the lat ter 
p laced the commun is t p a r t y on the same leve l w i t h 
the other so-ca l led «workers part ies», advanced the 
necessity of the ex is tence of many part ies under 
soc ia l i sm and den ied the ind i spensab i l i t y of the 
lead ing ro le o f the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t par ty . Deba t ing 
on these v i ews of P. Tog l i a t i & Co, the o rgan of 
the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee o f the F r en ch Commun i s t 
Par ty , «Cah ie r de Commun i sme» pub l i shed in i ts 
J a nua r y 1957 issue an art ic le by the present m e m 
ber o f the Po l i t i c a l B u r e a u o f the F r en ch C o m m u 
n is t Pa r t y , R. G o r a d under the t i t l e : «In connect ion 
w i t h «the I ta l i an Road to socia l ism» po inted out 
that the den ia l o f the rad i ca l d i s t inc t ion between 
the commun is t pa r t y and o ther so-ca l led «workers» 
part ies permeated w i t h the ideo logy of other clas
ses, wh i ch , therefore, cannot f u l l y represent the 
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t rue present and fu tu re interests o f the w o r k i n g 
class, means, in fact, to p lace the commun is t pa r t y 
on a leve l w i t h non-pro le ta r ian part ies, to deny that 
«there is on ly one sc ient i f ic soc ia l i sm wh i c h c lear ly 
determines the h is tor ic ro le of the w o r k i n g class, 
the tactics and the strategy, w h i c h enables i t to 
ca r ry out its miss ion» and «to admi t the poss ib i l i ty 
of a re formis t 'way ' to soc ia l i sm p laced on a l eve l 
w i t h the revo lu t i ona ry way». «Cah ie r de C o m m u -
nisme» at the t ime l i kew ise stressed that th is 
means to s l ip in to pos i t ions of K a r d e l j and o ther 
Jugos lav leaders, who have proc la imed the S can 
d inav i an soc ia l -democrat ic w a y as one of the pos
sible fo rms towards soc ia l i sm thus eras ing the r ad i 
ca l d is t inct ion between sc ient i f ic social ist ideo logy 
and socia l -democrat ic ideo logy wh i c h preaches re 
conc i l ia t ion, class co l laborat ion and peacefu l in te
grat ion, in other words , denunc ia t ion of social ist 
a ims. 

To deny the thesis on the role of leadersh ip 
of the communis t pa r t y as an essent ia l cond i t ion 
of the t rans i t ion to soc ia l ism, to place the c o m 
mun is t pa r ty apart f r o m other «workers», «socia
l ist» part ies, as the mode rn rev is ion ists do, means 
to sever a l l connect ions w i t h t rue sc ient i f ic soc ia
l i sm and t rue social ist ideology, i t means to r enoun 
ce the pr inc ip les and p rog ram of the commun is t 
pa r ty and to j o i n and fuse w i t h the soc ia l -democra
t ic part ies on the basis of the i r an t i -Ma r x i s t p ro 
g ram. A n d that's exact ly wha t the revis ionists are 
doing. 

There was a t ime when the F r ench Commun i s t 
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Pa r t y d i d not agree w i t h the treacherous, t h rough 
ly rev is ion ist l i ne o f the I ta l i an Commun i s t P a r t y 
leaders w i t h P . Tog l i a t i in the lead. A r e there today 
any divergences between the F r en ch Commun i s t 
P a r t y and the rev is ion is t leaders o f the I ta l i an C o m 
mun i s t P a r t y ? I f there are, then w h y do they keep 
s i lent about i t ? W h y d i d the F r en ch Commun i s t 
P a r t y f i n d i t so easy to at tack the Commun i s t P a r t y 
o f Ch i n a and the P a r t y o f L a b o r o f A l b a n i a and 
keep s i lent towards the I ta l i an rev is ion is ts? I f there 
are none then w h y doesn't i t say open ly that i t i s 
d 'accord w i t h them and that i t had been mis taken 
before? Or is i t because «the conductor 's baton» 
beats that tune? 

To keep si lent, to shut y ou r eyes to the t r ea 
cherous l ine and behav io r of the rev is ionists — such 
an at t i tude i s not on l y an t i -Ma r x i s t but also d a n 
gerous. It causes ser ious damage not on l y to the 
I ta l i an Commun i s t Pa r t y , w h i c h must be he lped 
to see whe re Tog l ia t i ' s rev i s ion i sm is lead ing i t to, 
but also to the F r en ch Commun i s t P a r t y itself, to 
the ent i re commun is t movement . The revo lu t ionary 
Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s are ser ious ly a la rmed at the cata
strophe threaten ing the commun is t and worke r s 
part ies. They can no r shou ld not keep the i r si lence 
when a g roup of t ra i tors t r y to lead the commun is t 
part ies l i ke the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov iet 
Un i on , the I ta l i an Commun i s t Pa r t y , the F r ench 
Commun i s t P a r t y and others i n to the abyss, but 
they shou ld ra ise the i r voice to he lp the genuine 
communis ts , members of these part ies, to see the 
danger c lear ly , to unde rs tand whe re the i r present 
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revis ionist leadersh ip is lead ing them to, before i t is 
too late. 

There was a t ime w h e n the commun is t part ies 
of F rance and I ta ly we re set up at the Congresses 
of Tours and Leghorn , as revo lu t i ona ry p ro le ta r ian 
part ies of the new type, detach ing themselves f r o m 
the social ist part ies of that t ime w h i c h had be t ra 
yed the interests of the w o r k i n g class and of soc ia l 
ism, and sever ing a l l connect ions w i t h the oppor 
tunists and reformists of the I Ind In te rna t iona l 
adopt ing the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t condi t ions and p r o 
g r am o f the commun is t In ternat iona l . N o w we are 
wi tness ing a reverse process. The l ine of demar 
cat ion set at the Tou r s and Legho rn Congresses is 
being w i ped out. T h e attempts o f the mode rn re 
v is ionists to jo in up and fuse w i t h those they had 
detached themselves f r o m — the treacherous so
c ia l -democrat ic leaders — by mak i ng to them re
peated concessions, by renounc ing the revo lu t i ona 
ry pr inc ip les o f Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , are becoming 
more and more evident. Tha t i s w h y the revo lu t io 
na ry communis ts of I ta ly and of Franco, as we l l 
as those of o ther countr ies, who are be ing th rea 
tened by the danger of rev i s ion i sm, shou ld rise up 
against these renegades. Th i s is the on ly correct 
course to pursue. The attacks w h i c h the rev is ion ist 
' t ro ika ' under N . Kh rushchev ' s leadership, are l a un 
ch ing against the commun is t and wo r ke r s part ies, 
are ve ry much l i ke the treacherous acts of the so
c ia l democrats o f the I Ind Internat iona l . That ' s w h y 
the Ma rx i s t s shou ld d r aw lessons f r om history, 
should pursue the revo lu t i ona ry ways of f o rmer 
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days in defense o f the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t par ty , i n 
defense of the revo lu t ion . 

On the eve of its 17th Congress the F r en ch 
Commun i s t P a r t y f inds i tsel f on the horns o f a d i 
l e m m a : w i l l i t cont inue to g ive b l i n d obedience to 
the 'conductor 's baton a n d a l l ow the rev is ion is t 
g roup in the leadersh ip to p lunge i t de f in i te l y on 
the w a y o f bet raya l , o r w i l l i t b reak the conductor 's 
baton, correct its mis take, and re tu rn to the heroic 
r evo lu t i ona ry r oad o f M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m ? 

M a n y leaders o f the F r en ch Commun i s t P a r t y 
have hu r l ed inso lent wo rds and made impudent 
charges against the P a r t y o f L abou r o f A l b a n i a and 
i ts leadersh ip . Th i s we w i l l not forget. Even tua l l y , 
i f not today, tomor row, every th ing w i l l be sett led 
in a M a r x i s t way . We are cer ta in that those who 
have acted in th is manne r w i l l eventua l l y b lush 
w i t h shame. We are not indebted to the F r ench 
Commun i s t Pa r t y . Its leaders are indebted to the 
P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b an i a . Neverthe les, we s ince
re l y c a l l on the F r en ch Commun i s t P a r t y to t u rn 
to the w a y of revo lu t ion , to the t rue M a r x i s t - L e n i 
nist way , before i t is too late, fo r the good of the 
F r ench people, o f the F r en ch pro le tar ia t a n d of the 
in te rna t i ona l pro le tar ia t . There is its place. Those 
who correct the i r mis takes c ommand the respect 
of others and enjoy the suppor t of the communis ts 
and of a l l the progress ive people o f the wor l d , wh i l e 
the t ra i tors are loathed by everybody. They are 
looked down upon and merc i less ly fought by a l l 
as in the case of Kh rushchev ' s group, T i to , Tog l i a t i 
a n d the i r l o ya l companions, against a l l the modern 
rev is ion is ts . 
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A STOP SHOULD BE PUT TO THE 
TREACHEROUS ACTS OF THE REVISIONISTS; 

THE COMMUNIST PARTIES SHOULD BE 
PROTECTED! 

Th rough the i r po l i t i ca l course and th rough a l l 
the i r p rac t i ca l ac t iv i ty , the mode rn rev is ionists , 
w i t h t ra i to r Kh ru shchev in the lead, have created 
a grave s i tuat ion in many commun is t part ies and 
in the in te rna t iona l commun is t and wo rke r s mo 
vement. They have wrecked the i n t e rna l un i t y o f 
certa in part ies in pa r t i cu la r and of the movement 
in general , and are proceed ing posthaste towards 
socia l-democrat ic degenerat ion of the commun i s t 
parties, are t r y i ng to lead the who l e w o r l d c o m m u 
nist movement onto an opportun is t and t ra i torous 
path. Th i s reminds one of that per iod when as a 
result of the dev ia t ion of the i r leaders, the part ies 
of the I Ind In ternat iona l s t rayed away f r om the 
revo lu t ionary path, renounced ma rx i sm , p lunged 
def in i te ly in to the m i r e o f oppo r tun i sm and re for 
mism, degenerated in to «bourgeois part ies of the 
wo r k i ng class». 

The bet raya l of the part ies of the I Ind Inter 
nat iona l wh i c h was expressed c lear ly especia l ly 
du r i ng the F i r s t W o r l d War , when they crossed 
over open ly to the soc ia l -chauv in is t i c camp, met — 
and i t cou ld not he lp meet — w i t h the f i r m resis
tance o f the revo lu t i ona ry communis t s w i t h L e n i n 
at the head. The latter, though in the m inor i t y , 
express ing the t rue fundamenta l interests of the 
wo r k i n g class, of the l abor ing masses waged a 
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b i t te r st ruggle of p r inc ip le fo r years on end to 
unmask the t ra i torous leaders of the I Ind In te rna
t iona l , to expose the oppo r tun i sm a n d r e f o rm i sm 
of the part ies of th is Internat iona l , in defence of 
p ro le ta r i an i n te rna t i ona l i sm a n d M a r x i s m , fo r the 
purpose of set t ing up new revo lu t i ona ry part ies of 
the w o r k i n g class. «It i s impossib le», V. I . L e n i n 
wro te at that t ime, «to ca r r y out the tasks of 
soc ia l i sm at the present, i t is imposs ib le to achieve 
t rue in te rnat iona l i s t un i t y of workers , w i thou t a 
tho rough b reak w i t h oppor tun i sm, w i thou t e xp l a i n 
ing to the masses the i nev i t ab i l i t y of its fa i lure». 
Speak ing o f th is st ruggle o f Len i n , J . V . S t a l i n has 
w r i t t e n : «Every bo lshev ik , i f he or she is a rea l b o l 
shev ik knows that L e n i n pursued the l ine o f sepa
rat ion, o f b r eak i ng w i t h the opportun is ts in the 
Soc ia l -Democra t i c P a r t y o f Russ ia , as w e l l as in 
the I Ind Internat iona l , espec ia l ly in the G e r m a n 
soc ia l -democracy, long before the war , a pp r o x ima 
te ly beg inn ing w i t h 1903 & 1904 when the Bo l she
v ik g roup was f o rmed in Russ ia and when lef t is t 
e lements appeared fo r the f i r s t t ime in G e r m a n 
Soc ia l Democracy». (S ta l in : Works , A l b a n i a n ed i 
t ion, vo l . 13, p. 83). 

Th i s f i r m struggle o f p r i nc ip l e by L e n i n and 
other r evo lu t i ona ry communis ts to smash the 
opportun is ts and t ra i tors o f the I Ind In te rnat iona l 
ideo log ica l ly and po l i t i ca l l y , l ed to fu r the r ma jo r 
v i c tor ies o f M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and o f the w o r l d re 
vo lu t i ona ry movement , i t was c rowned w i t h the 
t r i umph o f the G rea t October Soc ia l i s t Revo lu t i on 
in Russ ia , w i t h the sett ing up o f new revo lu t i ona ry 
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part ies o f the new type, and w i t h the f a i l u re o f the 
I Ind In ternat iona l and i ts rep lacement by the I I I rd 
Commun i s t In ternat iona l . 

Today too the be t raya l o f the mode rn rev i s io 
nists, who have depar ted fo r good f r om M a r x i s m - L e -
n ism, f r o m the pr inc ip les o f the revo lu t i ona ry p r o 
le tar ian pa r t y and f r o m the v i t a l interests o f the 
revo lu t i onary pro letar ia t and of the broad masses 
of workers , has met — and cou ld not he lp meet — 
w i t h the f i r m resistance and struggle o f p r inc ip le o f 
the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t par t ies and o f r evo lu t i ona ry 
communis ts . Th i s is a bat t le of ma j o r h i s to r i ca l s i 
gnif icance, a batt le w h i c h concerns the fu tu re of 
the w o r l d revo lu t i ona ry a n d l i be ra t ion movement , 
a batt le in defense of Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , against 
rev i s ion ism, in defense of p ro le ta r i an in te rnat io 
na l i sm against na t i ona l i sm and chauv in i sm, i n de
fense of the social ist o rde r against l i be ra l bourgeois 
degeneracy, in defense o f the revo lu t i ona ry c om
munis t part ies against soc ia l -democrat ic degene
rat ion, in defense o f the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t un i t y o f 
the commun i s t part ies, o f the in te rna t i ona l c o m 
mun i s t movement and of the social ist camp, against 
rev is ion ist spl i t ters. 

Jus t as the classic wr i t e r s of M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m 
and the exper ience of the commun i s t mo 
vement teaches us, the on l y r i gh t w a y to res
pond to the chal lenge of the rev is ion ists is to mus 
ter a l l the efforts of the Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s fo r a de 
termined uncompromis i ng s t rugg le aga inst the re 
v is ionist renegates. The b lows and pressures of 
the revis ionists, fo re ign a n d in te rna l , cannot be 
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warded off by pu r su i ng a vac i l l a t i ng centr ist l ine , 
nor by p reoccupy ing ourselves w i t h ma i n t a i n i ng a 
false and f o rma l u n i t y a lone. The pa r t y cannot be 
rescued by sobs a n d sighs no r shou ld i t be sac r i 
f i ced fo r the sake of sav ing the «prest ige» of a n y 
one, at a t ime w h e n th is «prestige» is be ing un s c r u 
pu lous ly u t i l i zed to b u r y the great cause of the 
w o r k i n g class and o f soc ia l i sm. 

N. Kh ru shchev ' s group has l ed the leaders of 
many commun i s t par t ies in to a b l i n d al ley. He has 
urged them to ignore the r evo lu t i ona ry past of the 
Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n and o f the i r 
o w n part ies, t h rough fa l se s landers against S ta l i n , 
he has put the o ld r evo lu t i ona ry leaders w h o have 
a b r i l l i an t past to the i r credit, in an embar rass ing 
pos i t ion. M a n y of t hem fe l l a v i c t im to K h r u s h 
chev's l i ne of peace and coexistence, wh i ch has 
now been c lear ly p r oved to be an an t i - Len in i s t l ine, 
a l ine of get t ing closer to and co l labora t ing w i t h 
the enemies of peace and of soc ia l i sm — the i m 
per ia l ists. T he t rag ic th ing about some of them is 
that a l though they have got w i se to a numbe r of 
things, a l though they see that the l ine of N. K h r u 
shchev's g roup is a rev is ion is t l i ne f raught w i t h 
errors, nevertheless they do not f i nd enough M a r 
x ist courage to te l l themse lves: H a l t ! T h e y do not 
conduct themselves towards th is mat te r as i t bef i ts 
them, as revo lu t i ona ry Marx i s t - Len in i s t s . They t r y 
to save the pa r t y in the rev is ion is t l i ne wh i c h i s 
mo r t a l to it. They t r y feeb ly to jus t i f y th is road, 
o f w h i c h they nu r t u r e doubts and are not in com
plete agreement, somet imes even t a l k i ng in na r r ow 
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c irc les about di f ferences they have w i t h N . K h r u s h 
chev. Bu t that's a l l they do, they go no fur ther , 
they do not take heart and b r i ng these matters up 
for discussion in the i r part ies in a M a r x i s t - L e n i n 
ist way . They agree to t ak i ng up and d iscuss ing 
mater ia ls sent to them by N. Kh rushchev , but they 
are a f r a i d to discuss in the i r pa r t y documents and 
wr i t t en mater ia l s of other part ies. A b ig s t ruggle 
takes p lace in the i r innermost conscience. N. 
Khrushchev ' s group too, are a t w o r k ; they have w o n 
ove r m a n y adherents i n the leadersh ip o f many 
other part ies, w h o exer t pressure, b l a c kma i l and 
o ther maneuvers to subject the i r part ies to the 
conductor 's baton. F o l l ow i ng in N . Kh rushchev ' s 
t racks many commun is t pa r t y leaders have entered 
into a b l i n d a l ley w i t h the i r po l i t i ca l stand. It is 
of course r ight to w a r d o f f the danger that comes 
to w o r l d peace f r o m western G e r m a n m i l i t a r i sm 
and f r om the imper ia l i s t Bonn -Pa r i s axis, but i t 
i s a l together incorrect and an t i -Ma r x i s t to g ive up 
the struggle against impe r i a l i sm w h i c h is the ma in 
force of w a r and aggression, the bast ion of w o r l d 
react ion, the greatest i n te rna t i ona l gendarme and 
explo i ter, the greatest enemy of the peoples of 
the wo r l d , as the 1960 Moscow Dec la ra t ion has 
ca l led it, under this pretext . I t i s correct and M a r 
x i s t to f ight against «personal power» and its con
sequences, bu t i t is a l together an t i -Ma r x i s t to f o l 
l ow b l i nd l y N . Kh rushchev ' s p r o -Ame r i c an po l i cy 
and not to take advantage of the spl i t that 
i s becoming ever deeper in the imper ia l i s t camp. 
We k n o w w h y this a t t i tude i s ma in ta ined . O f 
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course, the bandmaste r has s t ruck that tune. Bu t 
eventua l ly , i f th is ' conductory ' f l i r t s w i t h «perso-
na l power» fo r adventuresome, an t i -Ma r x i s t in ten
t ions, wha t w i l l happen? Or i s the bandmaster 
t r a in ing o ther mus ic ians to open the w a y to new 
adventures? 

The rev is ion is t camp is in a c r i t i ca l s i tuat ion. 
Its sh ip has spl it, wa te r i s gush ing in and i t i s 
founder ing . N . Kh rushchev ' s g roup are t r y i ng the i r 
best to avert the catastrophe. To s idetrack fu r the r 
exposure they are ra i s ing a hue and c ry about 
s topp ing polemics w h i c h they themselves s tar ted 
and w h i c h they f o rme r l y cons idered f u l l y j u s t i f i 
able, necessary and Len in i s t . Bu t under present con
dit ions, to stop polemics wou l d mean to every t rue 
Ma r x i s t and r evo lu t i ona ry to j o i n w i t h the t ra i tors , 
to create fac i l i t ies fo r t hem to distort a n d 
destroy M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m . In h is at tempt to m i s 
lead people, N . Kh r u sh chev swears by un i t y . B u t 
the t rue revo lu t ionar ies and consistent communis ts 
w i l l not be deceived by adventurers , demagogues 
and sp l i t te rs ! Revo lu t i ona ry communis ts observe 
w i t h f i de l i t y great Len in ' s teachings, w h i c h say: 
«Un i t y is a great issue and a ma jo r s logan. Bu t 
the cause of the wo rke r s demands unity of Mar
xists not un i t y o f Ma r x i s t s w i t h opponents and 
those w h o distort M a r x i s m » (Len in : Works , 
vo l . 20, p. 211, Russ i an edit ion). N o w it has be
come clear that N. K h r u s h che v and his g roup re
present just these opponents and distorters of 
M a r x i s m in the present commun is t movement . 
N . Kh ru shchev , on his part, cont inues in h is hos-
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t i le wo r k sp l i t t ing by d iverse forms, th rough regio
na l meetings, b i -par t i te pow-wows , d i c ta t ing new 
instruct ions and tasks w i t h a v i e w to compromis ing 
and lead ing o ther part ies and the i r leaders f u r t he r 
ahead towards rev i s ion i sm and bet raya l . I t i s h i g h 
t ime for eve rybody to stop and th ink, not to obey 
the «conductor 's baton», to o f fe r res istance to the 
t ra i tors in order to de fend M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m , the 
social ist camp and the Sov ie t Un i on , in order to 
defend the great revo lu t i onary cause of the w o r k 
ing class. 

I t behooves a l l communis t s to mus te r a l l ef
forts and f ight the imper ia l i s t s headed by the 
Ame r i c an imper ia l i s ts . A n d the st ruggle against 
modern rev i s ion i sm is a const i tuent par t of the 
struggle against imper ia l i sm, fo r i t i s the o f f sp r ing 
and a l l y o f imper i a l i sm, the man i fes ta t ion in theory 
and pract ice of bourgeois ideology, imper ia l i sm ' s 
«Tro jan horse» in the social ist camp a n d the i n 
ternat iona l commun is t movement . G rea t Len in ' s 
words sound more contemporary than ever today 
when he sa id that w i t hou t wag i ng a f i r m and 
consistent s t ruggle against oppo r tun i sm and re 
v is ion ism, no successful struggle can be waged 
against imper i a l i sm. W i t hou t expos ing a n d smash
ing rev is ion ism, no revo lu t i on can be effected, no 
soc ia l i sm and no commun i sm can be uphe ld and 
successful ly bu i l t . 

We a re f u l l y conf ident that, just as in the past, 
the present f ight against mode rn revis ionists, hea 
ded by N . Kh rushchev ' s group, w i l l be c rowned 
w i t h the fu r the r success of Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , of 
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soc ia l i sm a n d o f the i n te rna t i ona l r evo lu t i ona ry 
movement . The rev is ion is ts w i l l not succeed in the 
tu rn i ng h i s to r i ca l r evo lu t i ona ry process backwards . 
We are witnesses to the fact that the rev is ion is ts are 
be ing more and more exposed and d iscred i ted in 
the i r o w n countr ies as w e l l as in the in te rnat io 
na l commun i s t movement , they are meet ing w i t h 
defeat af ter defeat, wh i l e the r anks of the part ies 
loya l to M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and those of the revo
l u t i ona ry communis t s are inc reas ing and becoming 
stronger, the i r f ight against the mode rn rev i s io 
nists more and more intens ive. The complete de
feat o f r ev i s i on i sm and the t r i u m p h o f M a r x i s m -
Len i n i sm are inev i tab le . 
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REVOLUTIONARY 
MARXISM-LENINISM WILL TRIUMPH 

IN A EUROPE PREGNANT 
WITH REVISIONISM 

R e p r o d u c e d f r o m the « Z ë r i i P o p u l l i t » d a i l y , 

d a t ed J a n u a r y 6, 1965 





Eu rope is the cradle and one of the chief 
centers of cap i ta l i sm. B u t i t is at the same t ime 
the crad le of the r evo lu t i ona ry movement of the 
w o r k i n g class. Eu rope is the place whe re the most 
p rom inen t teachers of the pro letar iat , M a r x , 
Engels, L e n i n a n d S ta l i n , car r ied on the i r revo
l u t i ona ry act iv i t ies. The Eu ropean w o r k e r and 
commun i s t movement , as w e l l as the w o r l d c o m m u 
nist movement as a who le , have t rave l l ed a g lor ious 
pa th f r o m the t ime the Commun i s t Man i fes to was 
hera lded to the F i r s t In ternat iona l , f r o m the Pa r i s 
C o m m u n e to the f i rs t Russ i an revo lu t i on and the 
Grea t October Soc ia l i s t Revo lu t i on , f r o m the T h i r d 
In te rna t iona l to the t r i u m p h of soc ia l i sm in the 
Sov ie t U n i o n and to the w a r against fasc ism in 
Spa in , f r o m the h i s tor i c v i c to ry o f the Sov ie t U n i o n 
and other peoples in the Second W o r l d W a r to the 
t r i u m p h of the revo lu t i on in a numbe r of countr ies 
w h i c h emba r ked on the road to soc ia l i sm. 

The revo lu t i ona ry t rad i t ions and ach ievements 
o f the Eu ropean w o r k e r and commun is t movement 
are b r i l l i an t indeed. T h r ough these t rad i t ions and 
achievements and operat ing in the m a i n and most 
v i t a l centers o f the capi ta l i s t system, o f w o r l d i m 
per ia l i sm, in i ts v e r y heart, i t has p layed and con-
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t inues to p l a y a ma jo r ro le in the w o r l d revo lu t i o 
na ry movement , i t has exerted a powe r f u l in f luence 
on a l l r evo lu t i onary processes of other cont inents. 
By dea l ing a d i rect b l ow to impe r i a l i sm in i ts rear, 
the Eu ropean revo lu t i onary movement has made i t 
easier fo r peoples of other countr ies to f igh t fo r 
nat iona l l i be ra t ion and socia l emanc ipa t ion and has 
sped up the lat ters ' v i c to ry ove r impe r i a l i sm and 
react ion. 

B u t th is i s on ly one side of the wo r k e r and 
communis t movement in Europe. H i s t o r y has gone 
to prove that besides be ing the ma i n bast ion of 
cap i ta l i sm and w o r l d imper i a l i sm, Eu rope together 
w i t h No r t h Amer i c a , have at the same t ime been 
the cradle o f oppor tun i sm and rev i s ion i sm w i t h i n 
the in te rnat iona l wo rke r s ' movement . Eu rope has 
g iven b i r t h to and spread most va r i ed currents of 
an t i -Ma r x i sm th rough the Bakun is t s , P roudhon is ts , 
Lassal l ists and Fab ian i s t s w h o m M a r x and Enge ls 
fought du r i ng the i r l i fe t ime, th rough Bernste in is ts , 
Kautzky i tes , «Lega l Marx i s t s» , «Economists», m e n -
sheviks, essers, empir iocr i t i cs , anarchist t rade un i o 
nists, w h o m Len i n fought w i t h un ique de te rm ina 
t ion and th rough the Trotsky i tes , Bukhar in i t e s , 
T i to i tes against w h o m S ta l i n waged a ma jo r batt le. 

«The Senile Disease of Rightism» in the Present 
European Worker and Communist Movement 

Europe has a lways been an arena of b i t ter 
batt le between revo lu t i ona ry M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m 
and oppor tun i sm and rev i s ion i sm. The examp le set 
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by Eu rope has been the best proof that the f unda 
men ta l l aw of deve lopment o f the commun i s t and 
worke r s ' movement eve rywhere is the contest be
tween oppos i tes: whe re there is a revo lu t i on there 
is also a counter - revo lu t ion , where M a r x i s m preva i l s 
there are also mani festat ions, overt or secret, of 
an t i -Ma rx i s t trends, whe re oppo r tun i sm and r e v i 
s i on i sm raise the i r heads, the batt le of revo lu t i ona ry 
Marx i s t s against them is inev i tab le . E ve r since the 
advent of M a r x i s m this batt le has been waged cea
selessly in the commun is t and wo rke r s ' movement 
in Europe . I t i s in this b i t ter and prot racted f ight 
that the ranks of the Eu ropean communis ts have 
been tempered and steeled and i t i s in this s t ruggle 
that the Eu ropean commun is t and wo r ke r s ' move 
ment has come of f ever st ronger and has forged 
f u r t he r ahead, a t t a in ing ma jo r successes and scor
i ng ma jo r v ictor ies. 

B u t the contest o f opposites between M a r x i s m -
Len i n i sm and oppor tun i sm and rev i s ion i sm cont i 
nues. Today i t has become more b i t ter than ever. 
The fo rmer an t i -Ma r x i s t t rends are man i fes ted today 
by mode rn rev i s ion ism, pa r t i cu l a r l y by Kh r u sh che 
v i te rev i s ion i sm. As a d i rect cont inuat ion of a l l the 
rev is ion is t and opportun is t t rends of the past, 
Kh ru shchev i t e rev i s ion i sm has today become the 
greatest menace ever recorded in the h i s to ry of the 
in te rna t i ona l commun is t movement and has caused 
and is caus ing i t great damage. The great danger 
of this rev i s ion i sm l ies in the fact that i t has m a n i 
fested i tse l f in the oldest and most i n f l uen t i a l pa r ty 
i n the wo r l d , i n the Commun i s t P a r t y founded by 
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Len in , that i t has in fected the f i r s t and most power 
f u l social ist count ry in the wo r l d , the Sov ie t Un i on , 
and that, ho ld ing the re ins o f state in the i r hands, 
the revis ionists use a l l the means of the social ist 
state to fu r the r the i r a ims. 

Kh rushchev i t e rev is ion ism, assisted in a po
we r f u l w a y by i ts predecessor T i t o i sm, has now 
spread f a r a n d w ide . Th i s rev i s i on i sm has ga ined 
g round f i rs t a n d foremost i n Eu rope a n d N o r t h 
Amer i c a , whe re the leaders o f m a n y commun is t 
and wo rke r s ' part ies, hav i ng bet rayed the r e vo l u 
t i ona ry t rad i t ions o f the Eu ropean commun is t and 
worke r s ' movement , have p lunged in to the p i t o f 
oppor tun ism, pursue a course w h i c h is an t i -Ma r x i s t 
f r o m top to bot tom, have made common cause w i t h 
the enemies o f M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and have l a u n 
ched an assault on the v e r y basis o f M a r x i s m - L e n i 
n i sm and on a l l those part ies w h i c h f a i t h fu l l y ab ide 
by i t and f ight against mode rn rev i s ion i sm. 

Eu rope became pregnant w i t h mode rn r e v i 
s ion i sm immed ia te l y f o l l ow ing the Second W o r l d 
War . A l a r m e d at the v i c to ry of soc ia l i sm and at the 
g r ow th o f the commun is t and wo rke r s ' movement 
in the capita l ist countr ies and at the in tens i f i ca t ion 
of the nat iona l - l i bera t ion w a r of the oppressed 
peoples, the in te rna t i ona l bourgeois ie, headed by 
those of the U S A , launched a re lent less f r on ta l 
attack fo r the purpose of ma in t a i n i ng and ex t end 
ing the i r sway over the wo r l d . I t was to th is end 
that they e laborated the i r p l an of a l l - round po l i 
t ical , ideologica l , economic and m i l i t a r y pressure 
on the social ist countr ies, on the commun is t and 
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worke r s ' part ies and on a l l the peoples of the 
wo r l d . 

In order to ca r r y out the i r strategic p lan the 
imper ia l i s t s headed by those o f the U S A placed 
the economy of the i r countr ies on a m i l i t a r i s t i c 
basis, gave an unprecedented impetus to the a r m a 
ment race, set up aggress ive m i l i t a r y b locks, bu i l t 
a w i de ne two rk of m i l i t a r y sea, l and and a i r bases 
in va r ious countr ies of the wo r l d , emba rked on a 
n umbe r o f aggressive acts as in Ko r ea , V i e t N a m , 
Egypt , the Congo, A l ge r i a , H u n g a r y and elsewhere, 
made extens ive use of a tomic b l ackma i l , t ak i ng 
advantage o f the i r monopo l y and tempora ry atomic 
super io r i ty . 

In the economic f i e ld the A m e r i c a n imper ia l i s t s 
enacted the « T r u m a n Doct r ine» and the «Mar sha l 
P l an» w i t h a v i ew to ens lav ing the Eu ropean coun 
tr ies, f i rs t , economica l l y under the gu ise of the 
so-ca l led «Ame r i c an aid» and then po l i t i ca l l y ; they 
set up a str ict economic b lockade against the soc ia l 
ist countr ies, they b ru t a l l y in te r fe red in var ious 
ways in a l l countr ies o f the w o r l d fo r the purpose 
of rep lac ing the o ld colonia l is ts w i t h the Ame r i c an 
neo-colonia l is ts eve rywhere . 

In the ideo log ica l f i e l d they l aunched a f renz ied 
campa ign of at tacks and s landers against the Sov iet 
U n i o n and socia l ist countr ies, against the c o m m u 
nist par t ies and a l l the democrat i c forces, a c com
pan ied by a lot of demagogy on the «super ior i ty 
o f the w e l l o rgan ized and democrat i c people's 
capi ta l i sm», on «the state of genera l wel fare», and 
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by fascist and d ic ta tor ia l methods, persecut ing 
communists and thus p reven t ing the commun is t 
part ies f rom st rengthen ing the i r rear guard . 

The upshot of th is a l l - round pressure by the 
in te rnat iona l bourgeois ie is rev i s ion i sm as a m a n i 
festat ion o f bourgeois ideo logy in the commun i s t 
movement . Imper i a l i sm supports and gives a l l -
r ound a i d to this product o f i ts own m a k i n g in 
order to unde rm ine and smash the revo lu t i onary 
movement of the w o r k i n g class. Exper i ence has 
shown that the more v ic tor ies the revo lu t i ona ry 
movement , soc ia l ism, scores, the stronger i ts pos i 
t i on and i ts power grows, the more the bourgeois ie 
re ly on the method of unde rm in i ng the commun i s t 
and wo rke r s ' movement f r o m w i t h i n , on a id ing 
and suppor t ing oppor tun i sm. Moreover , the more 
gains the Ma r x i s t s score against the i r ideologica l 
enemies in the ranks of the wo r ke r s ' movement , 
the more re f ined and camouf laged the opportun is ts 
become, t ak i ng the shape of d is tor ted Marx i s t s , 
the shape of rev is ionists . In order to encourage 
and spread oppor tun i sm and rev i s ion ism, the bou r 
geoisie of the advanced capita l ist countr ies in 
Europe and Ame r i c a have resorted to two tact ica l 
methods: that of open vio lence, of deny ing a l l l e n i 
ency, a l l re forms and a l l l eg i t imate democrat ic 
inst i tut ions, as we l l as that of l ibera l i za t ion , of 
g ran t ing po l i t i ca l r ights, of re forms and conces
sions in order to create re formis t and oppor tun is t 
i l lus ions. In regard to th is L en i n has emphas i zed: 
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«The bourgeois ie often at ta in the i r goa l 
f o r a cer ta in per iod of . . . t h rough the po l i cy 
o f ' l ibera l i zat ion ' , wh i ch , accord ing to P a n -
nekuku ' s just observat ion, is a most cunn ing 
po l i cy . P a r t o f the worke rs , pa r t o f the i r 
representat ives, are at t imes m is l ed by these 
concessions, w h i c h are in fact on ly so in 
appearance. The rev is ion is ts consider the 
class s t rugg le as «outdated», or pursue a 
po l i cy w h i c h rea l l y leads to i ts negat ion. The 
stratagems of bourgeois tactics lead to the 
s t rengthen ing o f rev i s i on i sm in the wo rke r s ' 
movement and often succeed in t u r n i ng the 
d i f ferences w i t h i n i ts r anks in to a direct 
spl i t». (V. I . L en i n , «Aga ins t Rev i s ion i sm» 
A l b a n i a n ed i t ion page 122). 

The pos t -war economic c i rcumstances have 
been of great he lp to the monopo l i s t bourgeois ie of 
the U S A and other ma jo r countr ies o f Eu rope 
in pu r su ing th is tactic. As f a r as N o r t h Ame r i c a 
is concerned it is a k n o w n fact that i t i n cu r red 
no losses i n the wa r . On the contrary, the U S A 
pro f i ted f r o m the w a r and its devastat ion i n E u 
rope deve lop ing p roduc t ion and rea l i z ing colossal 
gains. Whereas the Eu ropean capi ta l is t countr ies, 
despite the i r dependence on the U S A , began to p ick 
up strength, to put the i r p roduc t i ve forces, demo
l i shed by the war , back on the i r feet aga in and 
to develop the i r economy u t i l i z i ng fo r this purpose 
such factors as the m i l i t a r i z a t i on of the economy 
and the a rmament race, economic expans ion abroad, 
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renewa l of the basic capi ta l , the use of mode rn 
technique, increas ing the exp lo i t a t i on of the w o r k 
ers, p l unde r i ng other peoples, and so on. Th i s 
favorab le economic conjuncture, based en t i re l y on 
tempora ry factors, enab led the bourgeois ie in 
Eu rope and in No r t h A m e r i c a to raise a hue and 
c ry about «the perpetua l prosper i ty» of cap i ta l i sm, 
and to create m a n y re formis t i l l us ions among the 
masses on the al leged e l im ina t i on of crises, of 
anarchy and unemp loyment , and o ther sores of 
cap i ta l i sm. Ideas began to be spread on the a l leged 
economic p l ann ing of cap i ta l i sm, on the cap i ta l i s t 
state as a state above classes in the serv ice of 
society as a who le , on the n a r r ow i ng d o w n and 
e l im ina t i on of class d is t inc t ion and, as a conse
quence, on the al leged e l im ina t i on of the class 
struggle, and so on and so fo r th . 

The economic con junc ture re fer red to above 
brought w i t h i t the g r ow th of the w o r k i n g class, 
its re- in forcement w i t h a cons iderable numbe r of 
recru i ts f r o m the ranks of the peasantry, ar t isans 
and other categories of the pe t ty bourgeois class 
ru ined by the oppress ion and compet i t ion of the 
upper capita l is t class. As the leaders of the I ta l i an 
Commun i s t P a r t y themselves a f f i rmed a t the i r 
10th Congress, nea r l y 50% of the w o r k i n g class 
in I ta ly i s made up o f people who have come f r o m 
the var ious categories of the pe t ty bourgeois ie 
du r i ng these recent years. The ranks of cer ta in 
communis t part ies, espec ia l ly i n I ta ly and France , 
were also expanded a great dea l after the wa r . 
A l l sorts of petty bourgeois elements, career-seekers 

350 



and opportunists , we re enro l led i n them. On the 
other hand , as a resu l t of economic conjunctures, 
of large prof i ts , the bourgeois ie have s t r i ven to 
buy off, to «raise to the ar istocracy», to « turn 
bourgeois» a par t of the w o r k i n g class. The classics 
of M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m have l ong po in ted out the 
danger of the spread of oppor tun i sm and rev i s i on 
i sm in the advanced capi ta l is t countr ies, whe re the 
bourgeois ie take advantage of the i r super-prof i t s 
to cor rupt and w i n over a par t of the w o r k i n g 
class. 

«The Eng l i s h pro le tar ia t» Enge ls w ro te 
to M a r x on October 7, 1858, «are in fact con
t i nua l l y t u r n i ng bourgeois, thus, th is most 
bourgeois na t ion intends apparent l y to ca r r y 
th ings to the po in t of h a v i ng a bourgeois 
ar i s tocracy and a p ro le ta r i an ar is tocracy side 
by side w i t h the ar istocracy». (K. M a r x and 
F. Engels, Selected Letters, Russ i an ed i t ion 
1947, p. 205). 

L e n i n has also w r i t t e n : 

« . . . These super-prof i ts , w h i c h amount 
to b i l l ions, are the basis on wh i c h the oppor
tun is ts o f the wo rke r s ' movement th r i ve . In 
Ame r i c a , i n Eng l and , i n F rance we see that 
the oppor tun i s t leaders, the upper s t ra tum 
of the w o r k i n g class, the wo r k e r ar is tocracy 
are s tubbo rn ; they of fer s t ronger resistance 
to the commun is t movement . We should, 
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therefore, bear i n m i n d that the Eu ropean 
and Ame r i c a n wo rke r s ' part ies w i l l get r i d o f 
th is ma lady w i t h more d i f f i cu l t y than we . 
We k n o w that great progress has been made 
in cu r i ng this disease f r o m the t ime of the 
I I I rd In te rnat iona l to th is day, bu t i t i s not 
yet en t i re l y erad icated; the wo r ke r s ' part ies, 
the revo lu t i onary part ies of the who l e w o r l d 
have not yet been ent i re l y c leansed of bou r 
geois inf luence, have not yet got r i d of the 
opportun is ts in the i r own ranks» (V. I . L e n i n ; 
Works , A l b an i a n edi t ion, vo l . 31, p. 254). 

The spread of rev i s ion i sm in Eu rope has been 
and cont inues to be fu r the red a great dea l by the 
soc ia l -democrat ic part ies w h i c h ex is t i n a lmost 
a l l the advanced capita l is t countr ies and ho ld 
prominent posi t ions and are even at the head of 
bourgeois governments in some of them. Soc i a l -
democrat ic par t ies are the d i rec t descendants of 
the t ra i torous I Ind In te rna t iona l ; they are, as 
L en i n has dubbed them, «bourgeois part ies of the 
w o r k i n g class, swo rn agents o f the bourgeois ie in 
the wo rke r s ' movement», apprent ices of the cap i ta l 
ist class, «ideological supporters of cap i ta l i sm» etc. 

«It has been p roven in practice», L e n i n 
has said, «that the m i l i t an ts in the r anks of 
the w o r k i n g class, d isposed to oppor tun is t 
trends, are better defenders of the bourgeo i 
sie than the bourgeois ie themselves. If the 
worke r s we re not led by these people, the 
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bourgeois ie w o u l d not be able to ho ld the i r 
own» (V. I . Len i n , Works , A l b a n i a n ed i t ion 
vo l . 31, page 254. 

M o d e r n rev i s i on i sm found strong support and 
a source of sp i r i t ua l nour i shment in soc ia l -demo
cracy, fo r both of t hem are mani festat ions of bour 
geois ideo logy: soc ia l -democracy in the wo rke r s ' 
movement , wh i l e rev i s ion i sm in the commun is t 
movement . 

A f t e r the outburs t o f revo lut ions in Eu rope 
du r i ng and immed ia te l y f o l l ow ing the Second 
Wo r l d War , the who l e pos t -war per iod i n Eu rope 
has genera l l y been one of re lat ive peace, a per iod 
of more or less peacefu l deve lopment. 

«The t rans i t i on f r o m a per iod of s t r i fe 
to one of t ranqu i l i t y» S ta l i n has said, « i n -
creases, by its ve r y nature, the danger of the 
r ight ists . If the per iod of r ise br ings about 
revo lu t i ona ry i l lus ions, thus creat ing the 
danger of l e f t i sm as the p r i n c i pa l menace, 
the per iod of t ranqu i l i t y , on the contrary , 
gives b i r t h to soc ia l -democrat ic re formis t 
i l lus ions, c reat ing the danger of r i gh t i sm as 
the ma i n menace. In 1920, when the wo rke r s ' 
movement was on the rise, L e n i n wro te h is 
pamph le t 'The In fant i l e Disease of «Lef t 
ism»'. W h y d id L e n i n w r i t e just this p a m 
phlet? Because the danger of l e f t i sm at that 
t ime was the most serious menace. I am cer
ta in that i f L e n i n were al ive, he wou l d n o w 
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have w r i t t en a pamph le t on «The Sen i le D i s 
ease of R ight i sm», for now, du r i ng the per iod 
o f t ranqu i l i t y , when the i l lus ions o f com
promise shou ld be on the rise, the danger of 
r i g h t i sm is the most serious menace» (J. V. 
S ta l i n , Works , A l b an i a n ed i t ion, vo l . 7, p. 61). 

These words of S ta l in ' s app ly f u l l y to the 
per iod fo l l ow ing the Second W o r l d War , too. H a d 
L e n i n l i ved he wou l d most cer ta in ly have wr i t t en 
today also a pamph le t on «The Sen i le Disease of 
R igh t i sm» in the Eu ropean commun is t and wo rke r s ' 
movement ! 

The process of the spread of rev i s ion i sm in 
the communis t and worke r s ' part ies of Eu rope and 
No r t h Ame r i c a became more intens ive and a v i t a l 
factor especia l ly f o l l ow ing Sta l in ' s death, when N. 
Kh rushchev ' s t ra i torous g roup came to the fore and 
un fu r l ed the i r rev is ionist banner at the 20th C o n 
gress of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov ie t Un i on . 
The revis ionists have l oud l y p roc la imed the 20th 
Congress of the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov ie t 
U n i o n as «the Congress w h i c h inaugura ted a new 
epoch in the in te rna t iona l commun is t wo rke r s ' mo 
vement». We l l , the 20th Congress of the C o m m u 
nist P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on , w i l l t r u l y r ema in 
in h i s to ry as the Congress w h i c h inaugura ted a 
n ew epoch, but this «new epoch» is no th ing but 
the epoch of spreading oppor tun i sm and rev i s ion
i sm in the present i n te rna t i ona l commun is t and 
wo rke r s ' movement , especia l ly i n Eu rope and 
N o r t h Ame r i c a where they f ound favorab le g round 
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both f r om h i s to ry and f r o m the cur rent s i tua t ion . 
T a k i n g advantage of the au thor i t y o f the C o m m u 
nist P a r t y of the Sov ie t U n i o n and of the Sov ie t 
U n i o n i tsel f and us ing the basest o f methods and 
means, N . Kh ru shchev ' s g roup succeeded in fo r c 
ing the i r rev is ion is t course on the leaders of m a n y 
commun i s t and wo rke r s ' part ies. In o rder to a t ta in 
the i r object ive, they d id not hesitate to resort to 
the d i r t iest plots of chang ing the make -up of the 
leadersh ip o f m a n y part ies in o rde r to ins ta l in 
off ice e lements w h o a re l o ya l to the i r t reacherous 
l ine. The so-cal led «cult o f the i nd i v i dua l» and 
«the f ight against i ts consequences» became the 
demagogica l weapon and the bugbear w h i c h N . 
Kh rushchev ' s g roup used to threaten, i n t im ida te 
and subjugate a l l those w h o re fused to knee l obe i 
sance to the i r conductor 's baton. As a consequence 
of a l l this, the ve te ran revo lu t i ona ry cadres w h o 
had g iven proof o f the i r l o ya l t y to M a r x i s m - L e n i 
n i sm, were removed f r om the leadersh ip o f m a n y 
part ies and N. Kh rushchev ' s rev is ion is t l i ne was 
p roc la imed by the rev is ion is t leaders as the genera l 
l i ne o f ac t ion o f m a n y part ies in the i n te rna t i ona l 
commun is t and wo rke r s ' movement . 

The Source of A l l Evils Lies in the 
Revisionist Course 

The mode rn rev is ion is ts use a l l means and 
maneuvers to mis lead the people and to m a k e 
them bel ieve that Eu rope is a l legedly «the s t rong -
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ho ld of genuine Ma r x i sm-Len i n i sm» , «the carr ier 
of the deve lopment and creat ive imp lementa t i on of 
the Ma r x i s t doctr ine», «the f i e ry center of the 
revolut ion», «the most advanced f ront of the w o r l d 
revo lu t ionary movement». They t r y «to prove» that 
eve rywhere else M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m has degenera
ted, has been replaced by dogmat i sm, sectar ian
i sm, nat iona l i sm, rac ia l i sm, neo -T ro t zky i sm and so 
on and so for th , that i t is therefore essent ia l to 
spread «the sa lvat ion l ight of Europe». Specu la t 
i n g on the revo lu t i onary t rad i t ions of Europe, the 
revis ionists t r y to sel l soap fo r cheese, to sel l of f the 
present Eu ropean rev i s ion i sm as pure, unsta ined 
Ma r x i sm - Len i n i sm , to subject the w o r l d revo
lu t i ona ry and l ibera t ion movement to the poisonous 
in f luence of mode rn rev i s ion i sm w i t h its seat in 
Europe, to smother the revo lu t i ona ry impulse of 
the people of other cont inents, to l u l l the Eu ropean 
revo lu t i onary communis ts to sleep, so that they 
m a y thus ca r ry out the i r c r im i na l designs in 
peace. 

Bu t the revis ionists w i l l not succeed in m i s l ead
ing the people for long and a t ta in ing their objec
t ive. They have been and are con t inua l l y be ing 
exposed. The i r t reacherous l ine has met w i t h s t rong 
resistance f r o m the genuine Marx i s t - Len in i s t s , i t 
has met w i t h grave d i f f i cu l t ies and i t has ended 
in smoke whenever i t has come face to face w i t h 
rea l i ty . Wha t this l ine is, has a l ready been made 
ve ry c lear to a l l . I t is the l ine of bet raya l to the f u n 
damen ta l pr inc ip les of ma r x i sm- l en i n i sm and of 
p ro le ta r ian in te rna t iona l i sm, the l ine of renounc ing 
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the class struggle and the revo lu t ion , the l ine of 
approachment and un i t y w i t h impe r i a l i sm and a l l 
fo rms of react ion, the l i ne of degenerat ing soc ia l 
i sm and fu s i ng w i t h soc ia l -democracy. I t is a b i t te r 
fact that present day Eu rope has become the ma i n 
bast ion of the most f renz ied rev i s ion i sm. 

No mat te r h o w ha r d the rev is ion ists m a y t r y 
to p re t t i f y the s i tuat ion of the wo r k e r and demo
crat ic movement in Europe, i t i s an incontestable 
fact that th is movement has dec l ined, i ts r e vo l u 
t i ona ry sp i r i t and its power of act ion have been 
weakened as a resu l t of the i r who l l y oppor tun is t 
and treacherous course. In spite of its ma jo r we igh t 
in the who le l i fe o f the country , the Eu ropean 
w o r k i n g class i s not p l ay i ng the impo r t an t role 
i t should, is not con t r i bu t ing as m u c h as i t shou ld 
to the struggle fo r peace, democracy, na t i ona l i n 
dependence and soc ia l i sm. In Eu rope there are 
m a n y words , i l lus ions and empty statements and 
ve ry f ew deeds and concrete actions. Wha t has 
become of that dynam i c impu l se of the wo r k e r and 
democrat i c movement of the ear l y pos t -war days 
w h i c h jus t l y aroused the adm i r a t i on of a l l the 
revo lut ionar ies of the wo r l d ? Whe re is the hero i sm 
o f Ra imonda D i e n a n d the F r en ch doctors against 
the «d i r ty wa r» o f the F r en ch colonia l ists i n V i e t 
N a m ? Where are the s t r i kes and energet ic demon
strat ions of the m a n y m i l l i ons of I ta l i an wo r ke r s 
and wage earners against react ion and fasc ism? 
Where are the who lehear ted support and lo f ty 
sp i r i t o f so l idar i t y w h i c h was shown towards the 
Ko r e an people, towards the i r pat r io t i c f ight against 
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the Ame r i c a n aggressors? Whe re i s that mass m i l i 
tant movement w h i c h burs t f o r th th roughout Eu rope 
at the t ime of the S tockho lm Appea l and so on and 
so fo r th? 

The rev is ion ists set a l l the i r hopes not on the 
wo r k i n g class and l abo r i ng masses and on the i r 
act ions and revo lu t i ona ry s t ruggle bu t on po l i t i ca l 
and d ip lomat i c combinat ions, on the «good sense» 
and «wisdom» of the leaders of imper i a l i sm, on the 
rev is ion ist l i ne of «peacefu l co-existence», «peace-
f u l compet i t ion» and «peaceful methods», on bou r 
geois const i tut ions and par l iaments , on «s t ruc tura l 
reforms» and al l iances w i t h conservat ive and reac
t i ona ry forces. Th r ough a l l th is the rev is ion is ts 
st r ive to para lyze the f i gh t i ng sp i r i t o f the E u r o 
pean w o r k i n g class, to wean i t away f r o m the 
revo lu t i onary s t ruggle and p lunge i t in to l e tha rgy 
by spread ing a l l sorts o f pac i f is t and re formis t 
i l lus ions. 

Th r ough the i r t reacherous l ine of act ion the 
rev is ionists are do ing the i r best to t u r n the 
communis t and wo rke r s ' part ies o f many Eu ropean 
countr ies of g lor ious t rad i t ions f r o m part ies of 
social revo lu t ion to part ies of soc ia l re fo rm, f r o m 
revo lu t ionary , mi l i tant , w e l l organ ized and w e l l 
d i sc ip l ined vanguards of the w o r k i n g class to loose, 
iner t organ izat ions w i t hou t a c lear-cut object ive, 
l a ck ing sound par ty d isc ip l ine, in to w h i c h a l l k inds 
of bourgeois, career-seek ing a n d opportun is t e le
ments can enter and leave as i t pleases them. They 
have embarked on the road of r e -examin ing «the 
character, funct ions and organ iza t iona l s t ructure», 
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of the commun is t part ies, of deny ing the lead ing 
ro le o f the pa r t y in the s t rugg le fo r the t r i umph 
of the revo lu t ion , f o r es tab l i sh ing soc ia l i sm. Unde r 
the pretext of es tab l i sh ing the u n i t y of the w o r k i n g 
class, the rev is ion ists have not on ly g i ven up expos
i ng the r i gh t -w i ng leaders of soc ia l -democracy, who 
are the p r i n c i pa l sp l i t ters of the w o r k i n g class, but 
they are get t ing closer to and g radua l l y fus ing in 
w i t h soc ia l -democrat part ies, they are do ing the i r 
ut termost to s t r i ke up an a l l i ance w i t h the l i be ra l 
bourgeois ie, w i t h the Ch r i s t i an democrats and a l l 
other react ionar ies. 

Wh i l e m a k i n g common cause w i t h the impe 
r ia l i s ts and bourgeois monopol is ts , w i t h T i to 's c l i 
que, w i t h the socia l ist leaders, Ch r i s t i an democrats, 
cathol ics and a l l other reac t ionary forces, the 
Eu ropean rev is ion ists have at the same t ime l a u n 
ched f renz ied assaults on the Commun i s t P a r t y of 
Ch i na , on the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b an i a , on a l l 
Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t part ies and the sound forces of the 
revo lu t i ona ry communis t s in the i r part ies and the i r 
countr ies. They have g i ven unreserved suppor t to 
N . Kh rushchev ' s and his group 's an t i -Ma rx i s t , an t i -
social ist and d i v i s i ve acts and have themselves 
resorted to m a n y acts that have w re cked the un i t y 
o f the social ist camp and the i n te rna t i ona l c o m m u 
nist movement . The Eu ropean rev is ionists have 
now taken the shamefu l banner o f f i gh t i ng m a r x 
i sm- l en in i sm into the i r o w n hands. Faced w i t h the i r 
inev i tab le exposure and u l t ima te defeat, these mad 
rev is ion ists are set on ca r r y i ng th is batt le to the 
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end, demand ing, as P. Tog l i a t t i d id in his «Tes ta
ment», an in tens i f i ca t ion of the f ight aga inst 
Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm and a l l part ies and forces that 
are l oya l to it, us ing fo r this purpose the most 
ref ined, most w i l y and, accord ing to them, most 
effect ive methods. 

By the i r opportunist , t reacherous and d i v i s i ve 
acts, the Eu ropean revis ionists bear a l l the respon
s ib i l i t y f o r the grave s i tuat ion that has been created 
in the w o r l d commun is t movement , and especial ly 
fo r the great ev i l and h a r m that they have caused 
to the Eu ropean wo rke r s ' and commun is t move 
ment. Be fo re the b i t ter rea l i ty , they are themse l 
ves obl iged to admi t the i r fa i lu re . In the theses 
of the 10th Congress of the I ta l ian Commun i s t 
P a r t y i t i s open ly a f f i rmed tha t : 

«As a who l e i t must be admi t ted that the 
wo r k i n g class and the l abor ing masses of Weste rn 
Europe and the i r organizat ions in recent years have 
not g iven the cont r ibu t ion necessary to the st ruggle 
fo r democracy, soc ia l i sm and peace . . . A n y way , 
it remains as a genera l fact, regardless of wha t 
we th i nk of i nd i v i dua l countr ies, that the w o r k i n g 
class has fa i led to exercise the lead ing po l i t i ca l 
func t ion per ta in ing to i t bo th as regards its p repon 
derance in the f ie ld of p roduc t ion , as we l l as the 
impor tance of the prob lems concern ing i ts i m m e 
diate existence and the deve lopment of democracy 
and advancement towards social ism». 

P. Tog l i a t t i expressed th is idea once again in 
his «Testament». He says: 

360 



«We have a lways been of the op in ion 
that i t i s not fo r us to descr ibe the wo r k 
ers ' and commun is t movement of the western 
countr ies in an a l together opt im is t i c manner . 
On th is s ide of the wo r l d , even i f progress 
m a y have been made here and there, our 
deve lopment and our forces are to th is day 
unsu i tab le fo r the task l y i ng before us». 

Th i s state of the Eu ropean wo rke r s ' and com
mun i s t movement can by no means be accounted 
fo r by the object ive condi t ions and «unsui table» 
c i rcumstances o f Europe . A p a r t f r o m negat ive fac
tors, there have been and there are also numerous 
other pos i t ive factors to promote the revo lu t i onary 
movement in Europe . These factors are the conso
l i da t i on of the social ist countr ies and the i r successes 
in a l l f ie lds, the cont inuous weaken i ng of the 
imper ia l i s t system, the great impetus of the na 
t i ona l - l i be ra t ion movement and the d isso lut ion of 
the co lonia l is t system, the aggravat ion of the 
ex te rna l and in te rna l , class and na t iona l cont ra 
d ic t ions in capi ta l is t countr ies and so on. There 
fore, the rea l cause of this s i tua t ion w h i c h the 
rev is ion ists themselves are ob l iged to recognize, 
to acknowledge, must not be looked for in objec
t ive condi t ions but, f i r s t and foremost, in the 
existence of the subject ive factor, in the fact that 
the leaders o f m a n y Eu ropean commun is t and 
worke r s ' part ies have s l ipped in to posi t ions of 
oppo r tun i sm and rev i s ion i sm, that they have 
depar ted f r om Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , f r o m the revo-
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l u t i ona ry road and have emba rked on the road 
to soc ia l -democracy. 

B u t wha t measures and wha t steps do the 
revis ionists propose to take in order to d r aw the 
Eu ropean wo rke r s ' and commun is t movement out 
o f the b l i nd a l ley in to w h i c h they themselves have 
p lunged i t ? None a t a l l . On the cont rary , they 
wan t and persist i n pu r su ing even more reso lute ly 
that po l i cy w h i c h was f o rmu la ted f r o m posi t ions 
of the 20th Congress of the Commun i s t P a r t y of 
the Sov ie t Un i on , posi t ions w h i c h they c l a im 
shou ld be strengthened. The ev i l , they argue, does 
not he in the l ine o f the 20th Congress but in the 
fact that the l ine of th is Congress is not yet be ing 
imp lemented as i t shou ld , is not be ing app l i ed 
fo rce fu l l y enough and by a l l par t i es ! The I ta l i an 
rev is ion ists as the most advanced ones, as the 
s tandard bearers o f rev i s i on i sm in Europe, wan t 
a l l to pursue the «Ita l ian way» in order to get out 
of this pred icament, a l i ne wh i ch , as we have 
po inted out before, is the l i ne of f l ag rant depar
ture f r om the teachings o f M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m on 
the class struggle, on the r evo lu t i on and d i c ta 
torsh ip of the pro letar iat , a l i ne as s im i l a r as two 
drops of wa te r to that preached and pursued by 
Bernste in , K au t z k y , T i to , the r i gh t -w i ng socia l 
democrats, and a l l the other renegades f r o m the 
w o r k i n g class. The rev is ion ists see the w a y out 
o f the cr is is in to w h i c h they have p lunged the wes 
te rn commun is t and wo r ke r s ' movement i n the i r 
at tempts to s t r i ke up an a l l iance unde r a l l c ond i 
t ions and at any cost w i t h the l i be ra l bourgeois ie, 
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w i t h bourgeois inte l lectuals , Ch r i s t i an democrats, 
soc ia l democrats and r i gh t -w i ng social ists, w i t h 
a v i ew to es tab l i sh ing that b road un i ty , that «new 
po l i t i ca l b lock» w h i c h w o u l d assure to t h em «gains 
at the elections», «extens ion of the l im i t s of f ree
d o m and democracy», «a change of the class 
na tu re of the bourgeois state» and «peaceful t r a n 
s i t ion to soc ia l i sm»! 

A n d not on ly th is . To get out o f the p red i ca 
ment, to m a k e the i r l i ne come off v ic tor ious, and 
fo r the sake of the i r a l l i ance w i t h the bourgeois ie, 
w i t h the leaders o f soc ia l -democracy, Ch r i s t i an 
democrats and others, the rev is ion is ts of the West 
demand f r o m the i r col leagues in the East, espe
c ia l l y f r o m the Sov ie t leaders, that they shou ld 
g ive more a id . T h e y are i n perfect agreement w i t h 
and ha i l the steps that have been taken in the 
Sov ie t U n i o n and i n cer ta in o ther social ist coun 
tr ies towards degenerat ing the social ist order under 
the guise of «de-Sta l in izat ion», «democrat izat ion» 
and « l ibera l i zat ion». Bu t , as Tog l i a t t i states in his 
«Testament», they are d issat is f ied w i t h the fact 
that th is process in these countr ies i s go ing on 
s lowly , by z igzag, on and off ways . Therefore, 
the West Eu ropean rev is ion is ts urge the rev i s io 
nists of the socia l ist countr ies to proceed at a more 
r ap i d rate towards capi ta l is t degenerat ion of 
soc ia l i sm a n d towards get t ing in to c loser contact 
w i t h the imper ia l i s t s so that they m a y g ive proof 
of the complete l i qu ida t i on of the «Sta l in i s t ano 
ma l y» and of the estab l i shment of « l ibera l» and 
«democrat ic» soc ia l i sm w h i c h w o u l d remove a l l 
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fear f r om the bourgeois ie and wou l d be acceptable 
to a l l pseudo-democrats of the wo r l d . In order to 
ca r ry the i r t reacherous wo r k to the end the mode rn 
revis ionists do not hesitate to sacr i f i ce the U S S R 
itself and the other social ist countr ies, to l i qu ida te 
the h is tor ic achievements in these countr ies, ach ie
vements w h i c h have been a t ta ined th rough st r i fe 
and struggle and at great sacr i f ice. 

The Eu ropean rev is ionists w h o had h i t ched 
their cart to that of N. Khrushchev ' s , received w i t h 
great f l u r r y the news o f the ing lo r ious down fa l l 
o f the i r chief. They a l l in un i son expressed the i r 
r eg re t s and d i sapprova l a t N . Kh rushchev ' s d o w n 
fa l l , cr i t ic ized the «ant idemocrat ic» methods used 
in oust ing h i m f r om the lead ing organs o f the 
pa r t y and the state, demanded exp lanat ions and 
exerted pressure on the present Sov iet leaders to 
pursue by a l l means N . K h r u s h c h e v s l ine, fo r 
mu la ted by the 20th, 21st and 22nd Congresses 
o f the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on . They 
even served not ice on the Sov ie t leaders that i f 
they should depart f r o m this l i ne they w i l l not 
have the i r support . T he conc lus ion the Eu ropean 
revis ionists d rew f r om N. Kh rushchev ' s ouster i s 
that w h i c h the I ta l ian rev is ionists so c lear ly f o r 
mulated, name ly that «the remnants of the cul t 
of the i nd i v i dua l have not yet been complete ly 
l i qu ida ted in the Sov iet Un i on» that « f reedom and 
democracy are s t i l l restr ic ted there» and there
fore i t i s necessary to forge ahead w i t hou t hes i ta 
t ion towards l ibera l -bourgeo is democrat i za t ion of 
the social ist order. A n d the present Sov ie t leaders, 
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N. Kh rushchev ' s col laborators, hu r r i ed to assure 
the rev is ion is ts of a l l shapes, whe reve r they m a y 
be, that they w i l l l o ya l l y pursue the course i n h e 
r i ted f r om the i r chief, N . Kh rushchev . 

Such i s in rough-cut l ine the po l i t i ca l course, 
the at t i tude and acts, the w a y and perspect ive of 
the Eu ropean rev is ionists . A l l th is is a v i v i d proof 
of the unden iab le fact that present-day Eu rope 
i s p regnant w i t h rev i s ion i sm. 

Revisionists — Enemies of the Anti-Imperialist 
Liberation Movement of the People 

Eu ropean rev is ion ists reproach the part ies 
wh i ch courageous ly upho l d Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t p r i n 
ciples w i t h a l leged ly be l i t t l i ng and even deny ing 
the ro le and impor tance o f the revo lu t i ona ry 
movement i n Europe, w i t h a l legedly counterpo is ing 
to i t the nat iona l - l i be ra t ion movement as the on l y 
revo lu t i onary force in ou r t ime, w i t h a l leged ly t r y 
ing to isolate and wean the revo lu t i ona ry na t i ona l -
l i bera t ion movement o f A s i a , A f r i c a and L a t i n A m e 
r ica away f r om the social ist camp and the wo rke r s ' 
movement of the advanced capita l is t countr ies, and 
so on . The rev is ion ists s tand in need of a l l th is in 
order to prove that the center of wo r l d revo lu t i on 
i s a l leged ly in Eu rope and that a l l the revo lu t i on 
a r y and l i be ra t ion movements of other countr ies 
shou ld be subjected to and led by revis ionist: 
Europe. Th rough a l l these ca lumnies the r e v i s i o -
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nists s t r ive to l owe r the author i ty , ro le and g row
ing in f luence of Ma r x i s t - Len i n i s t forces, especial ly 
o f the People 's Repub l i c and the Commun i s t P a r t y 
o f Ch ina , in the countr ies o f A s i a , A f r i c a and 
L a t i n Amer i c a , to smother the revo lu t i ona ry t rend , 
the f i gh t ing sp i r i t in these regions too and to 
wean the people away f r o m the st ruggle and to 
h i t ch them to the char iot of impe r i a l i sm . 

I t is an unden iab le fact that the revo lu t i on is 
proceeding a t f u l l speed today in A s i a , A f r i c a 
and L a t i n Ame r i c a . These regions o f the w o r l d 
are today the weakest l i nks of the imper ia l i s t 
sys tem; i t i s here that a l l k i nds of soc ia l con t ra 
dict ions f i n d free p lay, that the impetus of the 
revo lu t i onary movement keeps g r ow i ng f r om day 
to day, that impe r i a l i sm is dealt the heaviest and 
most direct b lows. M a n y facts and events bear 
witness to th is rea l i ty , to wi t , the hero ic st ruggle 
o f the people o f Sou th V i e t N a m , o f N o r t h K a l i 
mantan , of Laos against the A m e r i c a n aggressors 
and i n te rna l react ionary forces, as we l l as the 
powe r f u l ant i - imper ia l i s t movement in Indones ia 
and Japan , i n the A r a b countr ies and e l sewhere 
in A s i a ; hero ic A l ge r i a , the wave o f l i be ra t i on 
wars i n the Congo, Ango l a , Wes te rn Gu i n ea and 
in other regions o f A f r i c a ; g lor ious Cuba , wa r - l i k e 
Venezue la , P a n a m a and others i n L a t i n A m e r i c a . 

Eu ropean revis ionists, se rv ing the monopol i s t 
bourgeois ie in the i r countr ies and the A m e r i c a n 
imper ia l i s ts , are great ly d i s tu rbed by the impetus 
o f the struggle o f the As i an , A f r i c a n and L a t i n 
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A m e r i c a n peoples. In order to mask the i r t rue 
features and extend the i r in f luence in these coun 
tr ies the rev is ion ists do not hesitate at t imes to 
issue statements and take steps wh i ch , on the 
surface, seem to be in suppor t of the f ight of the 
people o f A s i a , A f r i c a and L a t i n Ame r i c a . B u t 
i f a s tudy is made of the i r po l i cy and genera l 
conduct, of the essence of the i r a t t i tude towards 
the na t iona l - l i be ra t ion movement , i t tu rns out tha t 
the Eu ropean rev is ion ists ma in t a i n an en t i r e l y 
an t i -Ma r x i s t a t t i tude towards it, spread a l l k i n d s 
of dangerous i l lus ions and ca r r y out such acts as 
h i nde r and sabotage the just st ruggle of the people 
against impe r i a l i sm . The rev is ion ists declare that 
«co lon ia l ru le has been a lmost en t i re l y abol ished», 
that «on ly about 50 m i l l i o n people are s t i l l unde r 
co lon ia l rule», that «no spheres of in f luence of 
impe r i a l i sm ex is t any longer in the w o r l d today». 
They say that the m a i n task o f the na t iona l - l i be 
ra t ion movement today is not to f igh t against 
imper i a l i sm, against o l d and new co lon ia l i sm a n d 
those that serve them, bu t «to assure and con 
sol idate economic independence». A c co r d i ng to 
them, the people of these regions w i l l get r i d of 
a l l ev i l t h rough «peacefu l coexistence», th rough 
«complete and tota l d i sarmament», th rough the 
«aid, not on ly of the social ist countr ies, but a lso 
of the advanced capi ta l is t countr ies as we l l , the 
«Un i ted Nat ions Organ i za t ion» and so fo r th and 
so on . The spread of these i l lus ions jeopard izes 
the cause of the l i be ra t ion of the people. C o m 
rade M a o Tse- tung r i gh t f u l l y stressed in h is 1963, 
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Augus t 29 statement in suppor t of the people of 
Sou th V i e t N a m against the aggressive barbarous 
acts o f the A m e r i c a n imper ia l i s t s and Ngo D i n 
D iem's c l ique: 

«oppressed peoples and nat ions shou ld not 
re ly on the «good sense» of the imper ia l i s t s 
and the i r lackeys fo r the i r emanc ipa t ion . They 
w i l l t r i umph on ly by conso l idat ing the i r un i t y 
and by wag i ng a persistent fight.» 

The modern rev is ionists have gone even f a r 
ther : they not on ly spread i l lus ions about the 
imper ia l i s t colonial ists, but have also resorted to 
direct treacherous acts towards the l i be ra t ion 
struggle of the oppressed peoples. We k n o w on ly 
too we l l the at t i tude of the Kh rushchev i t e r e v i 
s ionists towards the just w a r of the A l g e r i a n 
people, wh i ch they cons idered as an i n te rna l a f fa i r 
o f France, towards the Congo when they voted in 
favor of d i spatch ing troops of the Un i t ed Nat ions 
Organ izat ion , towards Cuba at the t ime of the 
Ca r i bbean crisis, when they t r ied to impose on 
i t the «internat ional» inspect ion of the U S A , t o 
wards the nat iona l - l i bera t ion movement in I rak 
when they caused its defeat by the i r advice, 
towards the aggression of the Ame r i c a n impe r i a l 
ists against the Democra t i c Repub l i c of V i e tnam, 
when they expressed the i r «regret» in a ha l f -hear 
ted w a y and so on and so fo r th . 

Thus, wh i l e the Marx i s t - l en in i s t s who lehear 
ted ly upho ld the nat iona l - l i be ra t ion movement , 
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the oppressed peoples and nat ions and g ive t hem 
act ive a l l - r ound support , the Eu ropean rev is ionists 
in fact upho l d the imper ia l i s t s and colonial ists, 
oppose the na t iona l - l i be ra t ion movement of people, 
h i nde r and res t ra in it. B u t no mat te r how much 
the rev is ionists t r y to exa l t Europe 's role, how 
much they may t r y to be l i t t le the role and ma jo r 
impor tance of the st ruggle of the peoples of A s i a , 
A f r i c a and L a t i n Ame r i c a , h ow much they h inde r 
and sabotage th is s t ruggle and how they may 
s lander it, they w i l l not succeed in chang ing rea l i ty 
and the revo lu t i ona ry and nat iona l - l i bera t ion mo 
vement o f these ma jo r regions o f the w o r l d w i l l 
forge ahead, b r i ng i ng about f resh v ictor ies for 
the people and fu r the r losses to the imper ia l i s t s 
and rev is ionists . The at t i tude o f the mode rn r ev i 
s ionists towards the revo lu t i ona ry struggle of the 
people of these cont inents is a c lear proof of their 
be t raya l to the cause of w o r l d revo lu t ion , of the i r 
chauv in i sm, of the i r a id to the imper ia l i s t s and 
react ionary forces to smother the just struggle of 
the people. 

The revo lu t i ona ry nat iona l - l i be ra t ion move
ment o f the peoples o f A s i a , A f r i c a and L a t i n A m e 
rica is a movement of ma jo r h i s tor i c impor tance 
not on ly to the fu tu re of the peoples of these con
t inents but also to the fu tu re of the Eu ropean 
people, to the ent i re progress of mank i nd . By dea l 
i ng heavy b lows to impe r i a l i sm in i ts rear area, 
by unde rm in i ng i ts s t rength and na r r ow i ng down 
its sphere of domina t ion , th is movement aggra
vates the contrad ic t ions in the advanced capita l ist 
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countr ies themselves, speeds up the progress of 
the revo lu t ionary movement in them and makes i t 
easier for the w o r k i n g class to ove r th row cap i ta l 
i sm. The t r i u m p h o f the revo lu t i on in the m a i n 
l and depends to a large extent on the successful 
conduct o f the struggle of the A s i an , A f r i c a n a n d 
L a t i n Ame r i c a n peoples who make up the bu l k 
of the popu la t i on of the wo r l d . 

« M a r x thought a t f i rst», L en i n wrote , «that 
I re land w o u l d not be f reed by the na t iona l move 
ment of the oppressed nat ion , but by the wo r ke r s ' 
movement i n the oppressor n a t i o n . . . B u t c i r c um
stances have been such as to make the Eng l i sh 
w o r k i n g class f a l l fo r qu i te a long t ime unde r the 
inf luence of l ibera ls , to be h i t ched to the i r char iot 
and to be ba f f l ed by a l i be ra l wo rke r s ' po l icy. The 
bourgeois l i bera t ion movement in I re land becomes 
more intense and assumes a revo lu t i ona ry f o rm . 
M a r x re-examines his v iews and corrects them. 
'It is ha rd luck fo r people to keep other people 
in bondage'. The Eng l i sh w o r k i n g class w i l l not 
be f reed so long as I re land is not f reed f r o m the 
Eng l i sh yoke. Ire land's ens lavement strengthens 
and feeds react ion in Eng l and . . . » (V. I . L en i n , 
Selected Works , A l b a n i a n edi t ion, vo l . 1, p. 713). 

Pa raph ras ing Len in ' s wo rds one can ve ry w e l l 
say that Europe, pregnant w i t h rev i s ion i sm, w i l l 
not be ab le to get r i d of the capita l is t yoke unless 
i t br ings about complete defeat to mode rn r e v i 
s ion ism, jo ins up w i t h the ant i imper ia l i s t l i be ra -
t ion struggle of oppressed peoples in As i a , A f r i c a 
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and L a t i n A m e r i c a and helps to b r i ng about a 
dec is ive v i c to ry in this struggle. 

«The fu tu re of the ent i re wes te rn c i v i l i -
zation» L e n i n emphas ized, «depends to a ve ry 
large extent of d r aw i ng the w o r k i n g masses 
of the East in to po l i t i ca l l i fe». 

I t i s qu i te clear, L e n i n has fu r the r wr i t t en , 
tha t : 

« in the coming decis ive batt le o f w o r l d revo
lu t ion , the movement of the ma jo r i t y of the 
popu la t i on of the ter res t r ia l g lobe w h i c h a ims 
at f i rs t a t na t i ona l l i bera t ion , w i l l t u r n against 
cap i ta l i sm and imper i a l i sm, and w i l l p r oba 
b l y p l a y a greater r evo lu t i ona ry ro le t han we 
t h i n k» (V. I . L en i n , Work s , A l b a n i a n ed i t ion, 
vo l . 32, pp. 579 & 580). 

S t a l i n has also po in ted out: 

«The co lon ia l countr ies are the m a i n rear 
a rea of impe r i a l i sm . Revo lu t i ona l i za t i on of 
these rear areas cannot f a i l to unde rm ine 
impe r i a l i sm not on ly in the sense of depr i v 
i n g i t o f i ts rear area, bu t a lso in the sense 
tha t the revo lu t iona l i za t ion of the East is 
bound to g ive a decis ive impetus to the shar 
pen ing of the revo lu t i ona ry cr is is in the 
West» ( J . V . S ta l i n , Work s , A l b a n i a n ed i t ion, 
v o l . 7, p. 232). 
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Therefore, those w h o f a i l to support and a i d 
the nat iona l - l ibera t ion and revo lu t i ona ry move
ment of oppressed peoples, w i t h a l l the i r s t rength 
and means fa i l at the same t ime to support and 
a id the revo lu t i ona ry movement in the i r own 
country. 

The accusations of the Kh rushchev i t e rev i s i on 
ists that the marx i s t - l en in i s t part ies and a l l revo
l u t i ona ry communis ts deny, a l legedly, the need of 
l i n k i ng and un i t i ng the nat iona l - l ibera t ion move 
ment o f the peoples o f A s i a , A f r i c a and L a t i n A m e 
r i ca w i t h the struggle of the social ist countr ies 
and of the w o r k i n g class of the advanced capi ta l is t 
countr ies, that they a l legedly t r y to a l ienate this 
movement f r om the social ist camp and the w o r k i n g 
class of the advanced capita l ist countr ies, are 
ent i re ly t rumped-up charges and slanders. M a r x -
ist- lenin ists have been and cont inue to be aware 
of the necessity of un i t i ng a l l r evo lu t i onary t rends 
in f i gh t ing imper ia l i sm, pa r t i cu l a r l y o f un i t i ng the 
two ma jo r movements of our epoch, namely , the 
social ist and nat iona l - l i bera t ion movements . Jus t 
as the social ist camp and the w o r k i n g class of the 
advanced capital ist countr ies s tand in need of 
the a i d and support o f the na t iona l - l i be ra t ion 
movement so does the struggle of the peoples of 
A s i a , A f r i c a and L a t i n A m e r i c a stand in need o f 
the a id and suppor t of the social ist c amp and 
Work ing class of the advanced capita l is t coun 
tries. The a id and support on the part of the so
cia l ist countr ies and the w o r k i n g class of the 
advanced capital ist countr ies is a factor of p r i m a r y 
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impor tance in deve lop ing w i t h success the na t io 
na l - l i be ra t ion movement , i n f u r the r i ng the r evo 
lu t ion in co lon ia l and dependent countr ies as w e l l 
as in gu id ing these countr ies towards soc ia l i sm. 

B u t the people o f the A s i a n , A f r i c a n and L a t i n 
A m e r i c a n countr ies s tand in need o f genuine revo 
l u t i ona ry a id and support , whereas the K h r u s h -
chevite and other mode rn rev is ionists , f a r f r o m 
g i v i ng effect ive a id and support to the ant i - impe
r ia l i s t and l i be ra t ion struggle of these peoples t ry , 
on the contrary , to smother and check i t to please 
the imper ia l i s t s . The l ine o f the Eu ropean r e v i 
s ionists is the l ine of uncond i t i ona l submiss ion 
and cap i tu la t ion to impe r i a l i sm; the l ine of r e nun 
c ia t ion of the ideals of f reedom, independence and 
revo lu t ion , a l legedly, in the name of «peace», 
«peaceful co-existence», «peaceful compet i t ion», 
«genera l and to ta l d i sa rmament» . Of wha t good 
can th is t reacherous l ine be to people fo r the i r 
na t i ona l l i be ra t i on and soc ia l emanc ipat ion? The re 
fore, rev i s i on i sm has today become a great menace 
not on l y to the in te rna t iona l commun is t and w o r k 
ers ' movement but also to the nat iona l - l i be ra t ion 
movement of the peoples of the wo r l d . W i thou t 
f i gh t i ng against rev i s ion i sm, th is o f f sp r ing and 
a l l y o f imper i a l i sm, not on l y the revo lu t i ona ry 
movement of the w o r k i n g class but also the n a 
t iona l - l i be ra t ion movement o f peoples w i l l f a l l shor t 
of ach iev ing success. 

I t i s not the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t s w h o counterpoise 
the na t iona l - l i be ra t ion movement to the movement 
of the w o r k i n g class of the advanced capita l is t 
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countr ies, but the Kh rushchev i t e rev is ion ists that 
counterpoise the wo rke r s ' movement to the revo 
l u t i ona ry nat iona l - l i be ra t ion movement of the 
peoples o f A s i a , A f r i c a a n d L a t i n Ame r i c a , cons i 
de r ing the la t te r a «lower, not en t i re l y genu ine 
form» of the revo lu t i onary movement ; i t i s they 
who, in fact, counterpoise the «European» M a r x -
i sm-Len in i sm (read: Eu ropean rev is ion ism) to 
«As iat ic» M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m ; i t i s they w h o c l a im 
that the revo lu t i onary movement in other «non -
pro letar ian» regions where «petty bourgeois p opu 
la t ion predominates» shou ld be unde r «the pa t ro 
nage» and «leadership» of the «true pro le tar ian» 
European worke r s ' movement , and so on. Th i s i s 
a new, re f ined camouf laged f o rm, and a l leged ly 
«proletar ian» and «Marx i s t» phraseo logy of the o l d 
Eu ropean imper ia l i s t chauv in i sm, an emphat i c 
mani fes tat ion of the imper ia l i s t ideo logy of «the 
upper nat ions» who have dom ina ted over the bu l k 
of the popu la t i on of the w o r l d fo r tens of years 
in succession, l owered by t h em to «the i n f e r i o r 
category» of «savage» and «undeve loped people» 
«incapable of independent creat ive h i s to r i ca l 
deeds». Thus, i t i s the rev is ion ists who c lass i fy 
people in to «upper» and «lower», in to «capable» 
and «incapable», in to «leaders» and «fo l lowers», 
who judge t hem by the co lor o f the i r s k i n and the i r 
race, p l ung ing in th is w a y in to the p i t o f impe r i a l 
ist chauv in i sm and rac ia l i sm. 
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It Is High Time for Revolutionary Communists to 
Rise Against Treason and Vanquish Modern 

Revisionism 

No ser ious Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t denies no r can 
deny the ro le and impor tance of the Eu ropean 
worke r s ' movement , i ts r emarkab l e revo lu t i ona ry 
mer i ts , t rad i t i ons and exper ience f r o m w h i c h a l l the 
revo lu t ionar ies o f the w o r l d have and shou ld by a l l 
means l ea rn a great deal . B u t the Eu ropean r e v i 
s ionists boast in v a i n o f the revo lu t i ona ry t r a d i 
t ions o f Eu rope . They have bet rayed these t r ad i 
t ions. The mode rn rev is ion ists are the direct f o l l ow
ers of the wors t t rad i t ions of the commun i s t and 
wo rke r s ' movement in Europe , o f the t rad i t ions o f 
Be rns te in and Kau t s k y , o f T r o t s k y and B u k h a r i n , 
o f L eon B l u m and Saraggat, o f B r o w d e r a n d T i to . 
The t rue bearers and fo l lowers o f the g rand t r ad i 
t ions of Eu rope are the Marx i s t - Len in i s t s , the r evo 
l u t i ona r y communists , who are r i s i ng eve rywhere 
in Eu rope against oppo r tun i sm and rev i s ion i sm, this 
g rave nu isance and o ld a i lment o f the Eu ropean 
commun i s t and wo r ke r s ' movement . 

Rev i s i on i sm w i t h w h i c h Eu rope i s l aden today 
i s not ever las t ing. The re have been per iods in the 
past too w h e n oppo r tun i sm and rev i s i on i sm have 
become the p redominan t cur rent in the Eu ropean 
wo r ke r s ' movement . Th i s was the per iod o f the 
I Ind In te rnat iona l . A t that t ime the imper ia l i s t 
bourgeois ie r ubbed the i r hands and p roc la imed fa r 
and w i de that M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m had been bu r i ed 
and revo lu t i on in Eu rope had come to its end . 
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Bu t before long this j o y of the bourgeois ie re jo ic 
ing was tu rned to tears. N e w revo lu t i ona ry part ies 
of the w o r k i n g class sprang up in place of the op
portun is t and re formis t ones, the I I I rd commun is t 
In ternat iona l was set up to replace the I Ind Inter
nat iona l , M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m t r i umphed over oppor 
tun i sm and rev is ion ism, the per iod of great r e vo l u 
t ionary upheavals , s tar t ing w i t h the October Soc i a l 
ist Revo lu t ion , came to replace the ebb t ide of the 
revo lu t ion . 

A n d the present ebb t ide o f revo lu t i on in 
Europe w i l l cer ta in ly change. A new revo lu t ionary 
upsurge is inev i tab le . It can not be stopped by 
e i ther the tempora ry «prosper i ty» of Eu ropean 
capi ta l i sm, the bourgeois d ic tatorsh ip of the fascist 
type, nor by the demagogy and treacherous acts 
of the Kh rushchev i t e , T i to i te and other rev i s i on 
ists. A na l y z i n g the causes of the ebb t ide, of the 
re lat ive « t ranqu i l i t y» not iced in Eu rope af ter the 
t r i umph of the October Soc ia l is t Revo lu t i on in 
Russ ia and after the defeat of the revo lu t ion in 
cer ta in other countr ies, J . V . S t a l i n has sa id : 

«What is the ebb t ide of the revo lu t ion , 
qu ietude? C a n i t be the beg inn ing of the end 
of wo r l d revo lut ion, the beg inn ing of the 
l i qu ida t i on of the wo r l d p ro le ta r ian revo lu 
t ion? L en i n has said that the t r i u m p h of the 
pro letar ia t in our count ry was fo l l owed by a 
new epoch, the epoch o f w o r l d revo lu t ion , an 
epoch f i l l ed w i t h conf l ic ts and wars , attacks 
and retreats, t r i u m p h and defeat, an epoch 
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w h i c h presages the t r i u m p h of the pro letar ia t 
in the p r i n c i pa l capi ta l is t countr ies. In the 
ebb t ide of r evo lu t i on started in Europe, can 
th is mean that Len in ' s thesis on the new 
epoch, on the epoch of w o r l d revo lu t i on loses 
i ts force as a consequence? C a n th is mean 
that the p ro le ta r i an revo lu t i on has been con
sequent ly left aside in the West? No, i t does 
not mean that. 

The epoch of w o r l d revo lu t i on is a new stage 
of the revo lu t ion , it is a who l e per iod of strategy 
cover ing a numbe r of years, p robab ly tens of years. 
Th i s per iod may and shou ld have ebb t ides and 
f lood tides o f revo lu t ion . (J. V . S ta l in , Works , A l 
ban ian edi t ion, vo l . 7, pp. 91 & 92). 

A n d hav i ng cor roborated th is w i t h the expe
r ience of the Russ ian revo lu t i on p r i o r to the 
t r i umph of the October Revo lu t i on and after, 
S t a l i n cont inues: 

«What do these ups and downs show? 
Do they show that Len in ' s thesis on the new 
epoch of w o r l d revo lu t ion has lost or can lose 
its impor tance? Of course, not. They on l y 
show that the revo lu t i on does not usua l l y 
proceed in a s t ra ight and u p w a r d l ine con
t i nua l l y c l imb ing and r i s ing , but by zigzags 
th rough advances and retreats, th rough ebbs 
and f l ows w h i c h put the revo lu t i ona ry forces 
to the test and pave the w a y fo r f i na l v i c 
tory. Th i s is the h is tor i c mean ing of the ebb 
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t ide of the revo lu t i on w h i c h has begun now. 
this is the h is tor i c mean ing of the per iod of 
ca lm we are l i v i ng th rough now», ( idem, p. 
94). 

Bu t exper ience has shown and shows that the 
impu lse of the revo lu t i ona ry movement of the 
w o r k i n g class does not come automat ica l l y . One 
has to st r ive and sweat fo r i t eve ry day. The chief 
obstacle to revo lu t i on in Eu rope today i s K h r u s h -
chev i te rev is ion ism, w h i c h has smothered the revo
l u t i ona ry impetus, w h i c h has pa ra l yzed the w i l l 
and m i l i t an t sp i r i t of the Eu ropean w o r k i n g class 
and o f a l l Eu ropean workers , w h i c h has d ive r ted 
the communis t part ies o f Eu rope f r o m the r e vo l u 
t i ona ry way . Therefore, w i thou t a resolute p r i n c i 
p led f ight against the present Kh rushchev i t e oppor 
t un i sm and rev i s ion i sm in a l l i ts fo rms and m a n i 
festat ions the Eu ropean wo rke r s class and i ts v a n 
guard, the commun is t part ies, cannot get r i d of 
the i r inf luence, no genuine revo lu t i ona ry move
ment can be establ ished and the g rand cause 
of the w o r k i n g class cannot be led to v i c to ry . 

The Eu ropean communis t s possess a r i ch h i s 
tor i ca l exper ience in this respect. D u r i n g the who l e 
of the i r revo lu t i onary l ives the c lassical teachers of 
Ma r x i sm - Len i n i sm have waged an i r reconc i lab le 
w a r against a l l an t i -Ma rx i s t trends, have a lways 
d r a w n the l i ne between Ma r x i s t s and opportun is ts , 
have a lways s t r iven fo r a rea l l y p r inc ip l ed un i t y 
of the communis t and worke r s ' movement . In h is 
«Letter to the G e r m a n and F r en ch Worke r s» (Sep
t embe r 24, 1920) L en i n w ro t e : 
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«Oppo r tun i sm is represented by e l e 
ments of the «worke rs bourgeois ie», of the 
o l d bureaucracy of t rade unions, of coopera
t ives and so on. W i t hou t do ing away w i t h 
th is t rend, w h i c h in rea l i ty , th rough i t s 
vac i l la t ions, t h rough i ts «menshev i za t i on» . . . 
carr ies bourgeois in f luence to the pro le tar ia t 
within the wo r ke r s ' movement , within the 
social ist part ies, w i t hou t do ing away w i t h 
th is t rend, w i t hou t sever ing a l l connect ions 
w i t h it, w i t hou t expe l l i ng i ts outs tand ing 
representat ives, it is impossible to achieve 
revo lu t i ona ry p ro le ta r i an u n i t y . . . I t i s h i gh 
t ime to f i na l l y d ispe l a l l these ve r y dange
rous i l lus ions on the poss ib i l i ty of «un i ty» 
o r «peace mak ing» w i t h the D i tmanns and 
Cr i sp ins , w i t h the r igh t w i n g o f the «Inde
pendent Soc ia l -Democra t i c Pa r t y» o f G e r 
many , w i t h the «Independent Wo rke r s 
Pa r t y» o f Eng land , w i t h the «Socia l is t P a r t y 
of F rance» etc. I t i s h i gh t ime for a l l r evo
l u t i ona r y wo r ke r s to get r i d of these e le
ments in the i r par t ies and to f o rm genu ine 
un i ted commun i s t part ies of the pro le tar ia t» 
(V. I . L en i n , «Aga ins t Rev i s ion i sm» A l b a 
n i an ed i t ion, pp. 616 & 617). 

The f ight against oppor tun is ts and reformists , 
the c lear-cut separat ion f r o m them, was cons idered 
by L e n i n as an essent ia l cond i t ion fo r admi t tance 
to the Commun i s t In te rnat iona l and fo r its very 
existence. 
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«Part ies des i r ing to take par t in the 
Commun i s t Internat ional», say the condi t ions 
for admiss ion to the Com in t e r n d r a w n up by 
Len in , «are ob l iged to accept the ind i spensa-
b i l i t y of sever ing a l l connections, to ta l l y and 
absolutely, w i t h the re formis ts and w i t h the 
po l i cy of «the center» and to propagate th is 
among the widest circ les of the members of 
the i r part ies. I f th is is not done i t is imposs i 
b le to ca r ry out a consistent commun is t 
pol icy» (V. I . Len in , Works , A l b a n i a n ed i t ion, 
vo l . 31, page 227). 

In the «Condi t ions» we read fu r the r : 

«Eve ry organ izat ion des i r ing to take part 
in the Comin te rn , i s du t y bound to regu la r l y 
and systemat ica l ly remove f r o m posts of 
more or less respons ib i l i t y in the wo rke r s ' 
movement ( f rom par ty organizat ions, ed i to
r i a l boards, t rade un ions, pa r l i amen ta r y f rac 
t ions, cooperatives, mun ic ipa l i t i es and so on) 
reformists and part isans of the «center» and 
to replace t hem w i t h l oya l communis t s — 
not fear ing that at t imes the need may ar ise 
at f i rst to replace «exper ienced» leaders w i t h 
p l a i n worke rs» (idem, 226). 

Speak ing of Len in ' s p r inc ip led and deter
m ined struggle against opportun is ts of va r ious 
hues, S ta l i n has sa id : 
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«Eve r y bo lshev ik , i f he is a t rue bo lshe
v ik , knows that, Len i n , long before the war , 
app rox ima te l y s ince 1903-1904, when the bo l 
shev ik groups were f o rmed in Russ ia and 
when the left ist appeared in G e r m a n soc ia l -
democracy, pursued the l ine of sp l i t t ing w i t h 
and separat ing f r o m the opportunists, even 
in our country , i n the Soc ia l -Democra t P a r t y 
of Russ ia , as w e l l as over there, at the I Ind 
Internat iona l , pa r t i cu l a r l y i n the G e r m a n So
c ia l -Democracy . E v e r y bo lshev ik knows that 
i t was fo r th is reason that the bo lshev iks 
ga ined among the ranks of the opportun is ts 
of the I Ind Internat iona l , the g lor ious fame 
as «spl itters» and «disorganizers» as ear l y as 
1903-1905» (J. V . S ta l i n . Works , A l b a n i a n 
ed i t ion, vo l . 13, p. 83). 

L o y a l to these revo lu t i ona ry t rad i t ions and 
insp i red by them, the Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s o f Eu rope 
have r isen and are da i l y r i s i ng to wage a g rand 
h is tor ic bat t le to f ree Eu rope f r om the venomous 
clutches of Kh ru shchev i t e rev i s ion i sm. The pre 
sent and fu tu re of soc ia l i sm and commun i sm 
demand this determined batt le against the h igh 
treason of the mode rn revis ionists, the v i t a l i n te 
rests of the w o r k i n g class and of the people of 
the ent i re w o r l d demand it, the honor and revo
l u t i ona ry d ign i t y of the Eu ropean pro le tar ia t de
mand i t . 

The imper ia l i s t s and Kh rushchev i t e r ev i s i on 
ists are s t r i v i ng to smother the revo lu t i ona ry sp i r i t 
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i n Europe and to t u rn Eu rope together w i t h N o r t h 
Ame r i c a into a s t rongho ld of po l i t i ca l and ideo lo
g ica l react ion in order to cu rb the revo lu t i onary 
movement and revo lu t i ona ry thought th roughout 
the wo r l d . B u t they w i l l never succeed in ach iev 
ing the i r goal . The Eu rope o f M a r x , Engels, 
L en i n and S ta l i n , the Eu rope o f the Commun i s t I n 
ternat iona l , the Europe of the hero ic Pa r i s C o m m u n e 
and of the Grea t October Soc ia l is t Revo lu t i on , of 
the Span i sh W a r and of the Ant i - fasc i s t Res is t 
ance has inexhaust ib le revo lu t i ona ry forces and 
energies wh i c h have not d ied and wh i c h w i l l never 
die. There are colossal Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t forces in 
the European commun is t and wo rke r s ' movement . 
They are a lways a l ive, they are f i gh t ing each day 
w i t h more p luck and courage, w i t h more deter
m ina t ion . In many countr ies l i ke Be lg i um, Ita ly, 
France, Eng land , Aus t r i a , Spa in , Po r tuga l , S w i t 
zer land, the Nether lands, the U S A and e lsewhere 
they have a l ready been organ ized in to M a r x i s t -
Len in i s t part ies and groups. They exist, resist and 
f ight everywhere, even w i t h i n those Eu ropean 
communis t and wo rke r s ' par t ies headed today by 
fo l lowers of N. Kh rushchev ' s group. 

A t the present d i f f i cu l t moments , w h e n E u 
rope has become the bast ion of mode rn r e v i s i on 
ism, the Marx i s t - Len in i s t s i n Eu rope and N o r t h 
Ame r i c a do not v i ew the s i tuat ion w i t h pess im i sm 
and do not feel isolated. In the i n te rna t i ona l 
commun is t movement there exists today an unb reak 
able un i t y o f the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t s the w o r l d 
over. The Eu ropean Marx i s t - Len in i s t s are un i ted 
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in a body w i t h the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t part ies and 
revo lu t i ona ry Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s th roughout the 
wo r l d , f o r Eu rope cannot s tand aloof f r o m o ther 
cont inents, for the revo lu t i ona ry commun is t move 
ment in Eu rope i s an inseparable, impor tan t and 
wo r t h y part o f the w o r l d r evo lu t i ona ry c o m m u 
nist movement . The struggle of the revo lu t i ona ry 
marx i s t s of Eu rope and N o r t h A m e r i c a as a com
ponent par t of the struggle of a l l the communis t s 
of the wo r l d , i s today of specia l i n te rna t i ona l 
s igni f icance, fo r they m i l i t a te ins ide the bast ion 
of mode rn rev i s ion ism, and th is bast ion must be 
unde rm ined , b l own in the air, i t must be tu rned 
to ashes and dust. 

The rev is ionists l aunch a l l k i nds o f t r umped -
up charges and epithets against the hea l thy M a r 
x i s t - Len in i s t forces i n Europe, they t r y the i r u t te r 
most to para lyze the i r r evo lu t i ona ry act iv i t ies and 
to s i lence the i r voice, because the rev is ionists are 
a l a rmed at the g r ow th of these forces w h i c h spel l 
the i r inev i tab le doom. The rev is ionists must not 
be pe rm i t ted to a t ta in the i r an t i -Ma r x i s t and re 
trogress ive object ives. To conf ront the force of 
p ropaganda and organ i za t ion w h i c h the rev i s i on 
ists f ound in good shape in the commun i s t and 
worke r s ' part ies, and w h i c h they u t i l i zed to fu r the r 
the i r t reacherous ends, the Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s of 
Eu rope place the i r organ ized force, lega l and c lan
destine, w i t h the i r w o r k in and outs ide the par ty , 
es tab l i sh ing and conso l idat ing new M a r x i s t - L e n i 
nist part ies and groups, s t r i v i ng w i t h i n the pa r t y 
to safeguard the pr inc ip les w h i c h the rev is ionists 
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are t r amp l i ng under foot, against rev is ion ist tactics 
in order to na r r ow down the sphere of ac t i v i t y of 
the revis ionists, in order to expose the i r l i ne and 
the i r designs, in order to isolate them f r om the 
communis t masses and to smash t hem once and 
for a l l t ime. 

Marx i s t - Len in i s t s shou ld especia l ly be on the i r 
guard against the «quietude», «silence» w h i c h the 
Kh rushchev i t e rev is ionists ho ld ing sway in the 
Sov iet U n i o n are t r y i ng to ma in ta i n . The present 
Sov iet rev is ionists leaders are today in a p red i ca 
ment because of the mess w h i c h N. Kh rushchev ' s 
down fa l l has p laced them i n . The economic d i f f i 
cult ies caused by Kh rushchev i t e an t i -marx i s t po
l i c y and methods, the l i qu ida t i on o f hundreds and 
thousands of sound revo lu t i ona ry cadres in the 
par ty and state, the base s landers against the l i fe 
and deeds of S ta l in , against the social ist order, the 
d ic tatorsh ip of the pro letar iat , the po l i cy of shame
f u l cap i tu lat ion and subserv ience to impe r i a l i sm 
wh i ch has d iscredi ted the author i t y and prest ige 
of the Sov iet Un i on , contacts and al l iances w i t h 
Ame r i c an impe r i a l i sm and var ious react ionary 
forces jeopard i z ing the interests of the Sov ie t 
Un i on itself, of the social ist camp and of the 
people, the chauv in is t and dissent ient l ine of N. 
Kh rushchev ' s group towards the in te rna t iona l 
communis t and worke r s ' movement , the f renz ied 
attacks and host i le at t i tude towards Ch i n a and 
A l ban i a , N . Kh rushchev ' s ent i re rev is ion ist and 
treacherous course wh i c h the present Sov iet l ead 
ers are pu rsu ing w i t h persistence, have aroused 
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the deep d iscontent of the communis ts and Sov iet 
people, have opened the eyes of m i l l i ons of people 
who we re at f i r s t confused, and aroused the i r 
conscience against rev i s ion ism, have caused the 
resolute oppos i t ion and the p r inc ip l ed struggle of 
Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t forces th roughout the wo r l d . The 
revo lu t ionary Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t s of the Sov ie t 
Un i on are waken i ng and are wag i ng an act ive and 
decis ive batt le on a l l f ronts against the K h r u s h 
chevite rev is ionists . On the other hand , th rough 
his po l i cy of dictate, of submiss ion to «the con
ductor 's baton», N. Kh r u sh chev caused ser ious 
gaps among h is al l ies, among the rev is ion ist 
groupings, inc l ina t ions to b reak loose f r om the 
Sov iet Un i on , tendencies to be more independent 
and to feel f reer to come into closer contact w i t h 
impe r i a l i sm and the bourgeois ie, w h i c h have not 
on ly ha rmed the prest ige and au thor i t y o f the 
Sov iet rev is ion is t leaders, bu t have also caused 
fu r the r economic d i f f i cu l t ies fo r the Sov ie t Un i o n . 
The present Sov ie t leaders are pass ing th rough a 
t rans i to ry per iod t r y i ng to f i nd a w a y out. t r y i ng 
to adopt a new tactics in order to s idetrack the 
oppos i t ion and b lows of the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t s and 
in order to r ea f f i rm the i r unchanged rev is ion ist 
l ine and keep the i r f r iends, i f not under the i r d i rect 
leadersh ip as before, at least to h i nde r t hem f r o m 
conduct ing a po l i cy independent of the Sov iet l ead 
ers, w i t hou t consu l t ing the lat ter at a l l . 

I t is prec ise ly th is c r i t i ca l , in t r i cate pos i t ion 
that makes the present Sov ie t leaders resort to this 
«silence» or «quietude». On the surface they appear 
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to be more moderate t han the i r chief, N . K h r u s h 
chev, leav ing the decept ive impress ion tha t they 
can be corrected, wh i l e in rea l i t y they pers ist i n 
the i r f o rmer Kh rushchev i t e l ine. 

Such a per iod of «silence» and «quietude» is to 
the interest o f the imper ia l i s t s a n d rev is ion ists and 
to the det r iment of the commun is t movement , the 
cause of M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and socia l ism, because 
du r i ng th is per iod the revis ionists are conso l idat ing 
the i r posi t ions to deal a heav ier b l ow to M a r x i s m -
Len i n i sm . On the o ther hand, the imper ia l i s ts , es
pec ia l l y those of the U S A , cont inue to be more 
act ive in the i r re lat ions w i t h the rev is ionists and 
exert more a l l - r ound pressure on them to compe l 
them to m a k e fu r the r concessions and get closer 
to the imper ia l i s ts , wh i l e the Sov ie t leaders take 
advantage of th is «silence» to re-establ ish a l l the 
connect ions a n d re lat ions w h i c h N . Kh r u sh chev 
had ma in ta ined w i t h the imper ia l i s ts , w h i c h they 
have ne i ther b roken no r rejected. Therefore, M a r 
x is t -Len in is ts , r evo lu t i ona ry communis t s shou ld 
not be mis led by the new maneuvers and tact ics 
of the Kh rushchev i t e revis ionists, shou ld not be 
t rapped by the per iod of «silence» they have encou
raged, shou ld enter ta in no i l lus ions towards the 
present Sov ie t rev is ion is t leaders, no r confuse t hem 
w i t h the Sov ie t Un i on , w i t h the revo lu t i ona ry 
Sov iet people, but shou ld persist in the i r p r i nc ip l ed 
struggle to expose mode rn rev i s ion i sm. 

The struggle against mode rn rev i s ion i sm in i t s 
cradle in Eu rope i s not an easy one, i t demands 
great ef forts and sacr i f ices. B u t communis t s a n d 
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genuine revo lu t ionar ies have spared none of these 
for the g rand cause. They have never recoi led 
before the enemy even at the t ime of b lack reac
t ion, at the t ime of fascist crue l ty . I t is h i gh t ime 
for the revo lu t i ona ry communis t s to r ise against 
betrayal , to vanqu i sh mode rn rev i s ion ism, to create 
the f o rmer Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t - S t a l i n i s t u n i t y o f a l l 
communis t s w h i c h consol idated the posi t ions of 
soc ia l i sm and c ommun i sm in the wo r l d , w h i c h 
brought so m a n y ga ins to the pro le tar ia t and deal t 
such dead l y b lows to impe r i a l i sm and react ion 
th roughout the wo r l d . Some t ime ago great L en i n 
w ro te : 

« f r om the po in t of v i ew of the deve lopment 
o f the in te rna t iona l revo lu t i on the t rans i t i on 
f r o m Cha r t i sm to the Hendersons w h o be
have w i t h se rv i l i t y towards the bourgeois ie, 
f r o m V a r l a i n t o Renode l i , o r f r o m W i l h e l m 
L i ebknech t and Bebe l to Z y d e k u m Sche ide-
m a n and Noske (that is, f r o m revo lut ionar ies 
to opportun is ts and t ra i to rs — ed.) is no th 
i ng else but «trans i t ion» of a vehic le f r om 
a f la t smooth road hundreds of k i lometers in 
l ength to a s t i nk i ng f i l t h y poo l a long the 
same h i ghway , to a poo l a f ew yards in 
l ength (V. I . Len i n , Work s , A l b a n i a n ed i t ion, 
vo l . 33, p. 389). 

There is not the least doubt that at present too, 
the t rans i t ion f r o m Sta l in ' s revo lu t i ona ry per iod to 
renegade Kh r u sh chev and his fo l lowers is also a p i t 
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of this k i n d a few yards in l ength f u l l o f g r i m y 
s lush on the b road and sh in i ng bou leva rd o f p r o 
le ta r ian revo lu t ion w h i c h leads i nev i t ab l y to the 
complete t r i umph o f soc ia l i sm and c ommun i sm the 
wo r l d over. Kh rushchev i t e rev i s i on i sm i s an ug l y 
sore in the sound body of the Eu ropean and i n t e r 
na t iona l r evo lu t i ona ry commun is t movement , w h i c h 
must be healed, a n d w i l l be healed, w i t h a cou ra 
geous operat ion by the revo lu t i ona ry communis ts . 
Mode r n rev i s ion i sm w i l l meet w i t h shamefu l and 
inev i tab le fa i lure, just as i ts predecessors fa i led in 
the days gone by. 
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THE WORKING CLASS IN REVISIONIST 
COUNTRIES MUST TAKE THE FIELD 

AND RE-ESTABLISH THE DICTATORSHIP 
OF THE PROLETARIAT 

R e p r o d u c e d f r o m the « Z ë r i i P o p u l l i t » da i l y , 

d a t e d M a r c h 24, 1968 





In a l l the countr ies whe r e rev is ion is ts are i n 
power , the d ic ta torsh ip of the pro le tar ia t is be ing 
smashed and rep laced by the d ic ta torsh ip of the 
bourgeois ie, the social ist reg ime is be ing rep laced 
by the capi ta l is t bourgeois reg ime and the pa r t y of 
the pro le tar ia t , degenerated f r o m w i t h i n , i s now 
but a smokescreen to conceal th is treason, to sup
press the v ig i l ance and leg i t imate revo l t of the 
w o r k i n g class and of l abo r i ng people. The vigilance 
and legitimate violence of the working class against 
the class enemies is what scares the revisionists to 
death. It is the only force that can subdue them, it 
is the only way out from this disastrous situation 
in which socialism and communism find themselves 
today in the countries where the revisionists are 
in power. Thus, the revival and fanning of the 
flames of the proletarian revolution in these coun
tries is the «sine qua non» of the road of salvation. 
No other road, as events have been un fo lded and 
a re r o l l i ng on, can be of a n y stable and last ing be
nef i t to the d ic ta torsh ip o f the pro le tar ia t a n d 
soc ia l i sm. A n y other course can serve on ly as a 
posture o f compromise, h a r m f u l and tempora ry , 
w i t h g rave consequences fo r soc ia l i sm. 
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It is only the working class at the head of the 
masses, it is only the working class headed by its 
real Marxist-Leninist party, it is only the working 
class through armed revolution, through violence, 
that can and must bury the traitorous revisionists. 

A l l the countr ies whe r e the rev is ionists are in 
power, w i t hou t except ion, whe the r they are the 
vanguard , such as Yugos l av i a , the Sov ie t U n i o n , 
Hunga ry , Czechos lovak ia , Po l and , etc., or those 
that, w i t h d i f ferent masks, conceal and camouf lage 
the i r revis ionist, an t i -Ma r x i s t l ine, have tu rned in to 
capita l ist bourgeois countr ies, o r are r ap i d l y go ing 
down into th is d i r t y morass. 

The main issue on the agenda of the revisionist 
traitorous cliques that are in power consists only in 
choosing the most reliable forms to attain the aim 
of restoring capitalism, of strengthening and stabi
lizing their positions, without arousing the suspi
cion and awakening the vigilance of the working 
class and laboring people in order to avoid any set
backs, disturbances and, finally, to be in a position 
to suppress revolution when it breaks out. This is 
the essence of the revisionists' quandary. 

The other i t em on the agenda fo r them, w i t h i n 
the f r amework of this d i s in tegrat ion, to a t ta in the 
purpose of restor ing cap i ta l i sm, consists in the 
efforts of each clique to escape the tutelage of the 
most powerful, and yet to have its aid in general, 
particularly when they see their positions are weak. 
W i t h th is is connected the degree of i n te rdepen
dence, wh i l e the more powe r f u l among them i s 
seeking to dominate the t rends and channe l t h em 
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t owards the interest of the b i g State. Of course, 
such a th i ng cannot w o r k out successfu l ly for a l l 
par t ies o r cont inua l l y . 

Ano t he r i t em on the agenda of these c l iques 
i s the tendency a n d the great care to f i n d d i f ferent 
means of camouf lag ing the d ive rs i t y of fo rms of 
act ion, wh i ch , sometimes, are more advanced and 
less camouf laged than those of the fe l l ow cl iques. 
These «pioneers» serve the capi ta l i s t forces wh i c h 
insp i re the rev is ion is t c l iques to inst igate others to 
speed up the course as m u c h as possible, to break 
the resistance of those rev is ion is t c l iques wh i ch , out 
of necessity, are more conservat ive because the 
swo r d of Damoc les — the pro le ta r ian revo lu t ion — 
hangs over the heads of t h em a l l . 

The rev is ion ists are seek ing to camouf lage a l l 
the counte r - revo lu t ionary act ions fo r the seizure of 
powe r and the ef forts they are m a k i n g to conso l i 
date th is power , by creating and inculcating into 
the minds of the working class the illusion that 
their «Marxist-Leninist» party is allegedly in po
wer, that it is itself directing all this development 
and transformation along the «real road of social
ism and communism». Th i s is the most dangerous 
disguise, by w h i c h the rev is ion ists are seek ing to 
w a r d of f the dec is ive b lows of the w o r k i n g class. 
Therefore, they try to tell the working class that 
every criticism, every revolt or opposition to their 
revisionist course is an anti-Marxist deviation, is a 
crime against Leninism, against socialism, against 
the party of the working class. The rev is ionists 
in ject th is dose of o p i u m th rough the press and 
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the i r false propaganda. A complete fab r i ca t i on in 
itself, they inject i t by dep r i v i ng the par ty , in theory 
and practice, of a l l r evo lu t i ona ry character is t i cs; 
they inject i t by mak i ng an a l leged ly M a r x i s t i n t e r 
pretat ion of every po l i t i ca l , economic and adm in i s 
t ra t i ve act ion of theirs in the d i rec t ion of the res
torat ion of cap i ta l i sm. Th i s false in te rpre ta t ion of 
the i r fore ign pol icy, of the i r relat ions, a l l iances and 
the i r unde rhand deal ings w i t h the capita l ists i s a lso 
necessary to the revis ionists in o rde r to l u l l the 
v ig i lance of the w o r k i n g masses of the i r respect ive 
countr ies. 

In all these cunning actions the revisionists set 
in motion the new corrupted class of bureaucrats 
who impose upon the working class and the masses 
through the force of their regime, their length of 
service, their rotten hearts hidden under rows of 
medals. Thus they create the impress ion in the 
wo r k i n g class that «it is imposs ib le that a l l these 
' f ine fe l lows ' cou ld bet ray the par ty , the class and 
socia l ism». 

Le t us d r aw some lessons, some conc lus ions 
f r om this rev is ion ist counter - revo lu t ion . 

Let us start with Hungary. In the euphor i a of 
the advent to power of Kh rushchev i t e rev i s ion i sm, 
but at a moment when i t had not yet conso l idated 
its posit ions, wo r l d cap i ta l i sm, its T i to i te agency 
and the in te rna l M a g y a r reac t ionary bourgeo is ie 
launched the a rmed counter - revo lu t ion against the 
d ic tatorsh ip of the pro letar iat and the Wo r ke r s ' 
P a r t y o f Hunga ry , t h i n k i ng i t was the weakest l i n k 
of the cha in of the social ist countr ies. A n d so i t wa s 
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indeed. Rakos i ' s p a r t y me l ted a w a y l i k e snow i n 
ra in . B u t w o r l d cap i ta l i sm and T i t o i sm had not 
chosen the correct momen t : they we re conv inced 
o f Kh ru shchev ' s t reacherous l ine , bu t they d i d not 
take account of the fact that h is pos i t ions were not 
yet s tab i l i zed and, a l though he hes i tated to resort 
to tanks, he was f i n a l l y ob l iged to do so. O the rw i se 
his road of t reason cou ld have been compromised . 
B u t i n connect ion w i t h the Hunga r i a n counter - re
vo lu t i on the f o l l ow ing facts mus t be po in ted ou t : 

1 . The Hunga r i a n counte r - revo lu t ion was i n i 
t ia ted by some inte l lectua ls and students. These 
wave r i n g strata, dep r i ved of the in f luence of a ge
nu ine Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t par ty , became reserves and 
squads of the counte r - revo lu t i ona ry at tack under 
the d i rec t ion of the bourgeois ie. The Hunga r i a n 
w r i t e r s we re in the v a n o f this counter - revo lu t ion . 

2 . The Hunga r i a n w o r k i n g class in genera l and 
that o f Budapes t in par t i cu la r , despite the r e vo l u 
t i ona r y t rad i t ions inher i ted f r o m the 1919 p ro le ta 
r i a n revo lu t ion , was unab le to de fend its power 
and gains. On the cont rary , a cons iderab le par t of 
the w o r k i n g class, espec ia l ly in Budapest , was 
ac t iva ted in f avou r o f the counter- revo lut ionar ies . 
It became therefore a reserve of react ion. Th i s 
means, in o ther words , that the w o r k o f Rakos i ' s 
p a r t y was not w e l l g rounded, i t was super f i c ia l . 
T h e w o r k i n g class d i d not f u l l y recognize i t as 
the i r leader. Th i s was the greatest and most d a n 
gerous ev i l . 

3 . The counter - revo lu t ion ent i re l y l i qu ida ted 
Rakos i ' s pa r t y w i t h i n a f ew days, wh i l e counter-

395 



revo lu t i ona ry Janos K a d a r p romu lga ted the decree 
fo r its o f f i c i a l d isso lut ion. 

4. D u r i n g the f ew days of counte r - revo lu t ion 
in H u n g a r y m a n y bourgeois, cap i ta l i s t and fascist 
part ies immed ia te l y sprang up l i k e mushrooms a f 
ter ra in . 

Thus, the Hunga r i a n counte r - revo lu t ion w a s 
suppressed by means of Sov iet tanks, a th i ng w h i c h 
can no longer be repeated. The same t ra i to r w h o 
l iqu ida ted the party , under the dictate of t he 
Kh rushchev i t e revis ionists, p romu lga ted the o the r 
decree fo r the re - found ing of the new a l leged ly 
«Marx i s t - Len in i s t» par ty , the Hunga r i a n r e v i s i on 
ist par ty , a s t i l l worse one than that of Rakos i . 

The Hunga r i a n counter - revo lu t ion was sup 
pressed by counter- revo lut ionar ies . Thus, bo th 
w ings of the putsch we re bound to come together, 
a s they d id . They wou l d bu i l d up the i r o w n « H u n -
gary», as they d i d bu i l d it . They w o u l d restore 
cap i ta l i sm, as they are res tor ing it. D r a w i n g lessons 
f r om the b loodshed and, after hav i ng pa id a b l oody 
ransom fo r i ts hasty actions, Hunga r i a n react ion 
is now ca r r y i ng out at le isure its re forms of r a d i 
ca l capita l ist t r ans fo rmat i on independent ly , and 
w i thou t any t roub le f r o m the Sov iet forces and 
tanks w h i c h r ema in on Hunga r i a n ter r i to ry . T h e 
Hunga r i a n bourgeois ie is, so to speak, go ing about 
i ts business, th is t ime unde r the protect ion of the 
Kh rushchev tanks. The H u n g a r i a n capita l is t bou r 
geoisie, host i le to the w o r k i n g class, d isguised 
under the «banner of the party», is l u l l i ng the 
w o r k i n g class to sleep wh i l e fo rg ing new cha ins 
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fo r it. The capi ta l i s t bourgeois ie has as its v a n 
gua rd the o l d and n ew rev is ion is t in te l l igents ia i n 
complete i den t i t y o f v i ews and un i t y o f ac t ion. 

Let us take Poland. As in Hunga r y , in Po l and , 
too, in 1956 b loody demonstrat ions started in 
Poznan and we re suppressed by tanks, th is t ime 
Po l i sh and not Sov ie t tanks. The Po l i s h C h u r c h and 
react ion had a hand in i t and K h r u s h c h e v was 
a f r a i d o f P o l a nd detach ing i tsel f complete ly f r o m 
the Sov ie t U n i o n ; therefore he threatened G o m u l k a 
w i t h a t ank invas ion but G o m u l k a resisted a n d 
Kh rushchev , w i l l y - n i l l y , smi led and embraced «the 
fascist Gomu l ka» , as he used to descr ibe h i m 
beh ind h is back. 

B u t now, i n recent days, events i n Po l and are 
un fo l d i ng otherwise . They have t aken another as
pect w h i c h is character i s t i c of a l l the rev i s ion i s t 
countr ies. In Po l and there have started demons t ra 
t ions, clashes, b loody encounters between G o m u l -
ka 's pol ice and the wr i te r s , in te l l igents ia and s tu 
dents who are demand ing «freedom», « fu l l demo
cracy», « l ibera l i sm». Th i s t ime, the Po l i s h counter
revo lut ionar ies , w h o have r isen against the G o m u l 
ka rev i s ion i s t counter- revo lut ionar ies , greet and 
express so l i da r i t y w i t h the Czechos lovak counter
revo lut ionar ies . The Po l i sh reac t ionary in te l l igent 
sia, d i rected by w o r l d cap i ta l i sm, by the c lergy and 
by Z i on i sm , a re not sat is f ied w i t h the G o m u l k a 
rev is ion is t c l i que a n d wan t to make shor t w o r k 
of them, as the new Dubcek S lovak c l ique are do ing 
w i t h the Novo t n y rev is ion is t c l ique w h o w i l l be 
re fer red to be low. In Po l and , as i t was in Hunga ry , 
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the react ionary inte l l igents ia and the students are 
in the van of the c la ims, the pa r t y organ isat ion is 
worm-eaten, the organs of the d ic ta torsh ip are, for 
the t ime being, in the serv ice o f the G o m u l k a c l ique 
and the w o r k i n g class does not react, i t does not 
come out in the street to do the necessary c lean ing. 
W i l l the G o m u l k a c l ique be able to subdue this 
t ide w h i c h i s r i s ing? We sha l l see. B u t o f impo r 
tance is the last t ide wh i c h mus t be prepared to 
w ipe f r om Po land ' s face a l l the over t and covert 
tra i tors. Th i s sa lu ta ry t ide w i l l be the p ro le ta r i an 
revo lu t ion of the Po l i sh w o r k i n g class led by the 
Po l i sh Commun i s t P a r t y (Marx i s t -Len in i s t ) . 

Let us take Czechoslovakia. T he Sov ie t r ev i 
sionists used to t rumpet ab road that Czechos lovak ia 
was the i r most powe r f u l bast ion, the most f a i t h fu l 
count ry o f the revis ionists, and A n t o n i n Novo t ny 
the most int imate, «the most earnest and most 
author i ta t i ve man» of the rev is ion is t c lan nex t to 
the Soviets. These claims, too, as we had forecast, 
come to noth ing , not because Novo t ny and h is r e v i 
sionist c l ique were not a f a i t h fu l agency of the 
Khrushchev i tes , but because they cou ld not ca r ry 
out the orders that the Moscow bosses used to g ive 
them. As a mat ter of fact, the dead horse of the 
Soviets, A n t o n i n Novo tny , sank in to the rev is ion is t 
m i r e wh i c h he h imse l f created, wh i l e the other 
horse rep lac ing h im , Dubcek, has taken the b i t in 
h is teeth and i s now bo l t ing towards the wes te rn 
«fields», where the gates of the F r en ch and West -
G e r m a n capita l ists are s tand ing open for h i m as 
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they had stood for the i r o ld i l l - f amed agents M a s a -
ryk , Benes, T iso, Hacha and others. 

H o w i s the new counter - revo lu t ion i n Czechos
l ovak i a un fo l d i ng? Open ly , against A n t o n i n N o 
vo tny and his c l ique, consequent ly against the So 
v iet rev is ion is t yoke . 

They are open ly go ing over to cap i ta l i sm, to 
the sys tem of t han one par ty , to the capita l ist State 
system and the und isgu ised l i qu ida t i on of the d ic 
tatorsh ip of the pro letar iat , to the capita l is t system 
in economy, educat ion and cu l ture . 

They are open ly preach ing not on ly coex is ten
ce, bu t so l id ties w i t h the wes te rn capita l ists. 
Homage is be ing pa id at the grave of Masa r yk , 
fa ther and son, at the grave of Benes, w h o are a l l 
be ing no i s i l y rehab i l i ta ted, even the fascists, and 
a l l of t hem are be ing descr ibed as «d is t ingu ished 
men», v i c t ims of the «Sta l in i s t ter ror» and of the 
erroneous po l i cy not on l y of the Novo t n y c l ique, 
but also of Go t twa l d , thus, of the Commun i s t P a r t y 
of Czechos lovak ia and, of course, «of S ta l in , of the 
Comin te rn» . 

In short, Czechos lovak ia is go ing at a r ap i d 
tempo and w i thou t much subter fuge and demagogy 
towards cap i ta l i sm, to the complete po l i t i ca l , ideo
log ica l , economic and State restorat ion of the 
capi ta l is t bourgeois republ ic . 

By wha t means and fo rms i s this process u n 
fo ld ing? The Czechos lovak process shou ld not be 
taken separate ly f r om a l l the processes wh i c h are 
t ak i ng place in the ent i re rev is ion is t herd . Th i s i s 
the resu l t of the d is in tegrat ion, of the great con-
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t rad ict ions wh i c h exist w i t h i n the rev is ion is t c lan, 
w i t h i n the d i f ferent tendencies ex i s t ing in the c lan 
of each i nd i v i dua l rev is ion is t country , of the i n te r 
na t iona l contradict ions. Thus, the Czechos lovak 
d is integrat ion and the course i t has taken are no th 
i ng ex t raord inary . No th i ng shou ld surpr i se us. Th i s 
is qu i te no rma l . 

So is the over t manne r of the i r act ions, and 
th is for two reasons: on the one hand a part of 
the Czechos lovak people, indeed of the Czechos lo
v a k w o r k i n g class also, are prepared, are pred ispo
sed fo r this « l ibera l» road, as the rev is ion ists ca l l 
i t . C o m m u n i s m has been fo r them a mere labe l , 
an inc ident, and the Commun i s t P a r t y o f Czechos
lovak ia , du r i ng the who l e per iod f r om L i be ra t i on 
onwa rd has not on l y fa i l ed to w o r k on so l id 
grounds, but in fact i t has made l i t t le impress ion 
on the nature, the po l i t i ca l inc l inat ions, the po l i t i ca l 
and cu l tu ra l gusto and taste of a part of the people 
who even under the social ist reg ime were preserv
i ng and deve lop ing capi ta l is t bourgeois feel ings in 
accentuated forms. 

On the other hand, the new Czechos lovak 
course towards cap i ta l i sm proves the fu r the r 
rottenness of the power of Sov ie t rev i s ion i sm wh i ch , 
p lunged in the morass i t has i tself created, is no 
longer ab le to threaten i ts opponents e i ther po l i t i 
ca l ly or economica l ly or even m i l i t a r i l y . I t has 
become a s lave of the system and t reachery i t 
created. The Sov ie t rev is ionists are ob l iged to g ive 
a s i ck l y smi le at the ca lamit ies w h i c h are descend
ing on them. The fu r the r Czechos lovak rev is ion is t 
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course now enjoys the f u l l suppor t not on ly of the 
U.S., F r en ch a n d Wes t -Ge rman imper ia l i s ts , but, 
of course, of the Ti to i tes, of the «neutra l» r ev i s i on 
ists and , « in petto», of the Hunga r i a n rev is ion ists 
as we l l . A more or less organized force is t ak i ng 
shape, a lways w i t h i n the f r amewo r k o f the d i s i n 
tegra t ion of and «independence» f r om the Soviet , 
Po l i s h and o the r rev is ion is ts who are ve r y much 
a f r a i d of the spread of the ep idemic w h i c h has led 
to the c lear ing out of the stables and rep lac ing the 
o ld rev is ion is t horses w i t h new ones. 

The new Czech counter - revo lut ionar ies resort 
to new and mu l t i l a t e ra l methods. They attach great 
impor tance to the complete t a k i ng in to the i r hands 
o f the i n te rna l s i tuat ion, w i t hou t neglect ing the 
fo re ign pol icy. Na tu ra l l y , f o r demagogica l purposes, 
they o f ten speak of f r i endsh ip w i t h the Sov iet 
Un i on , i n o rde r to complete ly unde rm ine it. The i r 
p r i n c i pa l a im is the l i qu ida t i on of Novo t n y and of 
h is c l ique w h i c h i s p ro the Sov iet rev is ion ist l ea 
dersh ip, and the reduct ion of the re lat ions w i t h the 
Sov ie t U n i o n to mere t rade re lat ions. The campa ign 
fo r the l i qu ida t i on of Novo tny , fo r h is exposure, 
f o r compromi s i ng h im , and, f ina l l y , fo r h is remova l , 
was made in a round-about way . In the van of this 
campa ign were the S l o vak nat iona l i s ts and the i r 
ant i -Czech feel ings, the o ld bourgeois inte l lectuals 
and the new rev is ion is t ones as we l l as the students 
and hool igans, who came out repeated ly in demons
trat ions. 

The Novo t n y g roup and the i r K r e m l i n bosses 
set the pol ice against t hem but to no ava i l . Novo tny , 
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fee l ing the noose t igh ten ing a round his neck, ca l led 
the tanks to Prague, copy ing the method of K h r u s h 
chev who su r rounded the K r e m l i n w i t h tanks and, 
thus, saved his head. B u t Novo t ny cou ld not a t ta in 
th is a im and lost h is case, perhaps his head, too. 

The Dubcek group, to cover the i r a ims, a re 
resor t ing to apparent l y legal fo rms to purge the 
Novo tny c l ique. F i r s t o f a l l , th is g roup made sure 
o f the a r m y th rough f a i t h fu l cadres, f r amed up 
the def lect ion of a cer ta in a r m y genera l , d i sc red i t 
ed Novotny , Defence M in i s t e r Lomsky , and set in 
mot ion the «obedient» party , th rough pet i t ions, 
ra l l ies and student demostrat ions, to demand 
Novotny ' s immed ia te r emova l o r res ignat ion. The 
who le of this operat ion is be ing ve ry qu i c k l y car r ied 
out, qu ie t ly and w i thou t str i fe, amidst the f ran t i c 
applause of w o r l d cap i ta l i sm to whose fo ld a scabby 
goat has thus re turned. 

Wha t w i l l the Soviets do? No th i ng but to t ake 
Novo t ny for the i r col lect ion, i f he is ava i lab le , and 
ins ta l l h i m also in a v i l l a near Rakos i ' s . 

A f t e r this purge, i n Czechos lovak ia they w i l l 
s t r i ve to stabi l ize the s i tuat ion and ma r ch t r i u m 
phan t l y towards the West. Nevertheless, the w h o l e 
s i tuat ion w i l l not end at that. There w i l l be great 
f r i c t ions and f ierce po l i t i ca l and economic s t rugg le 
both on the part of the revis ionists as we l l as on 
that of the Czechos lovak revo lut ionar ies . 

In these two countr ies, Po l and and Czechos lo
vak ia , whe re the rev is ionists are in power, the 
same process of capita l ist degenerat ion is thus 
t ak i ng place, w i t h the same a ims, fo rms and 
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methods, but w i t h d i f ferent fates, w i t h d i f ferent 
results. In bo th countr ies, the new rev is ion is t c l i 
ques w h i c h wan t to speed up the process of the 
t rans fo rmat i on of the i r countr ies in to complete ly 
cap i ta l i s t countr ies, are s t r i v i ng to get r i d of the 
Novo t n y and G o m u l k a rev is ion is t c l iques, these o ld 
rev is ion is t c l iques. 

The ant i -Czech and chauv in i s t i c S l ovak fee l 
ings, the rad i ca l t r ans fo rmat ion of the Czechos lovak 
economy into a cap i ta l i s t economy, the rad i ca l 
t r ans fo rmat i on of the present Czechos lovak s t ruc
tu re and super-s t ructure w h i c h are favorab le to the 
r e tu rn to cap i ta l i sm, the more act ive, broader 
economic, cu l t u ra l and po l i t i ca l t ies w i t h capital ist 
States, the ant i -Sov ie t feel ings, the weaken ing of 
a l l the ties w i t h the Sov ie t rev is ion ists — a l l of 
these insp i re and gu ide the new Czechos lovak r e v i 
s ionist c l ique led by Dubcek . 

The o ld c l ique a n d the inveterate rev is ion is t 
Novo t n y are now isolated, smashed. Eve r ybody 
leaves the s i nk i ng sh ip and embraces the «new 
road». Thus , the counte r - revo lu t ion w i t h i n the 
counte r - revo lu t ion f u l l y t r i umphed i n Czechos lo
vak i a . 

The Sov ie t rev is ion ists have lost the i r po l i t i ca l 
au tho r i t y complete ly i n Czechos lovak ia and the i r 
in f luence has su f fe red a decl ine. To be sure, the 
Sov ie t rev is ionists , as fa r as we k n o w them, must 
have exer ted great pressures to avo id the i r own 
disaster in Czechos lovak ia , but they have been 
unab le to do any th ing , and this g ives reason to 
be l ieve that the Dubcek c l ique are determined to 
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advance on the i r road towards separat ion. T h e y 
enjoy the guarantee of the West. The Sov iets w i l l 
exert economic pressures, they w i l l stop supp l y i ng 
the r aw mater ia l s needed by Czechos lovak ia , bu t 
i t i s c lear that the Czechos lovaks have also en v i 
saged th is eventua l i t y and have t aken and w i l l 
take fu r the r measures. The interests o f w o r l d 
cap i ta l i sm are v i s ib le i n Cen t r a l Eu rope and 
C z e h o s l o v a k i a is its epicenter. 

On the other hand, capi ta l is t Czechos lovak ia 
strengthens the capita l is t posi t ions of T i to a n d 
Co, helps in the complete t rans fo rmat ion of K a d a r ' s 
Hungary , w i t h h i m o r w i thou t h i m a t i ts head ; i t 
helps the process in Po l and . 

The who le of this s i tuat ion w h i c h i s be ing c rea 
ted i n Cen t r a l Eu rope w i l l smash the W a r s a w 
T rea ty and the Economic M u t u a l A i d Counc i l , i t 
w i l l lead to b i l a te ra l and mu l t i l a te ra l a l l iances, in 
an ent i re ly d i f ferent sp i r i t f r o m that o f the ex i s 
t ing ones, and the Economic M u t u a l A i d Counc i l 
and the economic re lat ions w i l l change. They w i l l 
be suppressed, they w i l l assume new fo rms lead ing 
to ama lgamat ion w i t h the capita l is t ones. 

Th i s who l e capita l is t t r ans fo rmat ion j eopar 
dizes Democrat i c Ge rmany , and the rev is ion is ts 
w i l l push it, i n va r ious fo rms and ways , t owards 
i ts in tegra t ion w i t h Bonn ' s Ge rmany . Th i s process 
i s unde rway . The Sov ie t rev is ion ists are en t i r e l y 
para lyzed. Economic pressures are the on ly weap 
ons r ema in i ng to them. B u t these, too, have no 
effect. Cap i t a l i sm has great interests in f i nanc i ng 
those w h o separate themselves f r o m the Sov ie t 

404 



U n i o n and t u r n towards the West. I t disposes o f 
cap i ta l f o r investments , i t looks fo r new markets , 
f o r new colonies and new satel l i tes. 

Thus , h a v i ng not p ro f i ted much f r o m t h e 
a l leged ly in te rnat iona l i s t a id o f the Sov ie t r e v i 
s ionists, the new rev is ion is t capita l ists a re chang ing 
the i r bus. 

Th i s great Sov ie t defeat i s re f lected in t h e 
embar rass ing pos i t ion i n w h i c h they f i n d themse l 
ves at home. F o r a l ong t ime these separat ions 
have ben t ak i ng place, and the Sov ie t censorship 
has not permi t ted that domest ic op in ion should 
lea rn any th i ng about them. Th i s shows how they 
fea r the i r o w n people, the revo lut ionar ies , as w e l l 
as the new revis ionists, lest the latter, affected by 
the Czechos lovak disease, m a y burs t f o r th in the 
streets against the c l ique, to ove r th row and rep l a 
ce i t w i t h another rev is ion is t c l ique. In this case 
K o s y g i n and B rezhnev w i l l act i n the same w a y 
as the c lan of rev is ion is t G o m u l k a i s ac t ing in P o 
l and . 

The same process as in Czechos lovak ia s tar ted 
also in Po l and but, fo r the t ime be ing, w i t h d i f 
ferent results. T he G o m u l k a c lan t empora r i l y 
checked th is process, not because G o m u l k a i s m o 
re in te l l igent than Novo tny , but because the c i r 
cumstances are somewhat d i f ferent in Po l and , and 
that i s w h y Gomu l ka ' s tact ics are d i f ferent and 
m a y appear «more clever». 

In Czechos lovak ia i t s tarted w i t h the w r i t e r s 
and students, but amongst them there was p r e va i 
l i ng , in add i t i on to eve r y th i ng else, the S l ovak 
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nat iona l i s t ant i -Czech fee l ing and the Czech n a 
t ional is t an t i -S lovak fee l ing. The rest was comp le 
mentary , except the an t i -Sov ie t and p ro -Wes te rn 
fee l ing w h i c h we re i n common. 

The process started i n the same w a y i n P o 
land , w i t h the same tendencies, ideas and a ims as in 
Czechos lovak ia . The G o m u l k a c lan also resorted to 
pol ice v io lence, as Novo t n y had done, but had 
better success. Po l and is not made up of two peo
ples, as is the case in Czechos lovak ia , therefore, 
that factor w h i c h p layed a ro le in Czhechos lovak ia 
d id not serve as an ins t igator in Po l and . G o m u l k a 
had to f i n d a scapegoat as an object fo r v io lence 
and he found i t in «Z ion ism». Thus, «the d i s tu r 
bances i n Po l and were created by Z ion i sm». 
G o m u l k a does not ment ion the Chu r ch , because 
that m igh t increase the danger of the revo l t 
swe l l i ng and t ak i ng la rger proport ions . G o m u l k a 
is t r y i ng to keep the C h u r c h out of i t and, in 
fact, the Chu r c h d i t not step in to the arena, a l 
though, at other t imes, i t used to m a k e appeals 
and f i e ry demonst ra t ions against G o m u l k a . I t 
seems tha they have come to terms un t i l th is t ide 
passes away. On the other hand, G o m u l k a , r ab i d 
ly ant i -Soviet , defends h imse l f at these moments 
under the shadow of the Sov ie t rev is ionists who , in 
the f i na l analys is, w h e n they real ize that they have 
lost eve ry th ing in Po l and , a n y w a y m a y even dare 
to intervene, a l legedly to save Po land , a l leged ly 
to keep the roads open to come to the «ass istan-
ce» of East Ge rmany , etc. 

W i l l i B randt , on his part, a t h is par ty ' s C o n -
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gress, dec lared tha t «it is n o r m a l to recognize the 
Oder-Ne isse borders». Th i s was an of fer to P o l a nd 
to detach i tsel f f r o m the Soviets, i t was a l leged ly 
re l iance on the people, on Gomu l k a ' s «persistent» 
po l i cy on the Ge rman -Po l i s h borders and, f i na l l y , 
i t was an at tempt to complete the enc i rc lement of 
East G e r m a n y and to f o r m the «cordon sani ta i re» 
a round the capita l is t Sov ie t Un i on . 

The resul t o f a l l these c i rcumstances of a n t i -
Juda i sm, ant i -Sov ie t i sm, etc., was that the process 
o f cap i ta l i sm in Po l and shou ld cont inue accord ing 
to G o m u l k a . B u t this i s tempora ry . The p r ob l em i s 
s t i l l on the agenda. 

The Po l i sh revo lut ionar ies , the Commun i s t 
P a r t y (Marx i s t -Len in i s t ) o f Po l and , the people and 
the w o r k i n g class, have not yet had the i r say. G o 
m u l k a even led par t o f the w o r k i n g class in de
monst rat ions . Th i s shows how i l l -de f ined the s i t ua 
t i on i s there, h o w much w o r k mus t be done by the 
new Commun i s t P a r t y (Marx i s t -Len in i s t ) o f Po l and 
to lead the w o r k i n g class to rea l unders tand ing, to 
class, ant i -cap i ta l i s t , ant i - rev is ion is t posi t ions, 
against G o m u l k a , against the R o m a n Ca tho l i c 
Chu r ch , against the Z ion is ts . 

There are also allegedly neutral countries and 
parties w h i c h are deve lop ing the rev is ion is t course 
towards cap i ta l i sm in compara t i ve l y ca lm i n te rna l 
s i tuat ions, w i t hou t no isy demonstrat ions, but cer 
t a i n l y w i t h accentuated contrad i t ions in the leader
ship, among the people and in the party , w h i c h now 
appear in un i t y . Th i s sham un i t y i s the f ru i t o f 
e x t e rna l fear and , in the f i r s t place, o f fear o f the 
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Sov i e t rev is ion ists w h o have the i r o w n men w i t h i n 
the leadersh ip of these part ies. B u t these «neutral» 
countr ies and part ies are ru l ed over by c l iques o f 
bourgeois inte l lectuals w h o re l y ac t i ve ly on the 
ant i -Sov ie t feel ings. Therefore, a l i t t le d i f fe rent ly 
f r om the Czechos lovaks, these rev is ionists l a y the 
stress on fo re ign pol icy, on re lat ions w i t h the cap i 
tal ist states, w i t h T i to 's Yugos l av i a , w i t h Dubcek ' s 
Czechos lovak ia , to counter-ba lance the Sov iet r e v i 
s ion is t danger. In these c i rcumstances these c l iques 
are pu rg ing the i r i n te rna l opponents w h o m igh t 
endanger t h em and are m a k i n g efforts to conso l i 
date the i r bourgeois regimes w h i c h are be ing esta
b l i shed in the i r countr ies by l i qu i da t i ng soc ia l i sm. 

Let us now take the Soviet Union. The K h r u s h 
chevite degenerat ion of the Sov ie t Un i on , of the 
Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov iet Un i on , as fa r back 
as in the last years of N i k i t a Kh rushchev ' s re ign 
and later in a more accentuated manner , posed 
great dangers to the K r e m l i n c l ique. I t not on l y 
fu r the r deepened the contrad ict ions of th is c l ique 
w i t h the Sov iet people, bu t i t also created a sect ion 
of new revis ionists, opponents of the o l d rev i s i on 
is t c l ique, who a im at l i qu ida t i ng and rep lac ing th is 
c l ique w i t h another o f its k i n d , w h i c h w o u l d be 
more l i be ra l and speed up the process of the resto
ra t i on o f cap i ta l i sm in the Sov ie t Un i on . The 
garbage of the garbages we re not sat iated and 
mani fested the i r d issat is fact ion and advanced f u r 
ther demands. At the i r head, here too, we re the 
bourgeo is i f ied inte l lectuals and wr i te rs , the men of 
rev is ion is t art and cu l ture. D i ss ipa t ion had deeply 
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penetrated in to the youth , the students, the hoo l i 
gans. Th i s was assuming d i s tu rb ing fo rms for t he 
c l ique. Kh r u sh chev h imse l f reacted severa l t imes 
after hav i ng felt the danger, not f r o m the fact that 
they were demand ing to head towards cap i ta l i sm, 
but because they were demand ing to go there 
w i thou t Kh ru shchev , w i t h others, more by the 
means of ef forts and deeds than by buf foonery and 
i r r egu l a r methods. 

The c l ique w h o succeeded Kh r u sh chev t r ied to 
do someth ing better t han the i r boss. They l i n ked 
themselves more c losely and more secure ly w i t h 
U.S. impe r i a l i sm , thus fu r the r unde rm in i ng the 
party , the social ist economy, increas ing the degene
ra t i on outs ide and ins ide. B u t a l l th is ac t i v i t y was 
bound to create d i f f i cu l t ies fo r and t remendous 
contrad ic t ions w i t h i n the c l ique itself. The Sov ie t 
economy dec l ined, the prest ige of the Sov ie t U n i o n 
reached its lowest ebb, the «fr iends» of the Sov ie t 
U n i o n deserted i t one af ter another, the a l l iances 
assumed pu re l y capital ist , oppress ive, emp t y and 
r id i cu lous fo rms and content. The resistance to 
the c l ique increased f r o m a l l d i rect ions. No t to 
speak of the in te rna t i ona l arena, at home the 
B r e zhnev -Ko s yg i n g roup f i n d themselves i n the 
midst o f m a n y f i res w h i c h are d i f f i cu l t to pu t out. 
Rev i s ion i s t inte l lectua ls , wr i te rs , students have i n 
creased the i r demonstrat ions of protest and the 
K r e m l i n c l i que a re ob l iged to arrest and j a i l . 
Thus, the ja i l s and concentrat ion camps are f i l l ed 
to capaci ty, not on l y w i t h revo lu t ionar ies but also 
w i t h young counter- revo lut ionar ies . 
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In the Sov iet U n i o n the p ro le ta r i an revo lu t i on 
i s , certa in ly , be ing organ ized and on the rise. The 
c l ique are a f r a i d of th is and they s t r i ke back, t r y 
to deceive and to neutra l i ze the pa r t y of the class 
a n d the w o r k i n g class i tself as best they can m a k i n g 
them bel ieve that i t i s a l legedly the i r «Leninist» 
pa r t y w h i c h leads, that «every th ing i s proceed ing 
a long Len in i s t l ines and w i t h Len in i s t norms», and 
so on . Amongs t these i l lus ions we shou ld also i n 
c lude those «historical ly rea l is t ic ideas» on S ta l i n 
wh i c h cer ta in career-seeking, degenerate a r m y 
generals and marsha ls have started to w r i t e w i t h 
a v i ew to t h row ing dust in the eyes of the masses 
and of genuine revo lut ionar ies . B u t the Bo l shev i k 
revo lut ionar ies and the Sov ie t w o r k i n g class are 
not to be deceived fo r long. T h e y are becoming 
more a n d more awa re that, i n rea l i ty , power i s 
be ing w ie lded by a c l ique of renegades and the i r 
bureaucrat i c an t i -wo r ke r admin i s t ra t i on , that the 
par ty has been t rans fo rmed into a bourgeois pa r t y 
and the d ic tatorsh ip is a bourgeois d i c ta torsh ip of 
the new capita l is t class wh i c h oppresses the masses 
and the w o r k i n g class, exp lo i t s t hem economica l l y 
fo r the benef i t of the new rev is ion is t bourgeois ie, 
does not a l l ow them for a s ingle momen t to de
monstrate the i r power and to demand the i r r ights. 
The efforts o f the rev is ion ists to make the w o r k 
i ng class apo l i t i ca l , to remove i t f r o m the po l i t i ca l 
scene a n d to or ientate i t towards economism, w i l l 
f a i l . 

Thus, as we see, a l l these processes have s i m i 
l a r features, a t present more v i s ib le and no i sy in 
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Czechos lovak ia and i n Po l and , later on i n H u n g a r y 
and e lsewhere as we l l . These processes w i l l f u r the r 
increase the appet i te of the rev is ion is t react ionary 
Sov iet inte l lectuals, and we sha l l w i tness clashes not 
on l y between t hem and the r u l i ng c l ique, but also 
between the moderate inte l lectua ls and the i r r i gh t -
w i n g extremists , between the genu ine M a r x i s t -
Len in i s t inte l lectua ls and both the r u l i n g c l ique and 
the two tendencies we ment ioned. A n d , f ina l l y , the 
Russ i an I van w i l l w a k e up f r o m his heavy s lumber . 
The Sov ie t w o r k i n g class, led by the M a r x i s t - L e n i 
n is t revo lut ionar ies , must come out and w i l l come 
out in the streets to have the i r say. They w i l l bang 
the i r f ist on the tab le and stage a second p ro le ta r i an 
revo lu t ion . We are conv inced that this w i l l cer ta in ly 
happen, because it is a d ia lec t i ca l process that is 
bound to take place, the c i rcumstances, the events 
and the i r un f o l d i ng m a k i n g the s i tuat ion r ipe to 
this effect. W h e n w i l l i t occur? Th i s i s not fo r us 
to decide. 

L e a r n i ng f r o m th is course o f events in r e v i 
s ionist countr ies, f r o m the tactics, the fo rms and 
methods o f the struggle waged by the mode rn re 
v is ion ists against Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , against the 
d ic ta torsh ip of the pro letar iat , against the w o r k i n g 
class, i ts pa r t y and the socia l ist regime, in add i t i on 
to wha t we have ana lyzed a t o ther t imes, our P a r t y 
has de r i ved c lear-cut tasks so as never to a l l ow 
mode rn rev i s i on i sm o r a n y other an t i -Ma r x i s t 
disease to affect the hea l thy body and m i nd of the 
pa r t y a n d of the d i c ta torsh ip o f the pro le tar ia t in 
ou r count ry . 
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W i t h regard to rev is ion is t degenerat ion in cer 
t a i n countr ies, men t i on mus t be made of some t y p i 
c a l character ist ics common to a l l the rev is ion is t 
part ies. 

The w o r k i n g class, in the f i rs t place, and then 
a l l the w o r k i n g masses were indeed caught u n a 
wares. T h e y d i d not react immed i a t e l y and ener
get ica l ly against the treason commi t ted against 
the i r great cause, w h i c h they had w o n and conso
l idated w i t h so m u c h b loodshed and sacr i f ice. The 
treacherous e lements who usurped power i n the 
par ty and in the State, not on ly a t the beg inn ing 
o f the i r subvers ive act iv i ty , w h e n they k n e w how 
to h ide and organ ize themselves, bu t even later, 
when the i r a t t i tude and the i r t reacherous act ions 
had become conspicuous, d i d not meet w i t h any 
f ierce resistance on the par t of the w o r k i n g class 
and i ts pa r t y wh i ch , on the contrary, accepted the 
yoke of the t ra i tors w i t hou t great object ions or, 
even w h e n they reacted, d i d i t ha l f -hear ted ly . The 
pa r t y and the w o r k i n g class, in the f i r s t place, had 
lost the i r v ig i lance and the in tens i ty of the v io lence 
wh i c h character ize and must a lways character ize 
t hem in the class struggle, in the struggle against 
each and every enemy of the i r class and of 
soc ia l i sm. 

W h y does th is happen a n d wha t causes th is 
apathy, th is w i t he r i ng away of v ig i lance and of 
the use o f v io lence t ak i ng place not on ly in c o m m u 
nist part ies w i t h a short per iod of revo lu t i ona ry 
probat ion, bu t also in the oldest and biggest pa r t y 
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w i t h a long per iod of r evo lu t i ona ry probat ion, as 
i s the case w i t h the Bo l shev i k P a r t y ? 

In genera l , there i s no th ing myster ious about 
this occurrance, bu t i n th is ar t i c le we w i l l po int 
out some causes w h i c h appear to us as the p r i n c i 
pa l and, at the same t ime, the most dangerous to a 
Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t par ty . 

Le t us cons ider this quest ion in re la t ion to 
the Bo l shev i k Pa r t y , the oldest and staunchest r e 
vo lu t i ona ry party , f r o m whose achievements as we l l 
as f r o m whose er rors we a l l have learned. 

F i r s t and above a l l stands the quest ion of the 
P a r t y itself. I t i s here we mus t look fo r the shor t 
comings and errors w h i c h so t rag i ca l l y cont r ibuted 
to the emergence of rev i s i on i sm and the seizure of 
power on the par t o f the Kh ru shchev i t e t ra i to rs in 
the Sov ie t Un i on . 

a) Su rp r i s i ng as th is m a y seem, the political 
and ideological education of the Bolshevik Party 
was not always carried out at each stage at the 
intensity and depth required by the circumstances. 
Such educat ion moreover had weaknesses o f f o r m 
and of me thod and , somet imes, also of content. 
A l t h o u g h i t was t a l ked about, the in tegra t ion of 
theory w i t h ac tua l r evo lu t i ona ry pract ice was not 
car r ied out as m u c h and in the w a y i t shou ld have 
been done to the who l e of its extent , p lac ing p o l i 
t ics in the fo re f ront in the d i rec t i on of the r evo l u -
t ion i za t ion o f men a n d women , keep ing a l i ve the 
p ro le ta r i an revo lu t i ona ry sp i r i t o f the who le par ty , 
ensu r i ng the unders tand ing a n d imp lemen t i ng o f 
the pa r t y l i ne by eve rybody and i n eve ry th ing i n 
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a revo lu t i onary way . It is t rue that i f i t we re a 
quest ion of schools, t r a i n i ng courses, forms, means, 
methods, etc. whe re one cou ld be educated po l i t i 
ca l l y and ideologica l ly , these ex is ted in the Sov ie t 
Un i on . The same th i ng cou ld be sa id w i t h regard 
to the t r a i n i ng and educat ion of the cadres. The 
quest ion isn't that in the Sov ie t U n i o n the s tudy 
o f the i n fa l l i b l e Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t -S ta l i n i s t theory 
was neglected, but someth ing caused the po l i t i ca l 
and ideo log ica l educat ion to be defect ive. A n d th is 
l ay not on l y in the forms, the methods a n d the 
tempo wh i ch , as we sa id above, meant that the 
theory was not p rope r l y mastered and cor rec t ly 
put in to pract ice. There was also a comp lex of o the r 
th ings that cont r ibuted negat ive ly . 

b) The implementation of the norms of the 
Bolshevik Party or, to put it better, their deep ideo
logical and political understanding and their actual 
carrying out in a revolutionary way, were not up 
to the mark. A l l these no rms we re correct. They 
were l a id down and establ ished th rough a t i tan ic 
s t ruggle by Len i n . They were a f f i rmed , defended 
and car r ied out by S ta l i n . B u t in actua l l i fe, i n the 
process of deve lopment in the pract ice of wo r k and 
struggle, we see these norms, w h i c h at f i r s t we re 
p rope r l y imp lemented , la te r f a l l i ng into disuse, 
becoming rus t l y and, f ina l l y , d i s tor ted and tu rned 
in to a sharp and ve r y dangerous weapon in the 
hands of the enemies of the class and of the pa r t y . 
Th i s was the case w i t h a l l the rev is ion is t part ies. 
In these parties, they speak loudly of democratic 
centralism, but that is Leninist no longer. They 
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speak of «Bolshevik» criticism and self-criticism, 
but they are Bolshevik no longer. They speak of 
party discipline, but it is no longer a Leninist, but 
a fascist discipline; of proletarian morality, but the 
morality is bourgeois, anti-proletarian, anti-Mar
xist; of free expression of opinions in the Party, 
about everything and everybody, but the expression 
of thoughts in the party spirit, in the proletarian 
spirit, in the revisionist countries leads to jail and 
concentration camps. The same may be said with 
regard to all the genuine Leninist party norms. 
Thus , the o f f i c ia l norms, i r respect ive of h ow they 
are d isguised, are ant i -Len in i s t , they are bourgeois, 
react ionary, fascist norms. Such a departure from 
the Leninist norms, which make up the strength of 
the party as a steel-like vanguard organisation of 
the proletariat, and the adoption of the revisionist 
norms, is the greatest evil that can befall a Mar
xist-Leninist party. It is a terrible weapon dege
nerating and disintegrating the party, making 
it depart from its historic role of transforming 
society. It is a fact that th is t u rn i ng back has 
been a l r eady ca r r i ed ou t on this issue in the 
Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n and i n 
the other rev is ion is t part ies, i r respect ive of the 
fact that not a l l the Sov ie t communis t s approve 
and observe these an t i - Len in i s t norms. I t is i nd i s 
putab le that the rev is ion is t norms ac tua l l y p reva i l 
i n this pa r t y and in other rev is ion is t part ies and are 
d i s rup t i ng the part ies and soc ia l i sm in these coun
tr ies. 

N o w the quest ion ar ises: h a d the M a r x i s t - L e n i -
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nist po l i cy and ideology been r i gh t l y unders tood 
and imp lemented, as we said above, had the L e n i 
nist par ty norms, establ ished in the Bo l shev i k pa r t y 
by the great classics L e n i n and S ta l i n , been imp l e 
mented in a correct revo lu t i ona ry w a y and at a l l 
t imes, wou l d there have happened wha t d id ac tua l 
l y happen? No. That w o u l d not have happened. 
Bu t i t d i d happen for the reasons g i ven above and 
those we w i l l set out be low. 

c) The Communist Party, as a vanguard and 
organized detachment of the working class, must 
be the leader, the spearpoint; it must preserve, 
develop and temper the best virtues of the working 
class, it must be the first to correctly master and 
implement the ideology of the working class, Mar
xism-Leninism. It must be vigilant to the extreme 
and unyielding to the class enemy. A n d in o rde r 
to be such, i t must possess, unders tand and ca r r y 
out the Len in i s t no rms that make i t a pa r t y of the 
class, capable of lead ing the w o r k i n g class and the i r 
al l ies towards the i r class goal . This is a great unity, 
not any sort of unity but such as we call a Marxist-
Leninist unity, a Marxist-Leninist unity within the 
party, unity of views and action on the basis of 
the Leninist norms, unity between the grassroots 
of the party and its leadership, unity within the 
leadership itself, an iron Marxist-Leninist unity 
between the party and the working class, a steel
like, harmonious party-working class-people unity. 
And in this unity taken as a whole the fundamen
tal idea, its basis and security is the party-working 
class unity, is the determined leadership of the 

416 



working class headed by its party inspired, tempe
red, englightened by its Marxist-Leninist ideology. 

Th i s u n i t y i s not estab l i shed e i ther i n one day 
or in one year . I t i s tempered in the heat o f va r i ous 
struggles a n d dangers w i t h w h i c h the class enemy 
faces them, resor t ing to a l l means, ob jec t i ve and 
subject ive, po l i t i ca l a n d ideologica l , to repress ion 
and terror , coerc ive measures and economic d i s tu r 
bance, open co r rup t i on a n d i l l ega l subvers ive a c t i 
v i t y aga inst the w o r k i n g class in genera l , against 
the i r pa r t y as an organ i za t ion , against the pa r t y 
members a n d State funct ionar ies , the mass o rga
n izat ions i n par t i cu la r . 

We sha l l not d w e l l a t length on these issues, 
we sha l l on l y po in t out, f i rst , that the preservation 
of unity and its tempering are not something achie
ved once and for all and the communists should 
not rest on their laurels. Second, that unity in the 
social-democratic manner, unity «of comrades», 
outside the Marxist-Leninist principles and norms 
of the party, unity «not to upset» the one or the 
other, allowing the violation of norms and princi
ples, is not our unity. Our unity is not a unity for 
unity's sake, contravening principles. Our unity, to 
the large extent we mentioned, is created through 
struggle, is tempered through struggle and is pre
served through continued and consistent revolutio
nary struggle. Otherwise there cannot exist Mar
xist-Leninist unity. 

In the Bo l shev i k pa r t y o f L e n i n a n d S t a l i n 
there d i d ex i s t un i t y . S t rugg le was energet ica l ly 
waged to temper th i s un i ty , but i t cannot be sa id 
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that per fect ion had been reached in eve ry th ing , 
fo r that w o u l d be a den ia l of the class struggle, 
w i t h i n a n d outs ide the country , w i t h i n the pa r t y 
ranks, that w o u l d make us forget the class enemy 
whose on ly a i m i t i s to smash the un i ty , to i n f i l 
trate in to the organs of the pa r t y and of the d i c ta 
torship, t o r i dd l e t h em w i t h w o r m s and destroy 
them, to i n f i l t r a te i n to the consciousness a n d the 
wor ldou t look of the communis ts , to demora l i ze 
them and cause t hem to degenerate. 

Thus, in the L en i n - S t a l i n Bo l shev i k P a r t y — 
and th is i s p roved by the successes in the bu i l d i ng 
of soc ia l i sm, in the const ruct ion of the f i r s t power 
f u l social ist State in the wo r l d , — they were a d 
vanc ing on the correct Len in i s t road. S ta l i n , at the 
head of the Bo l shev i k Pa r t y , fought correct ly, v i go 
rously, w i t h deep unders tand ing and w i thou t 
commi t t i ng theoret ica l and po l i t i ca l errors, on the 
road of the w o r k i n g class, r e l y i ng on the Len in i s t 
Pa r ty , on i ts norms, fo r the a ims of the class and 
of its par ty , w h i c h were the bu i l d i ng of soc ia l i sm 
and o f c ommun i sm in the Sov ie t U n i o n and in the 
wo r l d . 

However , the quest ion ar ises: i f th is is so, then 
w h y d i d the Bo l shev i k P a r t y degenerate, a f ter 
S ta l in ' s death, in to a rev is ion is t pa r t y? Th i s is a 
reasonable quest ion to pose, and in o rde r to be able 
to answer it, one must d iscover the object ive and 
subject ive reasons. We have a l ready po in ted out in 
other w r i t i ng s that th is is as impo r t an t a quest ion 
as i t i s d i f f i cu l t to treat f u l l y and w i t hou t mistakes, 
i f we do not base ourse lves on the documents, espe-

418 



c ia l ly the i n t e rna l ones, of the Bo l shev i k Pa r t y , 
documents w h i c h we do not possess and can ha rd l y 
possess, espec ia l ly in the present s i tuat ion. B u t our 
ideo logy and the exper ience o f ou r pa r t y and o f 
the other part ies can he lp us to determine some of 
these reasons. We say some, because there are and 
must be m a n y more . B u t even these thoughts may 
not be complete. 

Thus , i t t u rns out that g radua l l y , w i t hou t be ing 
aware of i t and r e l y i ng on the great successes of 
the rea l i za t ion of the social ist construct ion, there 
was created among the party cadres and among 
those of the socialist State a certain self-compla
cency and legitimate pride, which made them, inad
vertently and without knowing it, turn from their 
correct forms towards distorted, incorrect inclina
tions which were basically incompatible with pro
letarian morality. Marxist ideology and education 
condemned them in principle and in practice, when 
they manifested themselves in a flagrant and dan
gerous way, but in general these trends were deve
loping and were not considered as dangerous. They 
were interweaving with the party norms and gra
dually gave the latter also such an anti-Marxist 
tinge. They intensified later and, interwoven with 
other non-proletarian customs, promoted the dan
gerous complex. 

The members o f the Bo l shev i k Pa r t y , who 
were led to l egendary batt les by L e n i n and S ta l i n , 
were cadres of a class o r ig in and w i t h revo lu t io 
n a r y v igor , tempered in revo lu t ion , i n struggles, 
in the bu i l d i ng o f soc ia l i sm, in batt les against 
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Tro t sky i sm, aga inst dev iators a n d o t h e r t ra i tors . 
They were ideo log ica l l y and po l i t i ca l l y tempered 
and had a f i r m and leg i t imate conf idence in the i r 
g lor ious Bo l shev i k Pa r t y , i n L e n i n a n d S ta l i n , i n 
the correct l i ne and no rms tha t they had mapped 
out. 

To t hem the pa r t y was eve ry th ing , i t was the i r 
heart, b r a i n and eyes, that i s w h y they defended it, 
were educated by i t and by the i r great leader. But 
while trying to carry out the Party's and Stalin's 
correct line and norms, the Soviet cadres, at first 
not all of them and not in a clear-cut way but gra
dually, became susceptible to a feeling of stability 
which is alien, in the revolutionary sense, to deve
lopment. So l ong as they he ld l owe r l eve l funct ions, 
the cadres w o r k e d zealous ly to serve the cause of 
revo lu t ion in the best possible manne r s t r i c t l y i m 
p lement ing the pa r t y no rms and l ine, ma in t a i n i ng 
close connect ions w i t h the masses and w i t h the 
w o r k i n g class. B u t i n the l ong run , w h e n the i n i t i a l 
d i f f i cu l t ies had been overcome, w h e n the i nd i spen 
sable ideo log ica l a n d po l i t i ca l and genera l e du 
cat ion and cu l tu re had been acqu i red , h a v i ng g r own 
o lder and hav i ng ga ined sen io r i t y i n the par ty , 
cer ta in people began to be af fected by the ge rm 
of the ev i l . Successes at work nourished the feeling 
of self-complacency and, parallel with these succes
ses, the Soviet cadres began to lose their proletarian 
simplicity, raised unjust claims, which they consi
dered «politically legitimate», because these people 
had worked and fought. With their rise to respon
sibility there was taking shape in them the feeling 
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of ease and complacency and they were ever more 
infected by bureaucratism, intellectualism and tech-
nocratism. Thus, gradua l l y , between the cadres of 
the Bo l shev i k P a r t y and Sov ie t State, on the one 
hand , and the masses of the Sov ie t people a n d 
w o r k i n g class, on the other, there was created 
a separat ion and inequa l i t y . Many cadres no longer 
listened, as they had done previously, to the voice 
of the masses. Among them the thought began to 
prevail that they knew everything themselves, that 
they were specialists in everything, that they stood 
above the masses, above the working class politi
cally and ideologically and were more farsighted 
than the latter. The authority and prestige which 
the Bolshevik Party and Stalin enjoyed among the 
masses of the Soviet people and in the working 
class were confounded by these cadres with their 
personal authority and prestige. A l l these anti-
proletarian features deformed the revolutionary 
concepts among these cadres. As this also infected 
the party line and its implementation, the revolu
tionary norms of the party remained formal, the 
life of the party itself and its organization as well 
as the whole Soviet State administration were in 
the process of becoming sclerotic. 

Therefore, the development, the endowment 
w i t h educat ion and cu l tu re o f the cadres o f the 
par ty , of the State a n d admin i s t ra t i on is one of 
the most impo r t an t prob lems, but the primary and 
still greater duty is their political and ideological 
development and their permanent revolutioniza-
tion. 
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The danger of the bureaucratization of the 
cadres and of their being imbued with formal 
education and culture only, can create in them a 
feeling of superiority and arrogance, causes the 
features of intellectualism and technocratism to 
take root in them. The growth of these ideas 
progressively places them above the masses of the 
party and the class and thus gradually a situation 
is created in which one stratum rules over the 
class and its proletarian party, scleroses the party 
and its revolutionary norms, makes them lifeless, 
propagates them without zeal, deprives them of 
their revolutionary influence and action. Hence 
develops the separation from the masses and from 
the control of the working class. 

I f the par ty and the w o r k i n g class fa i ls to 
d i sp lay the i r special and constant care fo r the 
ideologica l up l i f t of the cadres, not on ly t h rough 
book i sh methods, but th rough act ions in da i l y 
and un in te r rup ted struggle, the i r r ise to l ead ing 
posit ions, the i r educat iona l and cu l tu ra l uneven -
ness w i t h the great bu l k o f the pa r t y and w i t h 
that of the w o r k i n g class, the long per iod of p ro 
bat ion in the pa r t y or in the state organs, the 
great d i spar i t y in salar ies (a dangerous ev i l th is) 
and the pr iv i leges to w h i c h they are a l leged ly en 
t i t led as cadres (another dangerous evi l) spo i l the 
cadre, inc i te h i m to progress ive ly adopt, w i l l y -
n i l l y , features wh i c h are not of the pro le ta r ian 
class. Wh i l e such a phenomenon may occur w i t h 
the cadres o f wo r k e r o r i g i n and condi t ions, th is 
danger i s greater among those com ing f r om the 
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peasant ry and the inte l l igents ia . The party of the 
working class must bring up the cadres in such 
a way that they may advance and be promoted 
to posts of responsibility, but they should also 
rightly understand, when necessary their stepping 
down from posts of responsibility, and this not 
only in cases when they do not prove themselves 
capable and active for the function with which 
they are charged or for errors in work and in life, 
but also in cases where they are capable and 
accomplish their tasks correctly. The cadres should 
be educated to realize that, even when they are 
efficient, their departure from responsible func
tions and their going to work among the working 
class and the laboring masses is a necessity. It is 
to the advantage of the cadres themselves and of 
the party, for the present and in the future. 

The three features we ment ioned above — b u 
reaucra t i sm, in te l l ec tua l i sm and technocrat i sm — 
caused w i t h i n the Bo l shev i k P a r t y and the Sov ie t 
S ta te a fa i l u re to apprec iate the hero ic revo lu t i o 
n a r y sp i r i t o f the t imes. A t f i r s t th is ins id ious 
disease d i d not open ly at tack the correct pa r t y 
l ine. The cadres rema ined f a i t h f u l to i t and to 
S t a l i n . They were ready to go t h rough f i re fo r 
h im , because S t a l i n was a m a n of the class. W i t h 
h i s Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t class c lar i ty , he d i d not 
c omm i t er rors o f p r inc ip le , pol i t ics or in ideology, 
i n economy o r i n the m i l i t a r y f i e ld . He f a i t h fu l l y 
de fended eve ry th i ng Len in i s t . He developed L e n i 
n i s m fu r ther . 

B u t i n th is s tagnat ion w h i c h was g radua l l y 
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bu i l d i ng up, a l though the S ta l in i s t energy o f t h e 
pa r t y and of the d ic ta torsh ip of the pro le tar ia t was 
s t i l l push ing the w o r k ahead, the pa r t y w o r k was 
becoming s t e reo typed and in f l ex ib l e . The no rms 
were be ing imp lemented but not w i t h revo lu t i o 
na ry v igor . The l ine was be ing car r ied out bu t not 
a t that r evo lu t i ona ry tempo. M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m 
was be ing taught but in such a w a y that i t was 
unab le to pu rge these dangerous inc l ina t ions . M a n y 
h igh pa r t y and State cadres, p r oud o f the i r d ip l o 
mas, were, so to speak, v i ew i ng the s i tua t ion f r o m 
above, and espec ia l ly f r o m the pet ty-bourgeo is 
fee l ing o f a l l - r ound super ior i ty . T h e y had come to 
bel ieve that th is was someth ing na tu ra l , that t hey 
were super ior to the bu l k o f the par ty . They we re 
assuming the features of a class above the class 
and above the par ty . They cons idered themselves 
in fa l l i b l e because they were in the leadersh ip , 
because they en joyed sen ior i ty , because they pos 
sessed knowledge, t h i n k i ng as i f i t were they w h o 
brought sunsh ine and ra in . A l l these an t i -Ma r x i s t 
v iewpo ints we re deve lop ing w i l l y - n i l l y , unde r cover 
of the pa r t y norms. These people spoke of demo
crat ic centra l i sm, of c r i t i c i sm and se l f -c r i t i c i sm, of 
pa r t y d isc ip l ine, o f elect ions f r o m below, but a l l 
these th ings had lost the i r r evo lu t i ona ry sp i r i t . 
And what could all this bring about? The gradual 
separation of the leadership from the bulk of the 
party and of the party from the working class. 
Thus, in essence, that Marxist-Leninist unity which 
we mentioned above was getting weaker. Stalin 
forged the Leninist unity and fought for it, not-
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withstanding the stagnation. After his death it was 
proved that in the leadership and in the Bolshevik 
party this unity was split and the revisionists seized 
power. 

Kh r u sh che v and h is t ra i to rous compan ions had 
been w o r k i n g even w h e n S t a l i n was a l ive, bu t cer
t a i n l y in a v e r y camouf laged f o rm. A f t e r S ta l in ' s 
death, p ro f i t t i ng by the s i tua t ion that had been 
created, t hey took power . T h e y sought and are 
s eek i ng to preserve the who l e o f the negat ive 
process and deepen i t s t i l l more, ca r r y i ng out the 
complete t r ans fo rma t i on t owa rd cap i ta l i sm a n d 
towards the l i qu ida t i on of the Bo l shev i k P a r t y o f 
L e n i n and S ta l i n . The attack on S t a l i n was the 
a t tack on Len i n i sm , on M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m , that i s 
w h y they have made a n d are m a k i n g shor t w o r k 
o f those w h o m they ca l l S ta l in i s ts and , masqua rad -
i n g as Len in i s ts , they are s t r i v i ng eve ry pass ing 
day to deepen the process of l i qu i da t i ng the pa r t y 
as a Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t p a r t y of the pro le tar ia t and 
to iso late the Sov ie t w o r k i n g class, to l u l l i t to 
sleep, to make i t amorphous and apo l i t i ca l , so as 
t o a vo i d the b lows w h i c h i t m a y s t r i ke a t them. 

Of course, there are o the r reasons too, bu t we 
t h i n k that those we have men t i oned caused the 
w o r k i n g class o f the Sov ie t U n i o n and hundreds o f 
thousands and m i l l i on s o f Sov ie t p a r t y and State 
cadres to be caught unawares . T h e y thought and 
are t h i n k i n g (for they a re s t i l l not so po l i t i ca l l y 
and ideo log i ca l l y m inded , a n d th i s shou ld not su r 
pr i se us) that wha t K h r u s h c h e v d i d was « in l i ne 
and i n accordance w i t h the Len in i s t rules». They 
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were deceived by the ca lumnies, by the demagogy 
and the promises of the tra i tors, bu t th is w i l l , 
certa in ly , not last f o r long. The eyes of the Sov ie t 
wo r k i n g class and revo lut ionar ies are be ing opened 
and w i l l be better opened and they w i l l aga in reco
ver the f i gh t i ng sp i r i t of the revo lu t i ona ry s t rugg les 
th rough w h i c h they had been led by L e n i n and 
S ta l i n . They mus t come out, a rms in hand, in the 
street, and they w i l l come out, i f not today, t omo r 
row. The s i tuat ion w i l l r ipen. T ime wo r k s fo r the 
pro le tar ian revo lu t ion . 

Th i s process has occur red also in the o the r 
rev is ion is t part ies, but s t i l l more deeply, fo r the 
reason that the part ies of the rev is ion is t countr ies, 
w i t h the except ion of the Po l i sh Pa r t y , are part ies 
wh i c h have not themselves waged the struggle, 
have not passed th rough that furnace, i r respec t i ve 
of the i r se l f -advert i sement as a l leged ly old part ies 
wh i c h have been th rough the f ight . The i r luggage 
on this issue — and th is is the ma i n issue — is v e r y 
ins ign i f i cant , not to say, n i l . 

Moreover , these part ies were rev ived, r eo rga 
nized, and they seized power thanks to the Sov ie t 
a r m y and to the direct a id of the Bo l shev i k pa r t y 
and of S ta l i n . Th i s was a v i t a l a id to them, not 
on ly to recover mater ia l l y , but also to create po l i t i 
ca l and ideologica l cohesion in the i r fo ld . B u t later, 
in these part ies, that i s in the Po l i sh , Ge rman , C ze 
choslovak, Hunga r i a n and other part ies, an o r g an i 
sat ional , po l i t i ca l , and ideo log ica l un ion was 
brought about between the communis t , socia l ist 
and socia l -democrat ic part ies. Thus, the soc ia l -de -
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mocra t i c g e rm ins tead o f r ema i n i ng outside, w o r 
med i tse l f ins ide the par ty . The w i n e was d i l u ted 
w i t h water . W h y shou ld we be surpr i sed that n o w 
i t has tu rned in to v inegar? W h i l e S t a l i n was a l ive, 
the soc ia l -democrat ic part ies o f Cy rank i ew i c z , Ot to 
G r o t ewoh l , F i e r l i nge r , we re si lent, bu t t hey kep t 
w o r k i n g ins ide, cor rod ing, demora l i z ing , and se iz ing 
impo r t an t pos i t ions to the best of the i r ab i l i ty . 

W h e n Kh r u s h che v came to power , these e le
ments we re over joyed . La te r came the separat ion, 
a n d i t was a rad i ca l one since degenerat ion had 
taken deep roots in these part ies and in these coun
tr ies. W h i l e Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t Go t twa l d tu rned out 
the a rmed wo r ke r s in the streets and made react ion 
sh i ve r and retreat in to the i r h ide-outs, the rev i s i on 
ist Dubcek n o w has a pa r t of t he Czechos lovak 
w o r k i n g class on h is side. Th i s i s happen ing also 
in Hunga r y , bu t not en t i r e l y so in Po l and , fo r the 
Po l i s h w o r k i n g class have mo re revo lu t i ona ry t r a 
d i t ions to t he i r credi t . B u t the struggle to w i n over 
the w o r k i n g class a n d to arouse t hem to revo l t 
shou ld be the m a i n object ive o f eve ry M a r x i s t -
Len in i s t par ty , There is not and there cannot be 
proletarian revolution without the working class 
and without the leadership of the Marxist-Leninist 
party. 

The students and inte l lectua ls mus t r ise up in 
revo lu t i on but be led by the w o r k i n g class and 
by the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t par ty . I f the cont ra ry 
happens, as in the rev is ion is t countr ies, i f they are 
not p laced whe re they be long in the revo lu t i on and 
i f they are not p rope r l y educated to take the revo-
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l u t i ona ry road they become reserves of counter 
revo lu t ion . Y o u t h can never under take and ca r r y 
out the tasks and the ro le that h i s to ry has en t rus 
ted to the w o r k i n g class. Eve r ywhe re , in every th ing , 
the w o r k i n g class and the pa r t y of the class mus t 
be in the van , in absolute leadersh ip. The peasant ry 
and the var ious soc ia l s t rata must advance on t he 
road o f the w o r k i n g class in a l l iance w i t h t hem. 
They mus t be brought up w i t h its l aws and i t s 
ideology, and whoeve r does not advance on th is 
road and places obstacles under the whee ls mus t 
be d iscarded, by persuas ion or by violence, as m a y 
be necessary. 

In the l i gh t o f a l l that we have said, we see 
more c lea r l y the correctness o f the M a r x i s t - L e n i 
n is t road and l ine pursued by ou r pa r t y a t a l l the 
stages of i ts development, even at the most c r i t i ca l 
moments, and i ts boundless l oya l t y towards the 
ideas and the revo lu t i ona ry cause of M a r x , Enge ls , 
L en i n and S ta l i n . B u t ou r pa r t y has never lost s ight 
o f the fact that no commun is t par ty , ou r o w n 
inc luded, i s i m m u n e f r om the danger o f r ev i s i on 
i sm. It has a lways ma in ta ined a sharp v ig i l ance 
against this danger, i t has never rested on i ts l a u 
rels. O u r P a r t y has amassed and i s e laborat ing 
every day a r i ch exper ience of h ow to ba r the road 
to rev i s ion i sm and to the restorat ion of cap i ta l i sm. 
The measures adopted by the pa r t y fo r the f u r t h e r 
revo lu t ion i za t ion of the who le na t iona l l i fe, fo r the 
per fect ing and the deve lopment of socia l ist r e l a 
tions in product ion and of the superstructure, f o r 
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pu rg i ng t hem of e ve r y th i ng a l ien , a re of a dec is ive 
and v i t a l impor tance to the cause of soc ia l i sm. 

I t has waged and is wag i n g the class s t rugg le 
ins ide a n d outs ide the p a r t y on a correct M a r x i s t -
Len in i s t basis. S ince th i s s t ruggle i s the mot i ve 
force du r i n g the who l e pe r iod o f the t rans i t i on 
f r o m cap i ta l i sm to soc ia l ism, the P a r t y has at tached 
f i r s t - ra te impor tance to the r evo lu t i ona ry class 
educat ion o f the w o r k i n g people, a n d espec ia l ly o f 
the g r ow i ng generat ion, in d i f fe rent forms, espe
c i a l l y t h rough r evo lu t i ona ry ac t ion . I t has waged 
and is w a g i n g a p r i n c i p l ed a n d consistent s t rugg le 
against each a n d eve ry bureauc ra t i c d isor t ion, f o r 
the constant deepening of the mass l i ne in a l l f ie lds, 
f o r the un i n t e r rup ted imp rovemen t o f soc ia l ist de
mocracy. A b o v e a l l , spec ia l a t ten t ion has been 
devoted to the constant revo lu t ion i za t ion of the 
pa r t y and i ts cadres, so that the l a t te r m a y never 
detach themselves f r o m the people, m a y not lose 
the i r r evo lu t i ona ry features and sp i r i t , m a y not 
become bureaucra t i c a n d m a y not degenerate. 

The p a r t y has never lost s ight o f the d ia lect ica l 
ac t ion o f the d i f fe rent factors, w i t h a l l t he i r pos i 
t ive and negat ive in f luences . I t has ca r r i ed out and 
cont inues to c a r r y out i n depth a l l - r ound measures 
o f revo lu t ion i za t ion , o f educat ion, o f w o r k and 
st ruggle on a l l the f ron ts g i v i ng r ise to a n umbe r of 
prob lems, great a n d sma l l , bu t a l l o f t h em impo r 
tant and c losely i n te rwoven , espec ia l ly on the f ront 
of the class ideo log ica l educat ion and of the class 
st ruggle. Thus , i t has cont inued and cont inues the 
struggle f ron ta l l y , w i t hou t in te r rup t ion , a lways 
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mount ing , a lways l ea rn ing f r o m the successes and 
shortcomings, so that the shor tcomings may not 
be repeated a n d the successes m a y not in tox icate 
and l u l l i t to sleep. O u r pa r t y and people are a d 
vanc ing on th is correct Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t road w i t h 
f i r m conf idence in the upbu i l d i ng o f soc ia l i sm and 
commun i sm. 

U n d e r the present-day condit ions, when the 
rev is ion ist c l iques are complete ly l i qu i da t i ng a l l 
the v ictor ies of soc ia l i sm in the i r respect ive coun 
tries, the w o r k i n g class of these countr ies must 
c lear l y unders tand that the rev is ion is t pa r t y in 
power is no longer a pa r t y of the pro letar iat , but 
a weapon in the hands of t reacherous leaders i n 
tend ing to restore cap i ta l i sm, to deceive the masses. 
Today there i s no longer r oom for i l lus ions, hes i ta 
t ions and procras t inat ion . The w o r k i n g class o f the 
rev is ionist countr ies i s n ow faced w i t h the h is tor ic 
necessity of t a k i ng its p lace aga in on the bat t le f ie ld , 
of l aunch ing a ruth less and tho rough ly consistent 
st ruggle to ove r t h row and smash the treacherous 
cl iques, to ca r ry out once more the p ro le ta r i an 
revo lut ion, to restore the d ic ta torsh ip of the pro le 
tar iat . Th i s requi res absolute determinat ion , cou 
rage, sacrif ices and a r enewa l of the r evo lu t i ona ry 
sp i r i t a nd t rad i t ions o f the t imes o f L en i n and 
S ta l i n . Th i s requires, in the f i r s t place and above 
a l l , the organ isat ion of the genu ine revo lu t ionar ies 
Into new Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t part ies, w h i c h shou ld 
mobi l i ze, organize and lead to v i c to ry the genera l 
up r i s i ng of the pro letar ia t and of the other l abo r 
i ng masses. 
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At these impo r t an t moments fo r the dest in ies 
of revo lu t ion , none of the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t s and 
the w o r l d pro le tar ia t can r ema in s i lent and id le i n 
the face o f w h a t i s happen ing in the rev i s ion i s t 
countr ies. P ro l e t a r i an i n te rna t i ona l i sm demands 
that a l l the revo lu t ionar ies raise the i r voices and 
wage a p r i nc ip l ed st ruggle t h rough to the end for 
the des t ruc t ion of the rev is ion is t c l iques in powe r 
and g ive a l l suppor t to the w o r k i n g class and to the 
peoples that a re today unde r the rev is ion is t ru le, 
to ove r t h row these t reacherous c l iques a n d to raise 
aga in the banner o f r evo lu t i on a n d soc ia l i sm. 
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LET THE STORM OF REVOLUTION BREAK 
OUT WITH FORCE! 

R e p r o d u c e d f r o m the « Z ë r i i P o p u l l i t » da i l y , 

d a t ed M a y , 17, 1968 





T h e great changes that have taken place and 
a re t a k i n g place in the w o r l d as a resul t of the 
s t rugg le of the peoples have created and are cont i 
n ua l l y c reat ing a s i tuat ion favourab le to the revo
l u t i ona r y forces that are s t rugg l ing fo r socia l 
emanc ipa t i on and na t i ona l l i bera t ion , fo r the b u i l d 
i ng of a new w o r l d w i t hou t capita l ists and colo
n ia l is ts . The f undamen ta l p rob l em now fac ing the 
genu ine communis t s and revo lut ionar ies , bo th in 
the capi ta l i s t countr ies, as we l l as whe re the r e v i 
s ionists are ru l i ng , i s that they shou ld act w i t h 
courage and in a cons istent ly r evo lu t i ona ry w a y in 
the f igh t aga inst impe r i a l i sm and its tools — the 
mode rn rev is ionists . 

T he w o r l d cap i ta l i s t bourgeois ie has mob i l i z ed 
a l l i ts forces and is s t r i v i ng to ex t ingu i sh the revo
lu t i on whe re i t has started, to p revent i t whe re i t 
i s about to start, and to w ipe i t out whe r e i t has 
t r i umphed . The bourgeois ie has p laced the mode rn 
rev is ionists , the basest and most d iabo l i c t ra i tors 
to M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m , in the vangua rd o f i ts b ru ta l 
ideo log ica l and po l i t i ca l f ight . In these condit ions, 
mode rn rev i s i on i sm poses a great and immed ia te 
danger to revo lu t i on and soc ia l i sm. 
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W h y do the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t s ins is t on t h i s 
issue, w h y do they descr ibe mode rn rev i s i on i sm as 
a great danger to revo lu t i on a n d socia l ism, w h y do 
they a lways ca l l on the revo lu t ionar ies to close t he i r 
ranks and to f ight bo ld l y and w i t hou t compromise 
up to the complete ideo log ica l and po l i t i ca l des t ruc 
t ion of rev i s ion i sm? 

The answer i s clear. M o d e r n rev i s i on i sm cons
t i tutes such a danger because i t is headed by the 
Sov iet rev is ionists w h o have usu rped the h e l m o f 
the Commun i s t P a r t y and the Sov ie t State, o f the 
count ry where the October Revo lu t i on was ca r r i ed 
out and whe re soc ia l i sm t r i umphed for the f i r s t 
t ime. It const i tutes such a danger because rev i s i o 
n i sm has seized power in m a n y countr ies o f peo
ple's democracy, because the rev is ion is t c l iques have 
seized the leadersh ip and the apparatus of the p a r t y 
i n m a n y commun is t and wo r ke r s ' part ies o f t he 
wor ld , whe re the ma i n cadres have become bou r -
geois i f ied. They exp lo i t the t rad i t ions o f o rgan i sa 
t ion o f the w o r k i n g people fo r the i r o w n a ims, 
keep the t rade un ions o f the wo r ke r s a n d the i r 
bourgeois i f ied apparatus and cadres unde r the i r 
d i rect ion. The rev is ion ists have colossal funds and 
mater ia ls at the i r d i sposa l to f inance po l i t i ca l , i deo
log ica l and organ isat iona l d i ve rs ion th roughout the 
wor l d , they have great p ropaganda means to d i s 
tort Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t theory, to rev ise i t and to p re 
sent this d i s tor t ion as «an ac tua l and rea l is t ic deve
lopment in the condi t ions o f o u r epoch», in short , 
to adapt in a camouf laged w a y the rev ised M a r -
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x i sm - Len i n i sm to the interests of the bourgeois ie 
w h o m they serve w i t h zeal . 

In these condit ions, the rev is ion ists are s t r i v 
i ng to i den t i f y themselves w i t h communis ts . A c c o r d 
i ng to the p ropaganda they conduct, they present 
the i r mode rn rev i s i on i sm as « in te rnat iona l c o m m u 
n ism». In the eyes of the rev is ion ists «the a l l iance 
of the i n te rna t i ona l pro letar ia t» is bu t the a l l i ance 
of the rev is ion is t c l iques and «pro le tar ian i n t e r na 
t iona l i sm» i s fo r t h em in fact the rev is ion is t T r o t -
sky i te in te rna t iona l i sm. 

The e v i l i s that the efforts f o r the i den t i f i ca 
t ion o f mode rn rev i s i on i sm w i t h i n te rna t i ona l 
commun i sm, pu t t i ng t hem on a par, are not be ing 
made on l y by the chiefs o f mode rn rev i s ion i sm. 
The w r o n g v iewpo in t s spread by t hem f i n d a place 
even in m a n y Sov ie t communis ts , indeed in a par t 
o f the Sov ie t w o r k i n g class. The Sov ie t rev is ion ist 
pa r t y in the lead o f the s t rong an t i -Ma r x i s t t rend 
of present-day rev i s i on i sm great ly contr ibutes to 
the preservat ion of these v iewpo ints , and wha t i s 
worse, to m i x i n g the whea t w i t h the tares a n d 
hampe r i ng revo lu t ion . 

L i kew i se , not a l l the communis t s o f var ious 
countr ies and the w o r l d pro le tar ia t have as yet 
p rope r l y rea l i zed that there exists today in the 
Sov ie t U n i o n a so-cal led commun i s t pa r t y w h i c h 
has no th ing i n common w i t h the Bo l shev i k C o m 
mun is t P a r t y o f L e n i n and S ta l i n . The present-day 
pa r t y in the Sov ie t U n i o n is a revis ionist , counter 
revo lut ionary , an t i - commun is t par ty . I t i s «com-
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munis t» on l y by name, i t poses as Len in i s t but i t 
has d istorted L e n i n f r o m top to bo t tom in every
th ing. I t pretends to be bu i l d i ng commun i sm, but 
in pract ice i t i s res tor ing cap i ta l i sm and he lp ing the 
other rev is ion ist part ies to t read the same road. I f 
the commun is t pa r t y of the Sov ie t U n i o n was fo r 
me r l y of the bolsheviks, today the rev is ion ist pa r ty 
of the Sov iet U n i o n is of the new menshev iks , 
Tro tzky i tes and Bukha r in i s t s . 

However , despite the fact that not a l l the com
munis ts and the w o r k i n g class of the Sov ie t U n i o n 
see that the i r o ld heroic pa r ty has changed and 
degenerated, Bo l shev i sm cannot d isappear and the 
Bo l shev iks cannot reconci le themselves w i t h the 
tragedy they are l i v i ng , they cannot sit by w i t h 
fo lded arms. Some signs of the i r revo lu t i onary 
rev i va l are appear ing and they are encourag ing. 

The Khrushchevite Black Bands Are Striving 
to Close Their Ranks Against the Bolsheviks and 

the Working Class 

The Kh rushchev i t e chiefta ins w h o are p ro 
c l a im ing l i k e the Popes «urbi et orb i» that they are 
«bu i ld ing commun i sm» in the Sov ie t Un i on , that 
antagonis t ic classes have d isappeared there and 
so has the class struggle, are n o w demand ing 
f r om the pa r t y that i t shou ld «establ ish an i r on 
disc ip l ine». F o r w h o m and against w h o m i s this 
i r on d isc ip l ine requ i red on wh i c h the chief r e v i 
s ionist Leon id B rezhnev ins isted at the pa r t y con-
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ference of the c i ty of Moscow in the last week of 
M a r c h , and w h i c h i s n ow c lamourous l y t rumpeted 
ab road by the who l e Sov ie t rev is ion is t press? 

The i r o n «disc ip l ine» demanded by the Sov iet 
leaders is a d isc ip l ine of the b lack bands, of the 
new rev is ion is t soc ia l - revo lut ionar ies , w h i c h a t f i r s t 
s ight seems to be d i rected against the u l t ra - r igh t i s t 
e lements who , bo rn in the atmosphere created by 
the Kh r u s h che v course itself and encouraged now 
by the events in Czechos lovak ia and Po land , have 
star ted to step up the i r act iv i t ies. The B r e zhnev -
K o s y g i n g roup fears lest i t shou ld suf fer the fate 
of Kh rushchev , or Novo tny , lest one day these 
«l iberals», i f they are g i ven much f reedom, w i l l 
o ve r th row the c l ique i n power . By a t tack ing the 
ex t remis t rev is ionists , B re zhnev and company a re 
seek ing, on the one hand, to keep the la t ter in 
check, to cont ro l the process of bourgeois degene
ra t i on and, on the o ther hand, to take advantage 
of the ha t red and contempt of the w o r k i n g masses 
towards these e lements and to w i n them over and 
re ly on t hem in eve ry s i tua t ion that w o u l d jeopar 
d ize the i r r u l i n g pos i t ion. 

A t the same t ime the Sov ie t rev is ion is t l ead 
ers, by c r i t i c i z i ng the u l t ra - r ight i s t s , a r e s t r i v i ng 
to create the i l l u s i on that they f igh t not on l y 
against the «dogmatists», but also against «the 
rev is ionists», that they a l leged ly pursue the « Len i 
n is t» road of the struggle on two fronts. As a mat te r 
of fact, these tactics are a imed at conso l idat ing the 
pos i t ions of the c l ique in power and at in tens i f y ing . 
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at the i r ease and w i t h the least possib le t roubles, 
the f igh t against Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , revo lu t i on a n d 
soc ia l i sm. These are dangerous tact ics w h i c h mus t 
be exposed and smashed. There shou ld be no i l l u s 
ion that the degenerate B r e zhnev -Ko s yg i n c l ique, 
la te ly submerged in treachery, can be b rought to 
its senses by the events in Czechos lovak ia , Po l and 
and the ac t i va t ion of the «l ibera ls» ins ide the 
Sov ie t Un i on . The f ight against the «ultras» is a 
f ight among the rev is ion is t c l iques fo r power . 
No th i ng can correct these c l iques. O n l y the revo
lu t ion fo r the ove r t h row of those in power or w h o 
a re s t rugg l ing fo r power, w i l l put the Sov ie t pa r t y 
and State back on the correct road opened by the 
October Revo lu t i on . 

I t i s prec ise ly this revo lu t i on w h i c h is feared 
more than any th i ng else by the B r e zhnev -Ko s yg i n 
c l ique. They fear the masses of the people more 
than the «l iberals». T h e y are w e l l awa r e that an 
open ac t i va t ion of the u l t ra - rev i s ion i s t forces in 
the Sov ie t U n i o n o f great r evo lu t i ona ry t rad i t ions 
cannot take place so eas i ly as in Czechos lovak ia . 
Su ch a process in the Sov ie t U n i o n cou ld not he lp 
g i v i ng r ise to the resistance a n d revo l t o f the bo l 
shev ik revo lut ionar ies, o f the w o r k i n g class and 
o f others, w h i c h wou l d sweep away the K h r u s h 
chevi te r u l i n g c l ique together w i t h the «ultras». 
Therefore, the «d i sc ip l ine» demanded by B r e zhnev 
is d irected, in the f i r s t p lace and above a l l , aga inst 
the bolsheviks, against the people, against a l l those 
who dare or wou l d dare to r ise against the r e v i 
s ionist t reachery. 
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The course o f the recent events in Czechos lo
v a k i a and Po l and has caused v e r y ser ious head 
aches to the Sov ie t rev is ion is ts . They are not on l y 
deepen ing the rev is ion is t spl i t , not on l y caus ing a 
lack o f ba lance in po l i t i ca l att i tudes, d is in tegrat ion 
in the m u t u a l economic relat ions, but they are even 
caus ing non observance o f the i r m i l i t a r y -po l i t i c a l 
treaties. 

W i t h regard to the Sov ie t revis ionists, these 
events ser ious ly affect the ve r y po l i cy and i n t e rna l 
s t ruc ture o f the i r reg ime. I f the B r e zhnev -Ko s yg i n -
Podgo r n y c l i que had thought so f a r that, af ter 
h a v i ng got r i d o f Kh ru shchev , they had created 
a cer ta in i n t e rna l s tab i l i ty , the events in Czechos
l ovak ia , P o l a nd and in cer ta in other countr ies 
created deep fa l t e r ing w i t h i n i ts leadersh ip and 
showed that i ts «stab i l i ty» was weak . Thus i t was 
con f i rmed once more that there is not and there 
w i l l never be s tab i l i t y in the Sov iet rev is ion is t 
leadersh ip . 

Th i s great uneasiness i s c lear ly ev ident in r e v i 
s ionist B rezhnev ' s speech. Tha t i s w h y he l a i d the 
greatest stress on the quest ion of the «unity» in the 
par ty , «Len in i s t un i t y» between the pa r t y and the 
w o r k i n g class, the «iron un i t y» between the people 
and the «Len in i s t cent ra l committee» and such 
other id le t a l k ! 

Rea l u n i t y can be spoken of on l y in a Mar--
x i s t - Len in i s t pa r t y and is ach ieved on the basis 
of the correct l ine, of the und is tor ted M a r x i s t - L e 
n in is t pr inc ip les, on the basis of the pure Len in i s t 
norms o f the par ty . B u t in the present day rev i s io -
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nist pa r ty of the Sov ie t U n i o n one cannot speak 
e i ther of Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t un i t y or of any of those 
pr inc ip les wh i c h fo rm, preserve and temper it. 
Th i s happens because there is not and there cannot 
be ident i t y of v iews and un i t y of act ion among the 
var ious rev is ion is t c l iques r u l i n g in the rev is ion is t 
pa r ty o f the Sov ie t U n i o n and in the Sov iet State. 

The bo lshev ik un i t y f o rmu la ted and imp l e 
mented by Len in , S t a l i n and by the Bo l shev i k 
Pa r t y o f Len i n -S t a l i n i s the un i t y that the M a r 
x i s t -Len in i s t part ies need, and i t is prec ise ly this 
un i t y that the modern rev is ionists f ight against, 
seek to destroy, and can never at ta in . 

The bo lshev ik un i t y was ach ieved in f ierce 
and un in te r rup ted struggle, led by Len in , S t a l i n 
and the Bo l shev i k P a r t y not on ly against the ex te r 
na l enemies, the imper ia l i s t s and capital ists, but 
also against Cza r i sm and a l l the capita l ist bou r 
geois part ies of its regime, against the pseudo-
revo lu t ionary part ies du r i ng and a f te r the Revo 
lu t ion , against the left social ist revo lut ionar ies , 
Trotsky i tes , Z inov iev is ts , Bukha r i n i s t s and a l l the 
other opportunists , r ight is ts and «leftists», agents 
of the bourgeois ie and react ion, ins ide and outs ide 
of the par ty . 

Bo l shev i k un i t y e l im inated the an t i - Len in i s t 
fact ions in the Bo l shev i k Pa r t y . I t d id not a l l ow 
and cou ld never a l low, e i ther lega l l y o r i l l ega l l y 
the existence of fact ions in the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t 
party . If the opposite is the case and if they do not 
s t r ive fo r the to ta l smash ing of a l l k i n d of fact ions, 
the commun is t pa r t y can never be cal led a Len in i s t 
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party , because on the ma i n issue i t w i l l have then 
rejected these pr inc ip les and those no rms w h i c h 
make i t the organized Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t detachment 
of the pro letar ia t . Such a pa r t y loses, e l im inates 
the u l t ima te a i m of its existence as a mono l i t h i c 
pa r t y of the pro letar iat , fo r the estab l i shment of 
the p ro l e ta r i an d ic tatorsh ip, fo r the bu i l d i ng of 
soc ia l i sm and commun i sm. Such a pa r t y i s t rans fo r 
med in to an arena whe re separate groups, w i t h 
separate interests, w i t h separate aims, s t ruggle 
fo r supremacy, for power. Such a pa r t y str ives to 
preserve on l y the disguise, the ex te rna l aspect of 
a s ingle par ty , w i t h a v i ew to dece iv ing and no th 
i ng else. 

The Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov iet U n i o n has 
degenerated today in to such a par ty . There does 
not and cannot exist un i t y in the present-day r e v i 
s ionist pa r t y o f the Sov iet Un i on . There fore the 
quest ion ar ises: wha t un i t y do the Sov ie t r e v i 
s ionists headed by Brezhnev, speak about? 

They ca l l f o r a un i t y of the var ious c l iques 
w i t h i n the pa r t y and in the leadersh ip o f the r e v i 
s ionist p a r t y of the Sov ie t U n i o n in face of the 
great dangers threaten ing t hem both f r om outs ide 
and inside. 

The danger to them f r o m w i t h i n i s great. I t 
stems both f r o m the sp l i t w i t h i n the i r rev is ion ist 
fo ld , and also f r o m the good revo lu t i ona ry t r ad i 
t ions of the Bo l shev i k P a r t y o f L e n i n and S ta l i n , 
t rad i t ions w h i c h the Sov ie t rev is ion is ts are s t r i v i ng 
to suppress, to cause them to degenerate or dema
gog ica l l y harness t hem to the i r o w n interests. 

443 



These t rad i t ions were created by the G rea t 
October Revo lu t i on and the f ight of the bo lshev iks , 
by the ideas of L e n i n and S ta l in , on the basis of 
wh i c h a great pa r t y was f o rmed and tempered, 
the d ic tatorsh ip of the pro le tar ia t was establ ished, 
the f i rs t social ist State of the wo rke r s and peasants 
was set up, soc ia l i sm was successfu l ly bu i l t up, the 
na t iona l quest ion, so compl icated in the Sov ie t 
Un ion , was correct ly sett led, too. In the process 
of the class struggle, energet ica l ly led by L en i n 
and S ta l in , the d ic tatorsh ip of the pro le tar ia t was 
strengthened, the consciousness of the w o r k i n g 
people was ra ised and tempered, the a l l iance of 
the wo r k i n g class and peasantry was consol idated, 
fact ions ins ide and outs ide the pa r t y were smashed 
and the poss ib i l i t ies of vegetat ion, be i t in s i lence 
or as a mat te r of f o rm, of the nuc le i of the other 
a l leged ly progress ive bourgeois part ies were r emo
ved. F r o m the v i c to ry o f the revo lu t ion and un t i l 
now there has been on l y one pa r t y in the Soviet 
U n i o n — the Commun i s t P a r t y of the Sov ie t 
Un i on . 

The Bo l shev i k P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n l a id 
down the t rad i t i on of a s ingle pa r ty in power ; s ince 
the revo lut ion, the younger generat ions of the 
Sov iet U n i o n have recognized on ly one par ty , 
therefore they are connected w i t h th is t rad i t i on . 

W i t h the advent of the Kh rushchev i t e s to po
wer, the social ist system bu i l t up in the Sov ie t 
Un i on was f ron ta l l y a t tacked under the mask o f 
pass ing over to commun i sm. The d ic ta torsh ip of 
the pro letar iat was at tacked under the mask of 
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the «state of the who l e people», w h i c h means «l i -
bera l i za t ion» of the power . The t ra i tors to the revo
l u t i on , t ra i tors o f a l l shades were rehab i l i t a ted and 
the g round was prepared fo r the restorat ion of the 
new capi ta l is t soc ia l basis, w i t h a n e w s t ruc ture 
and supers t ructure . The p roc l amat ion o f the C o m 
mun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n as the pa r t y o f 
the who l e people is a br idge spann ing the oppor
tun is t swamp a n d the e l im ina t i on o f a l l the revo
l u t i ona r y t rad i t ions o f the Bo l shev i k Commun i s t 
P a r t y . A l l th is creates f avourab le condi t ions fo r 
the l i qu i da t i on also of the t rad i t i on of the s ing le 
lead ing par ty , a l t hough this i s not in the interest 
o f the hegemony o f the b i g Sov ie t rev is ion is t S ta te 
a n d of the connect ion of d i f ferent nat iona l i t ies 
l i v i n g i n the Sov ie t Un i o n . 

Sov ie t mode rn rev i s i on i sm means sp l i t t i sm 
wh i l e s t r i c t imp lementa t i on and defence o f the 
teachings o f L en i n - S t a l i n means un i t y . On the basis 
of these teachings the quest ion of nat iona l i t ies was 
cor rec t l y reso lved a n d the U n i o n o f the Sov iet 
Soc ia l i s t Repub l i c s was created. O n l y the defence 
of the ideas of L e n i n and S ta l i n can preserve the 
un i t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n and o f the nat iona l i t ies 
w h i c h compr ise it. Kh ru sh chev i t e mode rn rev i s i on -
Ism w i l l smash the U n i o n o f the Sov ie t Soc ia l is t 
Repub l i c s a n d the Len in i s t u n i t y among the nat io
na l i t ies . 

T h e creat ion o f o the r rev is ion is t bourgeois 
par t ies in the Sov ie t U n i o n w i l l come about as a 
l a te r resul t of the d is in tegrat ion and degenerat ion 
o f the Sov ie t Un i on , bo th f r o m the po l i t i ca l and 
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ideo log ica l and mo r a l v iewpo in t , as we l l as f r o m 
the economic-State v iewpo in t . The road o f r e v i 
s ion i sm is the road of t reachery to commun i sm , of 
concessions to the bourgeois ie, o f na t iona l i sm. E x 
perience shows that the deeper the process of r e v i 
s ionist degenerat ion unfo lds , the more concessions 
are made to the imper ia l i s ts , to the bourgeois ie and 
to var ious nat ional is ts . The new rev is ion is t c l iques 
wh i ch come to power after upset t ing the o l d 
c l iques are ever more prepared to advance on th is 
road. The Sov ie t rev is ionists , too, w i l l make con 
cessions both to the domest ic bourgeois ie a n d to the 
nat iona l i sm of the i r var ious Republ ics , just as they 
are do ing w i t h the imper ia l i s ts and in the i r r e l a 
t ions w i t h the i r rev is ion is t a l l ies in o ther countr ies. 

The Sov ie t rev is ionists pose as in ternat iona l i s ts 
and accuse T i to and Dubchek o f be ing nat iona l i s t 
and chauv in is t ic , as they are indeed, but in fact 
the Sov ie t rev is ion ist leaders themselves are as 
much , i f not more so, nat iona l i s t and chauv in i s t i c . 
In order to camouf lage the i r t ra i torous features 
they have re-ar ranged the leadersh ip by b r i ng i ng 
in i nd i v idua l s f r om d i f ferent nat ional i t ies , i n order 
to g ive the impress ion that the d i f fe rent na t i ona 
l i t ies o f the Sov ie t U n i o n are represented. B u t in 
fact the i r ent i re ac t i v i t y i s character ized by b ig 
State chauv in i sm, by the Rus s i an -Uk r a i n i an t en 
dency to dominat ion , by a react ionary nat iona l i s t 
po l icy w h i c h can on ly lead to domina t i on by force, 
wh i ch w i l l lead to the sp l i t t ing o f the Un i on . 

To ta l degenerat ion w i l l come about as a resu l t 
o f the d iv i s ion of the Sov ie t U n i o n in to d i f fe rent 
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na t i ona l States, r u l ed by capi ta l is t bourgeois c l i 
ques that w i l l seize power in them. The process 
o f T i to i te degenerat ion in the na t i ona l quest ion, 
not to speak of o ther aspects, the process of the 
d i s in tegrat ion o f the pa r t y in Czechos lovak ia and 
the r e v i v a l of the na t iona l chauv in i s t i c feel ings of 
the Czechs and S lovaks , are mere l y a pre lude of 
the great rev is ion is t s ymphony w h i c h w i l l be 
p layed i n the Sov ie t Un i on . 

The Sov ie t rev is ion ists w i l l s t r i ve ha rd , by a l l 
means, to avo id this tho rough d is in tegrat ion becau
se such a th i ng is not in the i r interest as a b ig 
dom ina t i ng capi ta l i s t State, bu t in such a case 
they w i l l show themselves to be b i g na t ion chau 
v in is ts a n d they w i l l be unab le any longer to de
ceive anyone by the mask of a social ist State. They 
w i l l cont inue to s t r ive in the i r o w n interests, to p re 
serve the t rad i t i on of a s ing le lead ing par ty , of 
the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i o n . The 
struggle of va r ious rev is ion is t fact ions w i t h i n the 
pa r t y and in the leadersh ip w i l l take place fo r a 
long t ime ins ide the par ty , in the leadership, but 
i t w i l l pass outs ide of i t too, to the part ies of the 
Repub l i c s and to the Repub l i c s themselves. 

In the st ruggle fo r power the rev is ion is t c l iques 
w i l l not f a i l to exp lo i t the t rad i t i on o f the Bo l she
v i k Commun i s t P a r t y against fact ionists and dev i a -
t ionists. U n d e r th is d isguise Kh r u sh chev and the 
Khrushchev i tes , in add i t i on to the p repara t ion o f 
the g round f r o m the po l i t i co- ideo log ica l and o rga 
n isa t iona l v i ewpo in t against S t a l i n and Len i n i sm , 
a t tacked the Mo l o t ov group as ant i -par ty . La t e r 
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the e l im ina t ion o f Kh r u sh chev h imse l f and h i s 
supporters occur red . 

Nevertheless, i n the Sov ie t leadersh ip a n d i n 
the who le pa r t y deep d ivergencies ex is t . The re 
ex is t act ive groups s t rugg l i ng fo r domina t i on , a n d 
as a resul t there also exists a f ierce s t rugg le among 
them. The c l ique that ru les t empo ra r i l y w i l l s t r i ve 
to weaken the opponent cl iques, to neut ra l i ze t h em 
and, f i n a l l y i f they become dangerous, to e l im ina te 
them by a t tach ing to t h em the «ant i -pa r ty group» 
label , because the pseudo-par ty i s fo r them, fo r t h e 
t ime be ing, the p ivot w h i c h can deceive the masses 
of the Sov ie t people, accustomed to th is t r ad i t i on . 
Above a l l , the c l iques that w i n and ru le w i l l e f fec
t i ve l y re l y on the weapons o f the i r d ic tatorsh ip , 
on the i r Secu r i t y Forces and on the i r A rm i e s . 

I t is a fact that in a l l the rev i s ion i s t countr ies, 
the Khrushchev i tes , f r o m the v e r y outset, a t tacked 
the Secu r i t y Force, the M i n i s t r y o f H o m e A f f a i r s , 
systemat ica l ly «purg ing» the Secu r i t y Serv ice . T h e y 
d id not take such a measure against the A r m y . 
Wha t does th is show in genera l? Th i s shows tha t 
the Sov iet rev is ion ists d i d not a i m on ly at comple t 
i ng the i r ca lumnies against S ta l i n , bu t they at tac
ked the Secur i t y Fo rce as i t const i tu ted one of the 
dangers to the i r t reachery. Th i s means that the 
Sov ie t Secur i t y Fo rce was tempered and seasoned 
in the struggle against the enemies of the class 
and the d ic tatorsh ip, i r respect ive of the mis takes 
i t m igh t have made. 

Now , in genera l , the rev is ionists have purged 
the Secu r i t y Fo rce o f opponents and they have 
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i t f o r themselves. B u t whose is it, of wh i c h c l ique? 
Of the most powe r f u l one. Th i s i s con f i rmed by the 
remova l o f She lep in and Semichasny, two new 
rev is ionists w h o are, fo r certa in, opposed to the 
others. They acted l i kew i se in the A r m y , but here 
not so b ru ta l l y . Cons ide r ing it as a great and dange
rous force, they acted and are act ing caut ious ly, 
especial ly, th rough its leaders. There they caress 
the leaders, they remove cadres by tens of t hou 
sands, they decorate them, they g ive them vi l las, 
they pens ion t hem off, they expose them to sus
pic ion, etc. The m a i n tendency, as eve rywhere in 
the A r m y , too, is degenerat ion and apo l i t i ca l i sm, 
at tach ing the leaders to the char iot of the most 
powe r f u l c l ique w i t h a v i ew to us ing the A r m y as 
a weapon of counte r revo lu t i onary oppress ion and 
violence. 

The Sov ie t rev is ion ists take great care so that 
the degenerat ion of the party , of the State and 
economy shou ld not occur in the chaotic w a y w h i c h 
the c l own char la tan, Kh rushchev , started. He was 
e l im inated because he was caus ing p remature dan 
gers to them. Kh ru shchev ' s successors, wh i l e caus
ing the pa r t y to degenerate, in appearance preserve 
the fo rms of genera l organ isat ion. They effect many 
organisat ions and reorganisat ions in var ious adm i 
nistrat ions, but, to d isgu ise themselves, they preser
ve the genera l fo rms of the State. They speak of 
a «mod i f i ca t ion of the const i tut ion» and they are 
a l leged ly w o r k i n g fo r this, but they are not hasty. 
They are unde rm in i ng the Sov ie t Power , but at the 
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same t ime they seek to d isguise it, to preserve the 
social ist appearance. 

As regards the organ isa t ion of economy, the 
changes they are m a k i n g in th is d i rect ion, they are 
advanc ing more open ly towards the l i qu ida t i on of 
social ist economy and its t rans fo rmat ion in to a 
capita l ist economy. A n d i t cannot happen otherwise 
as this is someth ing w h i c h cannot be masked. Th i s 
is requ i red by the ob jec t iv i ty of the creat ion of 
the new rev is ion ist capi ta l is t class, i t is r equ i red 
by the interest of the cl iques in power, i t i s r equ i 
red by the new al l iances w i t h w o r l d cap i ta l i sm and, 
in the f i rst place, w i t h U.S. imper i a l i sm, i t i s r equ i 
red by the needs of the i r bourgeois d ictatorsh ip, 
wh i ch oppresses, and w i l l a lways oppress more 
forcefu l ly , the masses of the people and revo lu t i on 
inside, and w i l l act ivate the struggle for hegemony 
outside. 

B u t i t is not on l y the rev is ion ist c l iques that 
wo rk and act in this who le process w h i c h is t a k i ng 
place in the Sov ie t U n i o n and in the fo ld o f the 
rev is ionist pa r t y of the Sov ie t Un i on . True, they 
ac tua l l y ru l e th rough a single lead ing party , as the 
bo lshev iks were r u l i n g prev ious ly , bu t th is does 
not mean that in the fo ld of the rev is ion is t pa r ty 
of the Soviet Un i on , and outs ide of the party , in 
the fo ld of the class and of the masses, bo lshev ism, 
too, is not wo r k i ng , though now i t i s in a m inor i t y , 
in semi- i l l ega l i ty or in complete i l lega l i ty . 

In the leadersh ip of the rev is ion is t pa r t y of 
the Sov iet U n i o n there are no overt bo lshev iks , but 
there are no covert ones e i ther. Th i s shows that in 
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the Sov ie t Un i on , un l i k e in o ther countr ies, the 
bo lshev iks m a y have started o r w i l l start the i r 
wo r k ins ide the party , as a s t i l l sma l l fact ion and 
in complete secrecy, just as they m a y start or may 
have started i t outs ide the party , or s imu l taneous ly 
f r om w i t h i n and f r o m outside, to reestabl ish the 
g lor ious Bo l shev i k P a r t y o f L e n i n and S ta l i n . The 
Sov iet revo lu t ionar ies w i l l , fo r sure, also use tested 
forms, methods and tactics of the Bo l shev i k Pa r t y . 
They w i l l take in to account the new c ircumstances 
and condi t ions and they w i l l k n o w how to take 
advantage o f them. The exper ience that w i l l be 
ga ined w i l l ce r ta in l y be of great impor tance 
to the future . 

The course of events in the w o r l d and in the 
in te rna t iona l commun is t movement has c lear ly 
shown that the Sov ie t rev is ionists , in close a l l iance 
w i t h U.S. imper ia l i sm, have become avowed and 
cunn ing enemies of revo lu t i on and of the l iberat ion 
struggles of the peoples of the wo r l d . 

In the in te rna t i ona l arena they c l a im to act 
on behal f o f the Sov ie t Un i on , in the in te rna t iona l 
commun is t movement they c l a im to act on behalf 
of Len i n i sm , on heha l f of the Bo l shev i k Commun i s t 
P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i o n . 

Th i s is a great danger th reaten ing the f reedom 
of the peoples, the revo lu t ion , soc ia l i sm and com
mun i sm . 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a has exposed, 
fought and w i l l expose and f ight these decept ive 
posit ions seized by the Sov ie t rev is ionists th rough 
to the end, fo r i t t h i nks that th is i s the on l y M a r -
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x i s t -Len in i s t road of revo lu t i ona ry s t ruggle to d is 
t ingu ish between the Bo l shev i k Commun i s t P a r t y 
of the Sov iet U n i o n of L e n i n and S ta l i n and the 
present Sov ie t rev is ion ist party , to d i s t ingu i sh 
between the Sov ie t U n i o n created and bu i l t by 
Len in , S ta l i n and the bo lshev iks and the present-
day Sov iet U n i o n wh i c h the Sov ie t m o d e m r e v i 
sionists have caused to degenerate. 

W i thou t mak i ng this d is t inct ion, and w i thou t 
wag ing this f ierce uncomprom i s i ng st ruggle against 
the rev is ion ist t rend and the means of i ts reg ime 
and power, the f ight against the U.S.- led wo r l d 
imper i a l i sm cannot be p rope r l y waged no r can 
wo r l d revo lu t ion advance at the requ i red speed. 

The great interests of the Sov ie t peoples and 
revolut ionar ies, the interests of wo r l d commun i sm, 
demand that the rea l social ist Sov ie t U n i o n should 
be renewed, just as Len in , S t a l i n and the bolshe
v i ks created it. The interests of revo lu t ion demand 
that the rea l social ist Sov iet U n i o n shou ld be strong, 
w i t h inv io lab le in te rna t iona l author i ty , as i t was at 
the t ime o f L en i n and S ta l i n . N o w the Kh r u sh che 
v i te rev is ionists have lowered to the g round the 
prest ige and au thor i t y both o f the Sov ie t U n i o n 
and o f i ts Commun i s t Pa r t y . F r o m th is s i tuat ion the 
rea l Sov iet Un i on , the o f f sp r ing o f the October 
Revo lu t ion , must be rescued, but how can th is be 
achieved? There is on l y one road and th is is the 
road of the revo lu t i onary s t ruggle f o r the destruc
t ion o f the rev is ion ist c l ique n o w r u l i ng in the 
Soviet Un i on . Th i s i s an h i s tor i c task fac ing the 
wo r k i ng class of the Sov ie t Un i on , the rea l bo lshe-
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v i k s and Sov ie t revo lut ionar ies . The tempest of a 
second great p ro le ta r i an revo lu t i on in the Sov iet 
U n i o n w i l l w i pe the Kh rushchev i t e rev is ionists 
f r o m the earths ' face. 

The Contradictions Among the Revisionist Cliques 
Have Degenerated Into a Life And Death Struggle 

Among Them 

It is n o w a fact that the hegemony of the 
Sov ie t rev is ionists in the rev is ion is t camp is be ing 
spl it, as rev i s ion i sm, be ing a bourgeois t rend, has 
in i ts fo ld numerous contrad ic t ions and i t encoun
ters the oppos i t ion of i ts par tners and al l ies in 
pract ice. We are today w i tness ing the fact that 
the rev i s ion i s t c l iques, whe the r in power or not, 
are qua r re l i ng w i t h , separat ing f r o m and opposing 
the Sov ie t rev is ion ists . The Marx i s t - Len in i s t s had 
longsince forecast such a s i tuat ion, therefore, no 
communis t , no fact ion of the w o r k i n g class of any 
coun t ry must a l l ow i tsel f to be deceived by the 
a l legedly «independent», «sovereign» act ions of any 
rev is ion is t c l ique, and should not enter ta in the 
least i l l u s i on that these c l iques have become «sen-
s ib le men», in as much as they have departed 
f r o m the Sov ie t rev is ionists . Dec is ive in judg ing 
this phenomenon is the class or ientat ion, the class 
struggle, the l oya l t y to the teachings of M a r x , 
Engels, L e n i n and S ta l i n , and the i r imp lementa t i on 
in a concrete and consistent way , b rave l y and w i t h 
out t a k i ng account o f a n y sacr i f i ce whatsoever . 
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We must bear in m i n d that the mode rn r e v i 
sionists are not preoccup ied so much now, as in the 
prev ious times, by the coord inat ion among them 
of the rev is ion ist stereotype formulas , fabr icated 
in the Kh rushchev i t e workshops o f the K r e m l i n 
and zealously served at eve ry soup by the rev i s i on 
ist neophytes. They became stale and were repeated 
so much that they are n o w w o r n out. They have 
a l l left the empty Kh rushchev i t e phraseo logy in 
the lu r ch . E v e r y rev is ion is t group, whe the r in 
power or not, undertook, on behal f of «Len in ism», 
to «l iberate» itself fo r ever f r om every yoke, «es
pec ia l ly f r om the yoke of the «dictatorsh ip of the 
pro letar iat» and of the «Marx i s t - Len in i s t ideology». 
Eve r y theory, not on l y of the revis ionists, but also 
of the i r n ew ideologica l or po l i t i ca l a l l ies, was 
leading, in the i r op in ion, to soc ia l i sm w i t h some 
impulses, w i t h some slogans, w i t h many lies, but 
«everyth ing n o w was lead ing to socia l ism». D i s r up 
t ion became the i r m a i n concern. 

E ve r y rev is ion ist g roup now began to be free 
and to bu i l d up its p lans of detachment and reu 
nion, of destruct ion and re in tegrat ion. It fo l l owed 
f r om this, of course, based on the «br i l l i an t K h r u s n -
chev theory», that every country, in as m u c h i t has 
its own specif ics, must bu i l d up also a spec i f ic 
soc ia l ism. A n d each rev is ion is t count ry began to 
lend a less attent ive ear to the stereotype phrases 
issued by the K r e m l i n workshop , began to expound 
its own spec i f ic formulas , to fo rmu la te i ts o w n 
theories of how to organize the new capi ta l is t State 
in its o w n country , h o w to adapt the economy to 
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this State, h ow to l i qu ida te the Commun i s t Pa r t y , 
h ow to create the other bourgeois part ies and share 
power w i t h them, how to w i n over the Secur i ty 
Fo rce and the A r m y and change them f r om weap
ons of the d ic ta torsh ip of the pro le tar ia t in to weap
ons against the pro letar ia t and the w o r k i n g people. 

In add i t i on to these ma i n direct ions, the r e v i 
s ionists in power in these countr ies were great ly 
concerned, in the f i rs t place, by the w a y and the 
f o rm i n w h i c h they wou l d par t w i t h the Sov ie t 
rev is ionists . Th i s was the b i g cha in that had to be 
b roken . They were bound by many overt and 
covert ideologica l , economic, po l i t i ca l , cu l tu ra l , 
m i l i t a r y and other ties, state ties, interstate ties, 
t ies of c l iques, ties of ind iv idua l s , espionage ties. 
A who l e d i r t y ne twork . 

Of course there w o u l d be a «sett lement of 
accounts» among them, as among gangsters. A n d 
this set t lement of accounts has a l ready started, 
indeed i t has cons iderab ly advanced. Therefore, i t 
is no longer a ques t ion of «correct ing the fo rmu las 
of the theory», bu t of ac t ing p is to l in hand, «your 
money or you r l i fe», so to say. The revis ionists 
have started a l i fe and death struggle among them
selves. 

The notor ious Moscow meet ing decided upon 
at the «Budapest Carn iva l s» , as has n o w been shown 
by the o ther Budapest meet ing of the commiss ion 
fo r the p repara t ion o f the «summit», ha rd l y i n d i 
cates the a im for w h i c h i t is to be convened, to 
estab l i sh «peace» in V i e t nam, or to establ ish 
«peace» in the rev is ion is t camp, that is to reconci le 
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the rev is ionist gangsters who have d r a w n the i r 
daggers against one another. Th i s conference is 
in tended among other th ings to conceal the who le 
miserable s i tuat ion the rev is ion ist pa r t y of the 
Soviet Un i on f inds i tself in , and the defeats of the 
Soviet revis ionists. Th is is not a commun is t con
ference and the var ious p repara tory meet ings that 
are be ing he ld resemble the backstages of the horse 
markets and trade exh ib i t ions, whe re there have 
gathered a l l sorts of swind lers , traders, br igands 
s t r i k i ng bargains, g i v i ng and t ak i ng s ignatures, 
words, rubles and dol lars, to say this or that, this 
way or that way, to defend this or to insu l t that. 

The new Budapest meet ing showed s t i l l more 
c lear ly the fu r the r rottenness and degenerat ion of 
the rev is ionist camp. O n l y a few weeks had elapsed 
f r om the prev ious meet ing w h i c h was attended by 
67 rev is ion ist part ies and ha rd l y 54 part ies were 
represented at the new session. Le t us see how 
many w i l l go to Moscow in November . There they 
w i l l d r aw up a balance-sheet, but i t is a l ready 
obvious that i t w i l l be a deplorab le one. The new 
revis ionist Budapest meet ing, as to the numbe r 
and qua l i t y of its part ic ipants, was a complete f a i 
lu re fo r the Sov ie t revis ionists. Tha t i s w h y the 
ma jo r part o f the par t i c ipants were expe l led and 
on l y 22 rema ined to prepare the hash to be served 
at the fo r thcoming Moscow meet ing. 

One of the ma i n object ives of the meet ing of 
these bandi ts w i l l aga in be the f ight against the 
Commun i s t P a r t y o f Ch ina , o f the P a r t y o f L abo r 
o f A l b an i a and against M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m . They 
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w i l l never forget th is in as much the struggle w h i c h 
our Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t part ies are wag i ng for the 
exposure of rev i s ion i sm hangs ove r the i r heads l i ke 
the sword of Damoc les . The role of the rev is ion ist 
part ies, the i r ve r y existence, is to suppress r evo lu 
t ion i n the i r o w n countr ies and i n the w o r l d and, 
in the f i r s t place, to subdue Ch i n a and A l b an i a , 
wh i ch ho ld h i gh the banner o f Ma r x i sm - Len i n i sm , 
of r evo lu t i on and the l ibera t ion of the peoples. 

A f ran t i c campa ign of at tacks and s landers 
has been launched today by the mode rn rev is ionists 
aga inst the great Ch inese p ro le ta r i an cu l tu ra l re 
vo lu t ion , in i t i a ted and d i rec t ly led by the ou ts tand
ing Marx i s t - Len in i s t , Comrade Mao Tse-tung, fo r 
i t smashed the p lo t of the home and fo re ign r e v i 
s ionists aga inst people's Ch ina , and it is a great 
insp i ra t i on fo r a l l the revo lut ionar ies , the w o r k i n g 
class and the l abor ing masses of the countr ies where 
the rev is ion ists ru le, in the i r struggle for the ove r 
th row of the rev is ion is t c l iques in power. 

Each day shows the weakness of the modern 
rev is ionists and prec ise ly th is year i s becoming 
for them, and in the f i rs t place fo r the Sov iet r e v i 
sionists, a year of catastrophe. Czechos lovak ia left 
them th is year . Po land , too, is about to do so. La te r 
i t w i l l be the t u r n o f H u n g a r y and Bu l ga r i a . Th i s 
year m a y see the G e r m a n Democra t i c Repub l i c 
iso lated and sold out, the Wa r s aw T rea ty a lmost 
non-existent, the M u t u a l Economic A i d Commit tee, 
the i r economic organ isat ion, s t rangled. These p ro 
b lems of the Sov ie t rev is ion ists w i l l not be settled, 
f o r certa in, e i ther by the «rev is ionist bohemia», or 
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by the «number» of the rev is ion is t part ies of the 
capita l ist countr ies that come to meet ings — to 
fa irs to receive the promised rewards . 

The great contrad ict ions cor rod ing the re lat ions 
among the rev is ion ists are ever more expressed in 
the f o rm of underg round putches and plots to 
ove r th row one another and in the f o rm of in te rna l 
c r i t i c i sm in each party . 

Bu t a l l these troubles that have befa l len the 
modern rev is ionists and in the f i r s t place the Sov ie t 
revis ionists, are be ing covered up by the la t ter w i t h 
the densest possib le smokescreen so that ne i ther 
the members of the rev is ion is t Commun i s t P a r t y of 
the Sov ie t Un i on , nor the Sov iet people can see 
c lear ly th rough them. A n d the i r p ropaganda i s 
wo r k i n g prec ise ly in th is d i rec t ion t r y i ng to mudd le 
the heads of the Sov ie t men and women , to make 
them more iner t and more apol i t i ca l , to make them 
l ive and judge th ings by some fo rmu las of fered to 
them by the leadership, to make them see no f u r 
ther than their noses and, in case they manage to 
see someth ing a l i t t le fur ther , to make them see 
them th rough the glasses of a megalomaniac . By 
speculat ing on and purpose ly i n f l a t i ng wha t may 
be a l a w f u l pr ide of the Sov ie t c i t i zen as of «being 
bo rn in the count ry where L e n i n was born», the 
count ry «of the f i rs t man to reach the cosmos», «of 
the m a n who w i l l be the f i rs t to go to the moon», 
etc, the Sov iet leaders are seek ing to make the 
Soviet people consider o ther people l i ke f l ies, to 
th ink that others k n o w noth ing , that others are 
un impor tan t ind iv idua ls , therefore, they shou ld 
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l ive under the i r shadow. In order to make people 
see th ings w i t h the eye of a megalomaniac, the 
Sov ie t leaders need t ime and aga in to organise 
some great spectacle to serve th is purpose. F o r 
this reason, they are o rgan i z ing the an t i - commu
nist Moscow conference decided upon by the B u d a 
pest carn iva ls . 

C a n the mode rn rev is ion ists act otherwise w i t h 
regard to the i r part ies and peoples? C a n the mo 
dern rev is ion is ts act o therw ise in the in te rna t iona l 
commun is t movement? No , abso lu te ly not. 

M o d e r n rev i s i on i sm is a f r a i d of the party, of 
the people and of the in te rna t i ona l commun is t mo 
vement, i t i s a f r a i d to open ly raise prob lems and 
to submi t them to a ser ious c r i t i c i sm and a bolshe
v i k analys is by the party , the people and i n te rna 
t iona l c ommun i sm . I t i s a f r a i d of be ing bad l y expo
sed and to ta l l y smashed. The rev is ion ists serve up 
to the i r pa r t y wha t i s in the i r interest, prepared, 
pret t i f i ed , fu l l o f l ies, d is tor t ions and ca lumnies. 
«Why d id the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a enter 
in to conf l i c t w i t h the Commun i s t P a r t y o f the 
Sov ie t U n i o n and w i t h the Sov ie t rev is ion ist lea
dersh ip?» «Qu i te s imply», the rev is ion is t t ra i tors 
to ld the members of the i r pa r t y : «4he leadersh ip 
o f the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a and o f the A l b a 
n i an State so ld themselves to the western cap i ta l 
ists», and so on, and so fo r th . 

The rev is ion is t c l iques in the i r countr ies have 
t h r own heavy cha ins on the po l i t i ca l and ideo log i 
ca l s t ruggle of the revo lut ionar ies , the Len in i s t 
polemics. The mode rn rev is ion ists are a t tack ing 
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Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm w i t h a l l the i r means and forces, 
they are d i s to r t ing it. The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l 
bania, r ema in ing f a i t h fu l to M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and 
pe r fo rm ing its in ternat iona l i s t duty, speaks open ly 
and exposes a l l these treacheries, that are be ing 
commit ted, w i t h p r inc ip l ed courage. I t is prec ise ly 
for this reason that the mode rn revis ionists, j o i n t l y 
w i th the i r capita l ist al l ies, at tack the P a r t y of 
L abou r o f A l b a n i a and have enforced the i r l aw 
of si lence about the t r u th w h i c h i t spreads. 

Bu t wha teve r efforts the rev is ionists may 
make, they cannot conceal the rottenness and the 
out-and-out degenerat ion of the i r part ies, in the 
same w a y as they cannot prevent the destruct ion 
of the rev is ion ist f ront and the fa i lu re of the Sov iet 
hegemony over it. No meet ing, no get-together 
whatsoever, be they two-par ty , f i ve -par ty or more, 
such as those wh i c h were he ld in Moscow recent ly, 
can b r i ng order to the rev is ionists herd. The great 
State chauv in i sm of the Sov ie t leaders, their efforts 
to dominate and subjugate the i r al l ies, f avo r and 
increase nat iona l is t and cent r i fuga l tendencies on 
the other side. Jus t as the st ruggle among the d i f fe 
rent groups const itutes one of the ma i n features 
of the po l i t i ca l l i f e ins ide every rev is ionist country , 
the d iv is ions and conf l icts among the rev is ion is t 
countr ies character ize the mode rn revis ionists, as 
a basket of crabs. 

The present outburs t o f d isputes between the 
cl ique of the Sov ie t rev is ionists and its rev is ion is t 
partners, on the one hand, as we l l as the disputes 
about the po l i t i ca l , economic and m i l i t a r y issues 
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among the c l iques of var ious rev is ion is t countr ies, 
on the other, can eas i ly be seen. The contrad ict ions 
among them are deep and can never be reconci led. 
In the not d i s tant fu tu re we sha l l w i tness s t i l l 
greater clashes and d is in tegrat ion the breadth and 
depth of w h i c h are a l ready qu i te obvious. 

Though the process of f u r the r degenerat ion of 
mode rn rev i s ion i sm in var ious countr ies fo l lows the 
same road and the same a ims in genera l , i t does 
not have ident i ca l character ist ics in par t i cu la r . Th i s 
is due to the speci f ic features of each count ry where 
the rev is ion is t c l iques are ru l i ng . The ana lys is of 
the events in each rev is ion is t count ry in pa r t i cu 
lar, the fo rms and methods used by each pa r t i cu 
lar rev is ion is t g roup against M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m for 
the degenerat ion of the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t part ies 
and the d ic ta torsh ip of the pro letar iat , are of spe
c ia l importance, not to be underest imated. 

The f ight the Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s wage against 
the rev is ion ists must be waged on a w ide front, 
but they shou ld not forget the pa r t i cu la r f ight 
against the pa r t i cu l a r revis ionists, who use tactics 
wh i c h are not ident i ca l in a t ta in ing the same a im. 
Mode rn rev i s ion i sm has i ts ma i n common features, 
i t has its ident i ca l strategy, bu t i t uses d i f ferent 
forms and tact ics to w h i c h specia l fo rms and tactics 
of st ruggle must be opposed, fo r eve ry s i tuat ion, for 
every phase of its development, fo r every count ry 
and pa r t y in w h i c h i t appears, seizes power, or 
takes the d ownwa r d course. 

Such an object ive analys is i s ind ispensable and 
must be made by a l l the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t part ies, 
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revo lu t ionary groups and a l l communis t s and 
revolut ionar ies of eve ry count ry that have ser ious
ly dec lared w a r on impe r i a l i sm and its lackeys — 
the modern revis ionists. 

It is in Concrete Actions and Struggle that the 
Marxist-Leninist Party is Organized, that the 
Working Masses are Mobilized and Educated 

for Revolution 

The w o r k i n g class in the countr ies where the 
revis ionists have come to power must become con
scious of the soc ia l ly h is tor ic moments th rough 
wh i ch the w o r l d and, especial ly, the i r countr ies 
are pass ing. They must real ize that they are faced 
w i t h a great catastrophe and the i r s i tuat ion is more 
compl icated and more d i f f i cu l t than that of the 
pro letar iat in the countr ies whe re cap i ta l i s ru l i ng . 
The pro letar ians of the capita l ist countr ies can see 
where the enemy hides h imse l f and how he must 
be fought, wh i l e the w o r k i n g class in the countr ies 
where the revis ionists — these new capita l ists who 
pose as «Marx i s t s» — are ru l i ng , are be ing decei
ved, hoodw inked , are be ing ens laved. Th i s w o r k i n g 
class wh i c h is be ing placed under the capita l is t 
yoke has not even the r ight to speak nor the r ight 
to s t r i ke as the i r comrades in capita l ist countr ies 
have. Unde r the pretext that the wo rke r s cannot 
rise against «the regime of the workers», under 
the pretext that the d ic tatorsh ip is «the i r o w n d ic 
tatorship, that the l aws are theirs and thus they 
have no reason to r ise up, to move», the new cap i -
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tal ist class in power in the fo rmer social ist coun
tr ies is spend ing its honey-moon w i t h the wes te rn 
capita l ists on those ter r i tor ies where the p ro le ta 
r ians and peasants who fought fo r revo lu t i on under 
the banner o f M a r x , Engels, L e n i n and S ta l i n have 
shed r i ve rs of the i r b lood. 

At the present stage of rottenness of impe r i a l 
i sm we see the impor tance that the lat ter have 
placed on the s t r a tum of the inte l l igents ia , the 
technocrats and bureaucrats, we see now that they 
have succeeded in co r rup t ing a part of this s t ra 
t um and have p laced them in the i r own service, 
even in the van o f the i r s t ruggle to dominate the 
wor ld , to suppress revo lu t i on and the na t i ona l -
l i bera t ion struggles of the peoples. Th i s corrupted 
s t r a tum in serv ice o f the cap i ta l are s t r i v ing , by 
a l l the m a n y means at the i r d isposal , to corrupt, 
to deceive and neutra l i ze the w o r k i n g class, the 
ma i n and decis ive force oppos ing cap i ta l i sm. It is 
in this w a y and th rough this road that cap i ta l i sm 
is seek ing to lengthen i ts l i fe-span. 

Th i s l ine i s be ing b road l y developed by modern 
rev is ionists bo th whe re they have come to power 
and where they have not. The cor rupted inte l lec
tuals and bureaucrats have become and are beco
m i ng the i r ma ins tay to real ize the t rans fo rmat ion 
of social ist society into capita l is t society. They are 
head ing towards the sub jugat ion o f the w o r k i n g 
class, towards the rest r i c t ion to a m i n i m u m of the i r 
h is tor ic ro le in revo lu t ion and socia l ism, they are 
advanc ing towards the i r decomposi t ion, cor rupt ion 
and t rans fo rmat ion so that they m a y no longer 
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be a po l i t i ca l force but a mere economic appen
dage, a means in tended not to ru le but on ly to wo r k 
for others, to produce a l i t t le fo r themselves ana 
much for the new capita l ist bourgeois ie who are 
be ing formed, prec ise ly of the s t r a tum of the 
inte l l igents ia, the bureaucrats, technocrats and the 
wo rke r ar istocracy. 

In the countr ies where the rev is ionists are in 
power they are advanc ing more r ap id l y on this 
road opened up for them by w o r l d cap i ta l i sm. Bu t 
this genera l process l i kew ise has its o w n d i f f e ren 
ces in d i f ferent rev is ion ist countr ies wh i c h depend 
on the degree of the deve lopment of rev i s ion i sm 
in each i nd i v i dua l country . 

The quest ion may ar ise: h ow d id this come 
about, this tu rn ing towards the r ight of a qu i te 
important part of the inte l l igents ia in the Sov iet 
Un i on and in the other rev is ionist countr ies? Th i s 
turn, we may say, is a protract process t ak i ng 
years, and it has not yet ended, the scales are st i l l 
sw ing ing. Th is has occurred, in add i t i on to other 
things, as a resul t of. the fact that the pa r t y in 
these countr ies has not su f f i c i en t l y taken account 
of the quest ion of the class ideo log ica l up l i f t of 
the inte l l igents ia in two direct ions. On the one side, 
wh i l e they were teaching ideology in theory they 
were not t ak i ng pa ins to te l l those people, fo r 
example, wha t a p i ck was. Th i s category of people 
that had school ing, whe the r they were sons of 
workers , employees, col lect ive farmers, were s w a l -
loved up by the admin is t ra t ion , off ices, leaderships. 
They used to f o rm the «elite», so to speak, of the 
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pro le ta r i an regime, the new pro le ta r i an in te l l i gent 
s ia f i l l i ng the off ices, the un ivers i t ies , the deans' 
off ices, the d i rectors off ices, theatres, ed i to r ia l 
boards etc. These used to become d is t ingu ished 
people, phi losophers, art ists, w r i t e r s and they a l l 
bore the t i t le o f p ro le ta r i an . Some of t h em rea l l y 
were and rema ined as such, bu t others we re dege
nera t ing j o i n t l y w i t h the admin i s t ra t i on , fo r the 
admin i s t r a t i on , f r o m a means of the d ic tatorsh ip of 
the pro letar ia t , was t u r n i n g in to a monster that 
dominated , s t rang led and d i rected the power o f the 
pro le tar ians a t w i l l . 

On the other hand , a la rge par t of the i n t e l l i 
gents ia wen t to product ion , l i v i n g and w o r k i n g 
j o i n t l y w i t h the w o r k i n g class and the peasantry. 
T h e y acqu i red cons iderab le techn i ca l sk i l l , to 
w h i c h a specia l impor tance was attached, but l i t te 
impor tance was at tached to the i r ideo log ica l and 
po l i t i ca l t emper ing . 

In these two domains the bureaucra t i zed «h igh 
pro le ta r ian inte l l igents ia», accord ing to the t r ad i 
t ion, had occup ied the top posi t ions and never 
thought of y i e l d i ng them. They fe l t «very able», 
«unmatchab le in knowledge», dest ined to lead and 
d i rect others, the masses, that is, the w o r k i n g class 
and the peasant ry w h o «by nature» and «by func 
t ions» mus t on l y wo rk , wh i l e the in te l l igents ia 
make the l aw , o r more correct ly , d is tort the pro le 
ta r i an l aw and use the d ic ta torsh ip o f the pro le 
tar iat , the par ty , against soc ia l i sm and against the 
pa r t y itself. 

Thus , in the rev is ion is t countr ies there are 
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f o rmer pro letar ians o r inte l lectua l ized, bourgeo i s i -
f ied, degenerate sons of pro letar ians, who have lost 
the class sense, who have occupied pos i t ions in the 
pa r t y and the State a f ter a l ong and compl i ca ted 
process, and now, th rough the s t rong apparatus of 
the par ty and State Power , they have para l yzed 
the pro le ta r ian Powe r and the par ty . As a mat te r 
of fact, in the rev is ion is t countr ies, ne i ther the 
power of the d ic tatorsh ip of the pro letar ia t no r 
the pa r t y of the pro le tar ia t funct ions now. 

In these c i rcumstances i t is ind ispensable that 
eve rywhere our Ma r x i s t - Len i n i s t part ies and revo
lut ionar ies in the w o r l d should, in the f i r s t place, 
awaken the w o r k i n g class, open the i r eyes, a r m 
them a n d th row them as qu i c k l y as possib le i n t o 
revo lu t i onary batt le. The pro le ta r ian revo lu t ion i s 
one of the most serious quest ions of the l i fe of a l l 
m a n k i n d and i t is, in the f i rs t place, a po l i t i c a l 
revo lu t ion . I t must be f i r m l y led and f i r m l y o r ga 
nized, fo r i t is, w i t hou t any doubt whatsoever , at 
any t ime and in every coun t r y a b loody c lash be
tween the w o r k i n g class and the capita l ist bou rgeo i 
sie. There fore in the fo re f ront of th is r evo lu t i on 
must be the pro letar ians and the i r commun i s t 
par ty . W i thou t a p rope r l y organ ized commun i s t 
party , w i t h c lear Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t po l i t i ca l , o rga 
n isa t iona l and ideologica l pr inc ip les there is no r e vo 
lu t ion whatsoever, no pro le ta r ian revo lu t i on can 
t r i umph . H i s t o r y does not record a v i c to ry unde r 
such condit ions. 

Th is is one of the quest ions of p r inc ip le w h i c h 
the communis ts and the in te rna t iona l w o r k i n g 
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class mus t a lways bear i n m i n d on the i r r e vo l u 
t ionary road. The ex is tence o f rea l l y bo lshev ik pa r 
ties of the L en i n - S t a l i n t ype is ind ispensab le to the 
r evo lu t i ona ry Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t s i n the wo r l d , 
o the rw i se revo lu t i on cannot be o rgan i zed and led. 
To succeed i t i s ind ispensab le that eve ry commun i s t 
m i l i t an t i n the w o r l d shou ld become acqua in ted 
w i t h the respect ive mater ia l s of the c lassic leaders 
o f M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m about the quest ions of the 
p ro le ta r i an revo lu t i on a n d o f the bu i l d i ng o f the 
par ty , a n d f a i t h f u l l y c a r r y t h em out i n the con
crete s i tua t ion o f h is o w n country . A l l the cons i 
derat ions o f the K h r u s h c h e v rev is ion is ts and the 
bourgeois ie about these quest ions, w h o accuse us 
of be ing «Stal in ists», «dogmatists», etc, are mere l y 
i d l e t a l k a imed a t l ead ing us a w a y f r o m the rea l 
road. 

The teachings o f L e n i n a n d S ta l i n , the revo
l u t i o na r y exper ience o f the Bo l shev i k Pa r t y , p r o 
v ide a b r i l l i an t examp le of h o w the p a r t y i s bu i l t , 
o f h o w to bu i l d the d ic ta torsh ip of pro letar iat , o f 
h o w to bu i l d soc ia l ism, wh i l e eve r y th i ng o f the 
Kh rushchev i t e s i s to be d iscarded, exposed, me r 
c i less ly fought, f o r i t i s prec ise ly they that are 
t u r n i ng the Sov ie t U n i o n in to a cap i ta l i s t country . 

The mode rn rev is ion ists n o w have i n the i r 
hands the leadersh ip a n d the apparatus of the 
wo rke r s ' a n d commun i s t part ies as w e l l as the 
t rade un ions . They are awa re that the i r ma i n d a n 
ger comes f r o m the w o r k i n g class, that i s w h y they 
are s t r i v i ng to keep the wo rke r s under guard . The 
o ld soc ia l -democracy, whose s logans cont inue to 
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deceive a part of the w o r k i n g class and keep i t 
at tached to i ts part ies, i s n o w a l leged ly i ndu l g i ng 
in polemics w i t h the rev is ion ists part ies, but in fact 
i t i s on l y a quest ion of d i v i d i ng among them the 
c rumbs f r o m the capi ta l is t d i n i n g table. Today 
there i s no d i f ference whatsoever between the r e v i 
s ionists and the soc ia l -democrats. T h e y are a l l decei
vers. T h e y w i l l s t r ive i n eve ry w a y to deceive the 
wo r k i n g class in order to keep i t under the i r d o m i 
na t ion and in f luence. 

The rev is ion is t part ies, whe re they are in 
power, under the «legal» cloak, under the force of 
«democrat ic centra l ism», w i t hou t democracy in fact, 
a l leged ly under the l aws of the P o w e r of the «dic
ta torsh ip of the pro letar iat», w h i c h in rea l i t y has 
been tu rned into a d ic ta torsh ip of the new techno
crat ic bureaucracy, b i n d the communis ts in heavy 
chains, wh i l e in the capi ta l is t countr ies the c o m m u 
nist and wo rke r s ' part ies w h i c h have been conver 
ted in to rev is ion is t part ies are s t r i v i ng to keep the 
communis ts under the i r in f luence, t r ans f o rm ing 
and b reak ing d o w n the pa r t y norms, m a k i n g t hem 
s im i l a r to those of the bourgeois part ies, so tha t 
the i r socal led commun i s t have on ly the member sh ip 
card bu t no ob l igat ions whatsoever . In a wo rd , he 
i s no longer d is t ingu ished f r om among the masses, 
he is not of the vanguard . 

In these c i rcumstances the impera t i ve task is 
l a i d d o w n that the Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s shou ld break 
the rev is ion is t -soc ia l democrat enc i rc lement of the 
w o r k i n g class, l iberate the la t te r f r o m the bou r 
geois and re formis t ideology, imbue t hem w i t h 
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class consciousness, so that they m a y not lose e i ther 
the i r bear ings o r the i r character is t ic courage. The 
appra i sa l i n due measure and in the p roper way , 
bo th in pract ice and theory, o f the ro le of the 
w o r k i n g class, and o f the wo r k and st ruggle in 
the i r ranks, is of decis ive impor tance . It is f r o m 
here, and on l y f r o m here, that they shou ld proceed, 
and not f r o m a closed and na r r ow c i rc le of some 
i nd i v i dua l inte l lectua ls o r o f some i nd i v i dua l s tu 
dents. 

The w o r k i n g class must close the i r ranks, or 
ganize themselves. They mus t develop the i r o w n 
leaders f r o m the i r o w n ranks , brave, fa i th fu l , m i l i 
tant, m e n of sacr i f ice, and shou ld not a l l ow hypo 
cr i t i ca l , t a l ka t i ve e lements to take ove r the l ea 
dersh ip a n d use i t fo r the i r o w n career-seek ing 
a ims or fo r the interests o f the bourgeois ie. The 
w o r k i n g class needs tempered, stee l - l ike and i n t r e 
p i d people hav i ng a good unders tand ing of p r i n c i 
ples. T h e y w i l l l ove such people, they w i l l l i s ten to 
t h em and w i l l f o l l ow t hem i n grass-root o rga 
nisat ions, on the barr icades, in s t r ikes and in revo
l u t i on . I t i s th is w a y that the new revo lu t i ona ry 
cadres w i l l be t ra ined and tempered, i t i s in th is 
w a y that the w o r k i n g class a n d the i r a l l ies w i l l 
be w o n over, i t i s i n th is w a y that the mode rn 
rev is ion is ts a n d soc ia l -democrats w i l l be exposed, 
i t i s i n th is w a y that impe r i a l i sm and cap i ta l i sm 
w i l l be fought . 

I t i s a l ong th is road that the w o r k i n g class 
w i l l create the i r n ew bo lshev ik part ies, l o ya l to 
the g lor ious revo lu t i ona ry t rad i t ions and to the 
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bu i l d i ng of soc ia l ism, dedicated to the cause of 
M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and capable of de fend ing i t 
f r om a l l ex te rna l and i n t e rna l enemies. 

Rea l communists , revo lu t ionar ies cannot s h r i n k 
f r o m th is impera t i ve duty . I t i s t r ue that this 
requires self less w o r k and struggle, bu t they have 
never feared sacrif ices, howeve r great they may 
have been. There i s no w a r w i t hou t damage or 
su f fe r ing . The rev is ion ists w h o have usurped 
power, o f course w i l l not a l l ow the revo lut ionar ies , 
the bo lshev iks to organize themselves freely, to 
act legal ly , etc.; they w i l l , for cer ta in , persecute 
them, j a i l them, to r tu re t hem and even mu rde r 
them. Th i s however does not mean that the com
munis ts must g ive up the struggle, the act ion. 
Commun i s t s defend the i r v i ews open ly , even 
before the ga l lows. They are not a f ra id , i f need 
be, of com ing out in to the street to protest, to ca l l 
together the wo rke r s in the fac tory to speak to 
them, to expose the t ra i tors at conferences, to w r i t e 
books and d is t r ibute leaf lets. The L en i n and S ta l i n 
bo lshev iks we re never f r igh tened e i ther by S ibe 
r i a o r the Czar i s t t r ia ls . The Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t pa r t y 
i s organized in concrete actions. Th r ough concrete 
act ions the w o r k i n g masses are educated fo r w a r 
and revo lu t ion . Ou t of bo ld act ions come the hea l 
t h y elements o f the w o r k i n g class who w i l l lead 
t hem in the struggle to ove r t h row the rev is ion is t 
c l iques. Th r ough the da i ly , concrete, r evo lu t i ona ry 
struggle the bo lshev ik revo lu t ionar ies can and w i l l 
bu i l d the i r c landest ine organisat ions in the r anks 
of the w o r k i n g class, of the col lect ive f a r m pea -
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san t r y and o f the A r m y , o f the Sta te Secur i t y Se r 
vice, in the var ious appara t i of the State etc., so 
as to at tack the rev is ion is t c l ique on a w i de f ron t 
f r o m outs ide and f r o m ins ide to b r i ng about the i r 
to ta l dest ruct ion. The revo lut ionar ies can and must 
de fend themselves f r o m rev is ion is t attacks and 
make the i r s t ruggle more ef fect ive. 

N o w the revo lu t ionar ies i n the countr ies whe re 
the rev is ion is ts a re ru l i ng , m a y not be in la rge 
numbe r s w i t h i n the pa r t y itself. B u t they mus t 
l ea rn f r o m the examp le f r o m the h i s to ry o f the 
Bo l shev i k Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on , 
f r o m L e n i n who , w h e n he was in a m inor i t y , be ing 
conv inced of the correctness of h is l ine, reserved 
h imse l f the r igh t and exerc ised i t to ca l l upon the 
w o r k i n g class to j o i n h i m against oppor tun i sm or 
against the t reachery of the var ious r i gh tw i ng or 
l e f tw i ng fact ions. 

The pro letar ia t i n m a n y countr ies o f the w o r l d 
must reorganise themselves, must gu ide themse l 
ves by the i r o w n rea l Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t ideology, 
they must l aunch an a rmed revo lu t ion and smash 
a l l the mach ine r y of the capita l ist , soc ia l -democra
t i c and rev is ion is t bourgeois ie, w h i c h are l i nks in 
the chains of the i r ens lavement. In the i r resolute 
s t rugg le and in revo lu t i on the w o r l d pro le ta r ia t 
w i l l also have the i r a l l ies who , in these r evo lu 
t i ona r y periods, w i l l better c l a r i f y the i r posit ions 
and stands. These al l ies are awa i t i ng the i r leader 
to t ake the bat t le f ie ld . I t i s the bat t le f ie ld , the 
d r a w n sword against impe r i a l i sm and mode rn re 
v i s i on i sm, that decides, and not the att i tude of wait. 
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and see and of compromise. The la t ter a lways c au 
ses wave r i ng of the possib le and na tu r a l a l l ies of 
the pro letar iat . The ent i re po l i cy and the schemes 
of the soc ia l -democrats and mode rn rev is ion is ts 
j o in t l y w i t h the imper ia l i s t s and w o r l d capi ta l is ts 
are a imed prec ise ly at this. 

A specia l h is tor i c respons ib i l i ty , a pa r t i cu l a r l y 
great ro le in the f igh t against rev i s ion i sm, i s i n 
cumbent upon the Sov ie t w o r k i n g class and revo
lut ionar ies who are ove r taken by the gravest t r ea 
chery ever commi t ted towards a people and the 
greatest danger threaten ing a great coun t r y w i t h 
a g lor ious backg round as is the case of the Sov ie t 
Un ion . Do they not see the great abyss towards 
wh i ch the i r home land i s head ing fo r? Do they not 
see wha t great h a r m the ac t i v i t y of the Sov ie t 
revis ionists i s i n f l i c t i ng on the in te rna t iona l c om
munis t movement and on the na t iona l - l i be ra t ion 
struggle of the peoples? Ce r t a i n l y they see it, and 
the Marx i s t - Len in i s t s and peoples of the who l e 
wo r l d have conf idence that the w o r k i n g class o f 
the Sov iet Un i on , the Sov ie t co l lect ive fa rmers , 
people's intel lectuals, soldiers and you th w i l l ove r 
come the t empora r y upheava ls caused among them 
by the revis ionists. They w i l l d i scard the h a r m f u l 
i l lus ions spread by the treacherous Kh r u sh chev i t e 
leadership and w i l l come down to the bat t le f ie ld to 
over th row the rev is ion ist c l ique and to ra ise aga in 
the banner o f L en i n and S ta l i n ove r the K r e m l i n 
and over the who l e o f the Sov ie t Un i o n . The great 
Sov iet people w i l l fo r cer ta in r ise up one day and 
w i l l aga in shake the i r powe r fu l shou lders . T h e 
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quest ion is that the day shou ld be advanced as 
much as possible, to cut short the i r suffer ings, and 
to he lp a lso the other peoples w h o are under the 
rev is ion is t yoke . 

The Sov ie t bo lshev ik revo lut ionar ies , as they 
put i t i n the i r p rog rammat i c leaflet, have c lear ly 
de f ined the i r r o ad : «To ove r t h row the bureaucra t i c 
order in the U S S R i t i s ind ispensab le to have an 
organ izat ion of the revo lut ionar ies , i t is i nd i spen
sable to have a bed th rough w h i c h to channe l the 
anger o f the people and the popu la r struggle. A n d 
for th is we do not have to search long. There l ies 
before us the tested road — the road of the re-shap
ing o f the p ro l e ta r i an p a r t y . . . A l l those w h o are 
prepared to f igh t against bureaucracy, a l l those 
who dear l y cher i sh the great r evo lu t i ona ry v i c to 
r ies of ou r people and the cause of w o r l d revo
lu t ion , mus t reso lute ly take this road. The hou r 
has come. F r o m the m a n y and separate cel ls o f 
the CP(b) o f the Sov ie t U n i o n and up to the i r 
merger in to a powe r f u l and i nv i n c i b l e e rup t i on 
wh i c h w i l l sweep away the bureaucrats , — th is i s 
the road that the Sov ie t commun i s t s must traverse. 
The act iv i t ies of the cells of the CP(b) of the S U , 
the i r s logans and leaf lets mus t develop into a rea l 
par t i san struggle. The ear th shou ld bu r n beneath 
the feet of the bureaucrats.» 

The Marx i s t - Len in i s t s , the revo lut ionar ies , the 
peoples of the who l e w o r l d bel ieve that the f lames 
of revo lu t ion , the f lames of bo l shev i sm and pro le-
ta r i an in te rna t iona l i sm, despite the ef forts of the 
revis ionists, have not yet gone out in the Sov ie t 
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Un ion . They have not on l y the hope, but also the 
sure conv ic t ion that the Sov ie t revo lut ionar ies , 
o ld and young, w i l l once aga in b l ow on these revo
lu t i ona ry f lames to b u r n up rev i s ion i sm and to 
g ive a new sp lendor to the g lor ious h i s to ry of b o l -
shevism, to the immo r t a l r evo lu t i ona ry cause of 
L en i n and S ta l i n , of those m i l l i ons of heroes w h o 
effected the October Revo lu t ion , w h o defended 
the i r home land f r om the H i t l e r i t e hordes and w h o 
successfu l ly bu i l t up soc ia l ism. 
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THE DEMAGOGY OF THE SOVIET 
REVISIONISTS CANNOT CONCEAL THEIR 

TRAITOROUS COUNTENANCE 

R e p r o d u c e d f r o m the « Z ë r i i P o p u l l i t » da i l y , 

da ted J a n u a r y 10, 1969 





Demagogy has a lways been the favor i te wea 
p o n o f a l l t ra i tors . Tha t i s v e r y t yp i ca l o f the 
mode r n rev is ionists , espec ia l ly o f the Sov ie t r e v i 
s ionist leadersh ip. Th i s c l ique of renegades, wh i l e 
a lways advanc ing on the same road o f t reachery, 
has made use, accord ing to c i rcumstances, of v a 
r ious masks to conceal its rea l countenance. 

The Alleged Return to Stalin's Correct Policy 
— the Basest Hypocrisy and the Most Desperate 

Maneuver of the Soviet Revisionists 

Kh ru sh chev i t e r ev i s i on i sm i n the Sov ie t U n i o n 
has undergone severa l stages, in compl iance w i t h 
w h i c h i ts forms, methods and tact ics of st ruggle 
a n d act ion to ca r ry out in pract ice its an t i -Ma r x i s t 
a n d t ra i to rous course and to camouf lage it, have 
a lso changed, 

The f i r s t stage was that o f the bu i l d i ng up, 
ma in tenance a n d estab l i shment o f the bet raya l , 
accompan ied w i t h a great and scandalous noise 
and w i t h a sham «opt imism» to d is t ract the m inds 
of the people. I t was character i zed by the f ran t i c 
c ampa i gn o f at tacks on J . S ta l i n , t o d iscred i t the 
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ideas o f M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and the cause of t he 
Bo l shev i k Pa r t y , under the f raudu len t p re tex t o f 
the «f ight against the persona l i t y cu l t a n d i ts 
consequences». 

B u t wha t was the l ine o f the Bo l shev i k Pa r t y , 
the l ine o f S ta l i n , against w h i c h the Kh ru sh chev i t e 
rev is ionists hu r l ed themselves so fu r ious ly , w h a t 
were its consequences fo r the deve lopment of the 
Sov iet U n i o n and the i n te rna t i ona l commun i s t and 
revo lu t ionary movemen t? 

In the ideo log ica l f i e ld the l i ne pursued by the 
Bo l shev ik P a r t y led by S t a l i n was the l i ne o f the 
consistent defence and the creat ive deve lopment 
of M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m in a merc i less f i gh t against 
the enemies and distorters o f l en i n i sm in the Sov ie t 
U n i o n and outs ide i t — against the Trotskysts , 
Bukhar in i s t s , socialdemocrats, T i to i tes etc., the l i ne 
of the f ight against the pressure and in f luences 
of bourgeois ideology and cu l ture, f o r the imp l an t 
i ng and deve lopment o f social ist ideo logy and c u l 
ture, the l ine o f h i gh p ro le ta r i an par t i zansh ip in 
a l l the spheres of sp i r i t ua l l i fe, fo r the commun i s t 
educat ion of the w o r k i n g people. 

In the po l i t i ca l -soc ia l f i e ld i t was the l i ne of 
the unceas ing s t rengthen ing of the p ro le ta r i an pa r t y 
and o f its l ead ing ro le in the who l e na t i ona l l i fe , 
o f the s t rengthen ing and conso l idat ion of the d i c 
tatorsh ip of the pro letar iat , of the a l l iance of the 
wo r k i ng class and peasantry, of the f r i endsh ip of 
the peoples of the Sov ie t Un i on , of the u n i t y of 
the ent i re Sov ie t people a round the P a r t y and the 
power of the Soviets, th rough a f ierce class 
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struggle against the ove r t h rown exp lo i t i ng classes 
and the i r remnants outs ide the pa r t y and ins ide i t s 
ranks, the l i ne of constant s t rengthen ing of t he 
count ry ' s defens ive powe r in order to stand up to 
any poss ib le imper ia l i s t aggression. 

In the economic f i e ld i t was the l i ne of the 
bu i l d i ng o f soc ia l i sm w i t h one's o w n efforts and 
at fast rates, in cond i t ions of complete capita l ist 
enc i rc lement, and in a l i f e and death struggle 
against the t ide of petty-bourgeois spontanei ty, the 
l ine of social ist i ndus t r i a l i sa t ion and co l lec t i v i sa 
t ion of agr icu l ture , of the constant improvement 
of social ist re la t ions of product ion , of the impe tu 
ous deve lopment of socia l ist p roduc t ion and of the 
un in te r rup ted g r ow th of the we l l - be ing of the 
w o r k i n g people. 

In the f ie ld o f i n te rna t iona l re lat ions i t was 
the l ine of resolute oppos i t ion to imper i a l i sm, to 
its po l i cy of w a r and aggression, as we l l as of the 
exp lo i t a t i on of contrad ic t ions in the imper ia l i s t 
camp for its weaken ing and the s t rengthen ing of 
the pos i t ions of soc ia l i sm, the in ternat iona l i s t l i n e 
of the powe r f u l and unreserved support fo r the 
wo r l d r evo lu t i ona ry and l i be ra t ion movement , the 
l ine o f f r a te rna l re lat ions o f mu tua l support and 
a id towards the social ist countr ies and the f ra te r 
na l commun i s t and wo r ke r s ' part ies, the l ine o f 
unceas ing s t rengthen ing of the m i l i t an t un i t y of 
the social ist camp and of the in te rna t iona l com
mun is t movement on the basis of the pr inc ip les of 
M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m and o f p ro le ta r ian in te rnat io -
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na l i sm, in the common struggle fo r the v i c to ry o f 
the cause of soc ia l i sm throughout the wo r l d . 

As a result of the imp lemen ta t i on of the correct 
revo lu t ionary Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t l i ne o f the B o l 
shev ik P a r t y led by S ta l in , the social ist t rans fo r 
mat ions throughout the count ry we re successfu l ly 
car r ied out w i t h i n a short pe r iod of t ime, the 
backwardness i nher i t ed f r om the Czar i s t reg ime 
was l iqu idated, and the Sov iet U n i o n was t rans 
fo rmed in to a powe r f u l social ist State w i t h mode rn 
indust ry , w i t h a large-scale co l lect iv ized ag r i cu l 
ture, w i t h a most advanced technology and sc ien
ce, w i t h a t remendous economic and m i l i t a r y poten
t ia l . The great h is tor ic v i c to ry over fasc ism in the 
years o f the Second W o r l d W a r was ach ieved and 
the ro le and impor tance o f the Sov ie t coun t ry in 
in te rna t iona l l i fe g rew cons iderab ly . The conso l i 
dat ion and g rowth of the in f luence of the c o m m u 
nist movement in the wo r l d , the creat ion and con
so l idat ion of the social ist camp af ter the Second 
W o r l d War , the genera l weaken i ng of the pos i t ions 
of in te rna t iona l impe r i a l i sm and the great succes
ses in the deve lopment of the w o r l d p ro le ta r ian 
revo lu t ion are due, to a cons iderable extent , to the 
in ternat iona l i s t r evo lu t i ona ry l ine cons istent ly 
imp lemented b y J . V . S ta l i n . 

The Kh rushchev i t e mode rn rev is ionists , w h o 
after hav i ng taken over the leadersh ip of the pa r t y 
and the state, re l ied on the great results of the 
S ta l i n epoch and used them to spread and conso
l idate the i r rev is ion is t and treacherous course, 
f ron ta l l y at tacked a l l the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t p r i n c i -
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ples w h i c h gu ided Sta l in ' s po l i cy and unde r l a y 
the t remendous s t rength of the Sov ie t Un i on , w h i c h 
they usu rped and appropr ia ted . 

In the ideo log ica l f i e l d the rev is ion is ts rep laced 
the ideas a n d the consistent Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t l i ne 
o f S t a l i n on a l l the f undamen ta l quest ions w i t h 
the ideas and the an t i -Ma r x i s t l i ne o f mode rn r e v i 
s ion ism. Oppor tun i s t s and var ious Trotsky i s t , B u k -
har in i s t and Z inov i ev i s t enemies, nat iona l i s ts , and 
others, i n the Sov ie t U n i o n we re p roc l a imed as 
«v ic t ims o f S ta l in» and we re p laced on the pedes
ta l o f «mar ty rs» and «heroes». The renegade T i to 
c l ique i n Yugos l a v i a was rehab i l i t a ted and T i t o i sm 
was p roc la imed as a va r i an t of «creat ive M a r x i s m -
Len in i sm» and o f «soc ia l i sm». In va r ious social ist 
countr ies condemned t ra i tors we re rehab i l i ta ted 
and rev is ion is t c l iques attached to Kh rushchev ' s 
char io t we r e b rought to power . They l aunched the 
s logan of un i t y w i t h the soc ia l -democrats on a n a 
t i ona l and i n te rna t i ona l scale «in the jo in t st ruggle 
fo r soc ia l ism», and the w a y was paved for the 
complete ideologica l , po l i t i ca l and organ isat iona l 
rapprochement and merger o f the commun i s t pa r 
ties w i t h the soc ia l -democrat ic part ies. The p r i n 
c ip le o f p ro le ta r i an par t i zansh ip was d iscarded 
and, unde r the s logan o f l i be ra l i sa t ion a n d «free
d om of creat ive thought», the r e v i v a l of a l l sorts of 
decadent and ant i -soc ia l i s t t rends in the f ie lds of 
cu l ture, l i t e ra tu re and ar ts was encouraged. 

In the po l i t i ca l f i e l d Kh r u sh chev and his g roup 
besmi rched and d i scarded the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t 
theory and pract ice about the class s t rugg le and 
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the d ictatorsh ip of the pro letar iat , ca l l i ng i t a «S ta 
l in i s t d is tort ion» and p roc l a im ing the who l e h i s tor i c 
per iod of S ta l in ' s leadersh ip a «dark, an t i -demo
crat ic per iod, a pe r iod of v io la t ions of socia l ist 
legal i ty, o f t e r ro r a n d murders , o f pr isons and con 
cent rat ion camps». T h e road was thus opened for 
the l i qu ida t i on of the d ic ta torsh ip of the p ro l e t a 
r iat and fo r i ts rep lacement w i t h the bureaucra t i c 
and counte r revo lu t ionary d ic ta torsh ip of the new 
«social ist» ar i s tocracy w h i c h was bo rn and was 
deve lop ing , a l l th is be ing covered w i t h the decep
t i ve s logans of «democrat izat ion» and of «res tora-
t ion of f reedom and social ist just ice» a l leged ly «lost 
and now regained». 

In the economic f i e ld the Kh rushchev i t e s de
c la red as er roneous and incorrect the S t a l i n l i ne and 
methods of deve lopment and management of the 
social ist economy in a l l branches, espec ia l ly i n that 
o f agr i cu l ture , rejected Sta l in ' s d i rect ives on f u r 
ther improvement a n d deve lopment o f social ist 
re lat ions o f p roduc t ion in the h is tor i c per iod o f the 
t rans i t i on f r o m soc ia l i sm to commun i sm , and, u n 
der the pretext of overcoming the economic «stag
nat ion» and d i f f i cu l t i es a l leged ly created as a result 
of the S t a l i n «dogmat ic» l ine, under took a series of 
«reforms» w h i c h paved the w a y to the g radua l 
degenerat ion of the social ist economic order and to 
the uncont ro l l ed operat ion of the economic l aws of 
cap i ta l i sm. 

In the f i e ld of i n te rna t i ona l re lat ions the 
Kh rushchev i t e rev is ion ists p roc l a imed as «er ro
neous», «r ig id» and «dogmat ic» the S t a l i n fo re ign 
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po l i cy l ine, the l ine o f the b l ow for b l ow f ight 
aga inst impe r i a l i sm a n d o f de termined in te rna t i o 
na l i s t suppor t fo r the revo lu t i ona ry and l i be ra t ion 
s t rugg le . They rep laced i t w i t h the «peaceful coe
x istence» po l i cy as the genera l l i ne of the fo re ign 
po l i cy of the Sov ie t state. They t rumpet ted peace
f u l coexistence in a l l d i rect ions as a «great d isco
very», as an « inva luab le con t r i bu t i on to the c rea 
t ive deve lopment of Ma r x i sm-Len i n i sm» , and as 
the «beg inn ing of a n ew epoch in i n te rna t i ona l re 
lat ions». E v e r y t h i n g — the cause of revo lu t ion , of 
the l i be ra t i on of the peoples, of the independence 
and sovere ignty of the socia l ist countr ies, was s u 
bjected to the needs of «peacefu l coexistence» and 
of «peace at any pr ice» w i t h imper i a l i sm, especia l ly 
w i t h U.S. impe r i a l i sm . Th i s was in fact the l ine o f 
cap i tu la t ion to impe r i a l i sm , of renounc ing the 
s t rugg le against it, o f rapprochement and co l labo
ra t ion w i t h i t . 

T he an t i - S t a l i n campa ign served the K h r u s h 
chev i te renegades to pass ove r to the second stage 
— to that of the ef forts f o r the s t rengthen ing and 
s tab i l i sa t ion o f the be t raya l in the economy, po l i cy 
and ideology, a t home and in fo re ign re lat ions. Th i s 
is the stage of the cod i f i ca t ion of the v i ewpo in t s of 
Kh ru shchev i t e rev i s i on i sm and o f the large-scale 
imp lemen ta t i on of i ts po l i cy . 

N . K h r u s h che v a n d h is g roup complete ly l i q u i 
dated the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t p ro l e ta r i an party , they 
t rans fo rmed i t in to a weapon of the rev is ion is t 
counter - revo lu t ion , they rep laced the Len in i s t 
no rms o f pa r t y bu i l d i ng w i t h rev is ion is t no rms and, 
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f ina l l y , they p roc la imed i t a «par ty of the who le 
people». T h e y l i qu ida ted the d ic ta torsh ip of the 
pro letar ia t and it was p roc la imed as a past stage, 
unde r the pre tex t of the t rans fo rmat i on of the 
Sov ie t State into a «state of the who l e people», 
wh i c h is no th ing else but a «democrat ic» mask h i d 
i ng the counte r revo lu t ionary d ic ta torsh ip of the 
new bourgeois class represented by the rev is ion is t 
renegades. The process of restorat ion of cap i ta l i sm 
in the economy began on a la rge scale. The p r o 
c lamat ion of «prof i t» as the f undamen ta l c r i te r ion 
and incent ive of economic development, the decen
t ra l i sa t ion of some v i t a l l i n k s of the management 
of the economy, the encouragement of tendencies 
towards p r i va te property , the t rans fo rmat i on of 
social ist p roper ty i n to a means of exp lo i t a t i on of 
the w o r k i n g people and of ensur ing la rge prof i ts 
on the par t o f the l ead ing sect ion of the bu reau 
crat i c bourgeois ie, the open ing of the doors to the 
f ree penetrat ion of fore ign cap i ta l and, as a con
sequence of a l l this, the ever more powe r f u l ope
ra t ion of the l aws of capi ta l is t economy, ana r chy 
in p roduc t ion and compet i t ion between enterprises, 
the considerable r e v i v a l o f the b lack market , p ro 
f i teer ing, abuses, graft , etc. — such are some of 
the f undamen ta l features of the bourgeois degene
ra t ion of the Sov iet economy. A l ongs ide this, the 
an t i -Ma rx i s t course o f the Kh ru shchev i t e rev i s io 
nists f l ung open w i de the doors to the i r res i s t ib le 
penetrat ion of the decadent bourgeois ideo logy and 
culture, to the m o r a l degenerat ion of the people, 
and in the f i r s t p lace of the r i s i ng generat ion, to 
the spread ing of the «western w a y of l i fe». 
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In the f i e ld of i n te rna t i ona l re lat ions this stage 
was character ized by the complete estab l i shment 
of the counte r - revo lu t ionary a l l iance of the Sov ie t 
leadersh ip w i t h U.S. impe r i a l i sm for shar ing the 
dom ina t i on of the wo r l d , at the expense of the 
f reedom and independence of the peoples, of the 
v i t a l interests of the social ist countr ies, of the 
cause o f revo lu t i on and soc ia l ism. The se l l ing out 
of the interests of the l i be ra t ion struggle of the 
Congolese people, the barga in ings w i t h U.S. and 
Wes t -Ge rman impe r i a l i sm to the det r iment of the 
na t i ona l interests o f the G e r m a n Democra t i c Re 
pub l i c , the t reachery towards the C u b a n people 
in the days of the Ca r i bbean cris is, the jo int p lots 
w i t h the U.S. imper ia l i s t s and the Ind i an reac t iona
r ies against the People 's Repub l i c of Ch ina , the 
s i gn ing o f the i l l - f amed Sov ie t -U .S . -B r i t i sh t reaty 
on the pa r t i a l p roh ib i t i on o f nuc lear weapons 
tests, the sabotage of the revo lu t i ona ry struggle of 
the V ie tnamese people against the U.S. aggressors, 
and of the just struggle of the A r a b people against 
the imper ia l i s t - I s rae l aggression, etc. — a l l these, 
a n d o ther acts, are l i n k s of the long cha in of the 
coun te r revo lu t i ona ry a l l iance o f the Sov ie t r e v i 
s ionist leadersh ip w i t h U.S. imper i a l i sm. 

In this per iod, w h e n Kh ru shchev i t e rev i s i on i sm 
was s t i l l on the r ise and had somewhat s t rong 
posit ions, i t d id not hesitate in many cases to 
take o f f its mask, to open l y express its v iewpo ints , 
t r y i ng to place them on a «Marx i s t - Len in i s t» theo
re t i ca l f ounda t ion and to jus t i f y t hem w i t h the 
«new condit ions». I t was prec ise ly in this per iod 
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that the ent i re rev is ion is t chorus, unde r the ab so 
lute d i rect ion of the conductor 's baton — K h r u s h 
chev's, — was l oud l y s ing ing of peacefu l coex is 
tence, peacefu l compet i t ion , the peacefu l road, of 
the State a n d pa r t y of the who l e people, of the 
wo r l d w i thou t weapons, w i t hou t armies and w i t h 
out wars , when they were open ly say ing that impe 
r i a l i sm and i ts chiefs have become sensible and 
peace- lov ing, that the fate of the peoples w i l l be 
decided by U .N . resolut ion, tha t the Sov ie t U.S. 
a l l iance was the greatest guarantee of w o r l d peace, 
etc., etc. 

A l l th is counter - revo lu t ionary l ine and t h e 
an t i -Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t v iewpo in ts o f the K h r u s h 
chevite rev is ionists we re consecrated in the dec i 
sions of the 22nd Congress of the C P S U , especia l ly 
in the p rog ram of the C P S U adopted a t th is con 
gress, wh i ch , due to the domina t i ng pos i t ion of t h e 
Sov ie t leadersh ip in the rev is ion is t camp, became 
the ma i n code of the t rend of i n te rna t iona l m o d e r n 
rev i s ion i sm. 

A t th is i l l - f amed congress were repeated open l y 
and pub l i c l y n ow the monst rous attacks and c a l um
nies against S ta l i n . Th i s showed, in the f i r s t p lace , 
that the feel ings o f s ympa thy towards J . S t a l i n had 
rema ined a l i ve among the Sov ie t people and th is 
great ly wo r r i ed the Kh ru shchev i t e l ead ing c l i que ; 
in the second place, that th is c l ique was obs t ina te ly 
advanc ing on i ts an t i -Ma r x i s t road, and in the t h i r d 
place, that i t needed the «bogy o f S ta l i n i sm» in 
order to defeat the ever more resolute res is tance 
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w h i c h was r i s i ng i n the in te rna t iona l commun is t 
movemen t against its t reacherous l ine. 

B u t the log ic of t reachery is such that the 
mo r e deep ly they submerge in the bog, the more 
i t suffocates them. Rev i s i on i sm was bo rn as a 
re t rogress i ve t rend to save cap i ta l i sm f r o m its gene
r a l cr is is. B u t in this ro le it, i tse l f entered a deep 
and genera l cr is is f r o m w h i c h no th ing can save it. 
T h e s i tuat ion fo r the head of rev i s ion ism, fo r the 
So v i e t r u l i n g c l ique has become especia l ly grave. 

The struggle of the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t part ies 
a n d forces, and l i fe itself, w h i c h is the best judge 
of every pol icy, rejected the l ine and theories of 
the Sov ie t rev is ion is t leadership, exposed the i r 
a n t i -Ma r x i s t and counte r - revo lu t ionary essence. 
D i f f i c u l t days have come for the Kh rushchev i t e re 
v is ion is ts . Kh ru shchev i t e rev i s ion i sm has entered 
t he third stage, wh i c h is the stage of its decl ine, of 
i t s deep and genera l crisis, the stage when t r ea 
c h e r y develops bu t y ie lds b i t te r f ru i t s and br ings 
defeats to the rev is ionists . 

T he efforts o f the Kh ru shchev i t e rev is ion is t 
l eadersh ip to impose i ts rev is ion is t course and its 
chauv in i s t d ictate on the who le in te rna t iona l c om
mun i s t movement fa i led ignomin ious l y . A t a r ap i d 
r a t e the great and i r res is t ib le process of d i f f e ren 
t i a t ion in the commun is t movement in var ious coun 
t r ies and on a w o r l d scale has developed. The p r i n 
c i p l ed a n d de te rmined at t i tude o f the Commun i s t 
P a r t y o f C h i n a and o f the P a r t y o f Labo r o f A l b a 
n i a i n defence o f the i m m o r t a l pr inc ip les o f M a r 
x i sm - Len i n i sm , a n d the i r consistent f igh t against 
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the t reachery of Sov ie t r ev i s i on i sm p layed the 
ma i n ro le i n th is impor tan t h i s to r i c process. W i t h i n 
a few years tens of new Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t part ies 
and organisat ions were created w h i c h ra ised h i gh 
the banner of the st ruggle against mode rn 
rev i s ion i sm and have t aken i n the i r hands the 
cause of revo lu t ion . Th i s is a heavy and i r r epa r a 
ble defeat w i t h l e tha l consequence to the r e v i 
s ionist renegades in a l l countr ies . 

The ever deeper engagement o f the K h r u s h 
chevi te rev is ionists on the c r im i na l road o f cap i 
ta l ist restorat ion in the Sov ie t Un i on , o f counter 
revo lu t ionary a l l iances w i t h imper i a l i sm, o f subver 
s ion and d iv i s ion o f the w o r l d commun is t a n d revo
lu t i ona ry movement , the i r successive defeats in 
the i r domest ic and fore ign policies, accompan ied 
w i t h ser ious economic and po l i t i ca l d i f f i cu l t ies — 
a l l th is has t h r own the Sov ie t rev is ion is t leadersh ip 
in to a deep, i rreconci lable, and ever f ie rcer con
t rad ic t ion w i t h the Sov ie t people and w i t h the 
revo lu t i onary peoples o f the who l e w o r l d . 

The contrad ict ions of the Sov ie t rev is ion is t 
leadership w i t h the other rev is ion is t g roup ings 
have great ly sharpened and these in compl iance 
w i t h the spec ia l interests o f the i r na t i ona l bou r 
geoisie whose representat ives they are, are demand 
ing faster rates of degenerat ion of the socia l ist 
order i n to an order o f bourgeois democracy and 
greater independence and f reedom of ac t ion f r o m 
Moscow. The dom ina t i ng pos i t ions o f the K h r u s h 
chevite c l ique o f the Sov ie t U n i o n in the r ev i s i on 
ist camp are weaken i ng and be ing smashed w i t h 

488 



eve r y pass ing day. The clearest tes t imony to th is 
is the «rebel l ion» of the Czechos lovak and other 
rev is ion is ts against the d ictate of the Sov ie t leader
sh ip a n d the repeated d i sc red i t ing fa i lures of the 
la t te r in i ts e f for ts to organ ise an i n te rna t i ona l 
mee t i ng o f the rev is ion is t commun i s t and wo r ke r s 
part ies. 

The pos i t ions o f the rev is ion is t c l iques in power, 
espec ia l l y the Sov ie t c l ique, have been shattered to 
the i r foundat ions. No longer are they in a pos i t ion 
to concea l the deep spl i ts and the st ruggle fo r 
powe r w h i c h i s t a k i ng place ever more f ie rce ly i n 
the i r fo ld . The fa i l u re a n d ing lo r ious ove r th row o f 
the insp i re r and head of the Sov ie t mode rn r e v i 
s ionists, N . Kh rushchev , we re the most obv ious 
express ion of the deep cr is is and of rev is ion is t 
ins tab i l i t y . 

Kh rushchev ' s successors we re ob l iged to change 
tact ics. They d iscarded into ob l i v i on the no isy s lo
gans and preach ings o f N. Kh r u sh chev and dec ided 
to pass f r o m wo rd s to deeds. I f the «mer i t» of the 
w o r k i n g out o f the genera l l ine o f mode rn r e v i 
s i on i sm belongs to N. Kh rushchev , to h is succes
sors, the B r e zhnev -Ko s yg i n c l ique, belongs the 
«mer i t» o f the f u l l imp lemen ta t i on o f th is counter
r evo lu t i ona ry l ine. 

B u t the «caut ious» tactics of the B r e zhnev -
K o s y g i n c l ique were incapab le o f l i f t i ng K h r u s h 
chev i te r ev i s i on i sm f r o m the swamps in to w h i c h 
i t has submerged. The i r on l aws o f h i s to ry i r res i s 
t i b l y blaze the i r t ra i l , deepen ing f r om day to day 
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the cr is is and d i f f i cu l t ies of the rev is ion ist r ene 
gades. 

In face of the i r reparab le defeats, bo th at h o m e 
and abroad, in face o f the resistance and r e vo l u 
t ionary s t ruggle be ing waged aga inst t hem f r o m 
outs ide and ins ide by the Sov ie t people and r e 
volut ionar ies, by the P a r t y o f L a bou r o f A l b a n i a , 
the Commun i s t P a r t y o f Ch i n a and the M a r x i s t -
Len in i s t revo lut ionar ies throughout the wo r l d , the 
Kh rushchev i t e rev is ionists are s t r i v i ng to save the i r 
domina t ion by estab l i sh ing a m i l i t a r y fascist d i c 
tatorship. Th i s they need to que l l the revo l t o f 
the w o r k i n g masses, of the Sov ie t people, and 
every ac t i v i ty o f the revo lu t i ona ry M a r x i s t - L e n i 
nists, to curb the d i sc red i t ing act ions of the i m p a 
t ient l i be ra l rev is ionists at home, to ho ld u nde r 
cont ro l the rev is ion ist c l iques of the o ther c oun 
tries, and to re-establ ish the Sov iet d ic tate on the i r 
rev is ionist partners. 

Th i s po l i cy f ound its most f l agrant express ion 
in the aggression of the Sov ie t rev is ion ists and 
their satel l ites against the Czechos lovak people. 
Th is agression en t i re l y tore off the mask of t h e 
K r e m l i n c l ique. The methods used, beg inn ing w i t h 
the pressures, b l ackma i l , the Judas kisses in C e r na 
and T isu, and Bra t i s l ava , and end ing w i t h the s u r 
pr ise attack, in the darkness of the n ight, w i t h ou t 
any g round whatsoever, be it even as a mat ter of 
fo rm, that could jus t i fy the b ru ta l in te rvent ion w i t h 
arms, gives this inter ference its true mean ing — 
an imper ia l is t , fascist aggression. 
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The s t rengthen ing of the aggressive, impe r i a l 
is t , fasc is t tendencies of the domest ic a n d fo re ign 
pol ic ies o f the rev is ion is t Sov ie t Un i o n , w h i c h i s 
an express ion not o f the st rength, bu t o f the weak 
ness of the Kh ru sh chev i t e leadership, demands i ts 
ideo log ica l foundat ion . The ideo log ica l servants o f 
r ev i s i on i sm are now meet ing th is need. F o r th is 
purpose, there have been pub l i shed of la te in the 
Sov i e t press a series of so-cal led theoret ica l a r t i 
cles, f u l l o f pseudo- revo lu t ionary demagogy, w h i c h 
a r e a imed at c reat ing a smokescreen so that the 
peop le shou ld not see w h a t i s in rea l i t y h idden 
b eh i n d it. It is a quest ion of dress ing the rev is ion is t 
t reachery w i t h new c loaks a t these v e r y c r i t i ca l 
momen t s w h i c h the Kh ru shchev i t e leadersh ip o f 
the Sov ie t U n i o n i s l i v i ng . A b o v e a l l , they a re 
s t r i v i n g to j u s t i f y the complete passage of the So 
v ie t rev is ion is t c l ique to the fascist d ic ta torsh ip 
a n d methods and to conceal i t by the a l leged re tu rn 
to S t a l i n and to his Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t l ine. 

To at tack S t a l i n w i t h the most rab id savagery 
f o r h is correct, revo lu t ionary , Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t 
po l i c y in a l l the f ie lds, as the Kh ru shchev i t e r e v i 
s ion is t renegades d id , and now, faced w i t h the i r 
f u l l defeat in a l l d i rec t ions; to t r y to h ide beh ind 
S t a l i n ' s name, c la im ing , a t t imes d i rec t l y and at 
t imes ind i rec t ly , that the Kh ru shchev i t e rev is ion ists 
a r e a l l eged ly r e tu rn i ng to the correct S ta l i n pol icy, 
i s out -and-out decept ion, the most shameless hypo 
cr i sy , the basest and most desperate demagogy on 
t he par t of the Sov ie t rev is ionists . 

I t is the du ty of the Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s square ly 
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to expose this decept ive at tempt of the Sov iet r e 
v is ionists and to wres t th is dangerous weapon 
f r om the i r hands. 

The Establishment of the Fascist Military 
Dictatorship Under the Disguise of Safeguarding 

the Idea of the Dictatorship of the Proletariat 

One of the demagogica l manoeuvres of the So 
v iet rev is ion ist c l ique to jus t i f y its t rans i t ion to the 
fascist d ictatorship, i s the noise w h i c h i t i s m a k i n g 
in these recent t imes a l leged ly in defence of the 
Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t teaching about the d i c ta torsh ip of 
the pro letar iat , a l though, as is k n own , i t is prec ise ly 
the Sov ie t lead ing c l ique itself that has destroyed 
the d ic ta torsh ip of the pro le tar ia t in the Sov ie t 
Un i on and has s lung the d i r t ies t m u d at it, present
i ng it as a «savage, barbarous, i n human d ic ta tor 
sh ip w h i c h has done no th ing but commi t c r imes 
against the w o r k i n g class and the l abor ing people». 

They who come out today w i t h the banner o f 
the defence of the d ic ta torsh ip of the pro le tar ia t 
are prec ise ly those that have p roc la imed i t as l i 
qu idated in the Sov ie t U n i o n under the pretext o f 
the t rans fo rmat ion of the Sov ie t State i n to a «State 
of the ent i re people». The Sov ie t rev is ion ists a r e 
now s t r i v ing to create the i l l us ion that the socal led 

«State of the ent i re people» is a l leged ly «the d i rect 
cont inuat ion of the State of the d ic ta torsh ip of the 
pro letar iat». Th i s i l l us ion can deceive on ly the 
naive, because there is no th ing and there can be 
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noth ing , i n c ommon between the revo lu t ionary 
d ic ta torsh ip of the pro le tar ia t and «the state of the 
en t i re people». The latter, in rea l i ty , i s the com
plete negat ion of the d ic ta torsh ip of the pro letar iat , 
i ts t r ans fo rmat i on in to someth ing en t i r e l y opposite 
— in to a counte r - revo lu t i onary d ic ta torsh ip of the 
new rev is ion is t bourgeois ie. 

«The cont inua t ion between the d ic tatorsh ip of 
the pro le ta r ia t a n d the state of the en t i re people, 
the scr ibb lers of the Moscow «Pravda» wr i t e , — 
i s c lear l y seen in the preservat ion o f the lead ing 
ro le o f the w o r k i n g class.» B u t h o w does the w o r k 
i ng class p l ay th is ro l e w h e n the soc ia l is t state a n d 
the commun i s t par ty , as the rev is ion ists c la im, 
have lost the i r p ro le ta r i an class character and have 
become a «state and pa r t y of the ent i re people»? 
I t i s obv ious that we are faced here w i t h a v e r y 
c l umsy and bana l decept ion. In rea l i ty , the w o r k 
i n g class in the Sov ie t U n i o n has not been in power 
fo r a l ong t ime. It is n o w a class w h i c h is be ing 
oppressed a n d exp lo i ted , be ing co r rup ted and e x 
posed to degenerat ion. It is t r ans fo rmed f r o m a 
lead ing force in to a me re p roduc t i ve force, f r o m a 
po l i t i ca l force in to an economic appendage. In fact, 
i t i s the n ew bourgeois class tha t i s r u l i n g and 
lead ing n o w in the Sov ie t Un i o n , the class that has 
establ ished its savage d ic ta torsh ip ove r the Sov ie t 
w o r k i n g class a n d the Sov ie t people. 

The Sov ie t Kh ru shchev i t e rev is ionists , who are 
today p l ay i ng w i t h s logans of the d ic ta torsh ip of 
the pro letar iat , are prec ise ly those that have de
fended and propagand ized, w i t h a great noise, the 
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rev is ionist theses w h i c h advocate the sup ra class 
character of the present day capita l is t state, and 
its use as a means fo r t rans i t i on to soc ia l i sm, w h o 
deny the necessi ty of smash ing the bourgeois state 
mach ine as an ind ispensab le cond i t ion fo r the es
tab l i shment of the d ic tatorsh ip of the pro letar iat , 
who deny the lead ing ro le of the commun is t pa r t y 
in the system of the d ic tatorsh ip of the pro letar ia t 
w i thou t w h i c h the la t ter cannot ex ist , etc. 

The fa l s i ty of the who l e demagogica l noise of 
the Sov ie t revis ionists, a l leged ly in defense of the 
idea of the d ic ta torsh ip of the pro letar iat , is qu i te 
obv ious also in the fact that, as prev ious ly , indeed 
w i t h a st i l l greater in tens i ty , they cont inue to 
at tack the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b a n i a and the 
Commun i s t P a r t y o f Ch i n a fo r the i r f i r m l oya l t y 
towards the d ic tatorsh ip of the pro letar ia t . Jus t as 
at the t ime of the f ran t i c campa ign against S t a l i n 
and his work , they fu r i ous l y attack the d ic ta torsh ip 
o f the pro le tar ia t i n C h i n a and A l b a n i a ca l l i ng i t 
a «bureaucra t i c -m i l i t a ry regime, s t rang ler of f ree
dom and social ist democracy», etc. They espec ia l ly 
attack the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t thesis of ou r part ies 
that the d ic tatorsh ip of the pro letar ia t is i nd i s 
pensable t i l l the v i c to ry of c ommun i sm on a w o r l d 
scale, because du r i ng th is pe r iod the class s t ruggle 
cont inues a t home and in the in te rna t i ona l a rena . 
There cont inues the s t rugg le between the two roads 
— socia l ist and capital ist , a thesis w h i c h has been 
f u l l y con f i rmed by revo lu t i ona ry pract ice. T h e 
most conv inc ing proof of the correctness of th i s 
thesis is the ve r y fact of the rev is ion is t counter -
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revo lu t i on and o f restorat ion o f cap i ta l i sm in the 
Sov ie t U n i o n nea r l y 40 years a f ter the t r i u m p h of 
the October Soc ia l i s t Revo lu t i on . 

I t most c lear l y fo l lows f r o m a l l th is that in the 
ac t i v i t y o f the Kh rushchev i t e s we are by no means 
faced w i t h a den ia l of the p rev ious rev is ion is t 
theses and w i t h a r e tu rn to the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t 
pos i t ions on the d ic ta torsh ip of the pro letar ia t , bu t 
w i t h a decept ive a t tempt to mask w i t h « revo lu 
t i onary» s logans wha t i s happen ing in rea l i t y i n 
the Sov ie t U n i o n — the f u l l t r ans i t i on to the 
methods o f fascist m i l i t a r y d ic tatorsh ip. The dress
i ng up o f fasc i sm w i t h «social ist» and «revo lu t io 
na ry» phraseo logy i s by no means new. These tac
tics we re used by H i t l e r i n G e r m a n y and Mus so l i n i 
i n I ta ly , i n the i r t ime. 

The coerc ive measures, the cal ls f o r the s t reng
then ing of the ideo log ica l struggle, of d isc ip l ine, 
un i ty , etc., a re measures se rv ing the conso l idat ion 
of the fascist d ic ta torsh ip of the Kh ru shchev i t e r e 
v is ion is t c l ique. In rea l i ty , the coerc ive measures 
are act ions of the fascist d i c ta torsh ip fo r the sup
press ion o f a l l r evo lu t i ona ry ac t i v i t y o f the Sov ie t 
people and o f the genu ine bo lshev iks . The i n tens i 
f i ca t ion o f the ideo log ica l s t rugg le i s in rea l i t y the 
in tens i f i ca t ion o f the f i gh t against a l l t r u l y r e vo 
l u t i ona r y thought . The d isc ip l ine demanded by the 
Sov ie t leaders i s the d i sc ip l i ne of the «b lack h u n 
dreds», to b r i d l e every one who rises against the 
rev is ion ist t reachery. The un i t y about w h i c h the 
Kh ru shchev i t e rev is ionists speak, is a un i t y on 
rev is ion is t foundat ions, a r ound the rev is ion is t 
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par ty and fo r the counter - revo lu t ionary purposes 
of the revis ionists. 

The Sov iet leadersh ip is t r y i ng to create the 
impress ion that its measures are ma i n l y d i rected 
against the l i be ra l ext remis ts who, of late, espe
c i a l l y after the events in Czechos lovak ia and 
Po land , have become s t i l l more act ive. A l t h o u g h 
the Sov ie t rev is ion is t leaders and the ex t remis t 
l i be ra l e lements are essent ia l ly advanc ing on the 
same an t i -Ma r x i s t a n d treacherous road, the ac t i 
v i t y of these elements is undes i rab le fo r the r e v i 
s ionist leadership. I t fears another coun te r - revo lu 
t ion w i t h i n counter - revo lut ion, i t does not w i s h to 
suf fer the fate o f N. Kh r u sh chev or o f the Novo t ny 
c l ique. B u t wha t wor r i es the Sov ie t leadersh ip most 
is the fact that the f renz ied and unw ise ac t i v i t y of 
these elements open ly discloses the t r i c ke r y of the 
revis ionists, causes the i r demagogy to fa i l , open ly 
reveals t reachery, and th is cannot he lp open ing the 
eyes to the Sov ie t people, i t cannot he lp in tens i f y 
i ng the i r resistance a n d st ruggle to sweep away 
w i t h the great b room of revo lu t i on both the l i b e r a l 
rev is ionists and the «conservatives», bo th the u l t ras 
and the «moderates». 

Therefore, i t i s prec ise ly aga inst th is r e vo l u 
t i on that a l l the measures, and the fascist d ic tator
sh ip of the Sov iet rev is ion ist leadership, are d i rect
ed. B u t however ha r d i t m a y t r y to s t rangle th is 
revo lu t ion t h rough repress ive measures and decep
t ion, the revo lu t i on is i r revocab le . The Sov ie t people 
w i l l not to lerate the rev is ionists t reachery fo r l ong . 
In the end they w i l l have the f i n a l say. 
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Complete Degeneration of the C P S U Under the 
Call For the Defense of the Party Principles 

In order to real ise the i r counte r revo lu t ionary 
a ims, a l l the class enemies have a lways d i rected 
the i r ma i n at tack against the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t re 
vo l u t i ona r y pa r t y w h i c h i s the b r a i n and heart o f 
the w o r k i n g class. Th i s i s h ow the Kh rushchev i t e 
mode rn revis ionists, too, began the i r t reachery. A n d 
now, i t i s prec ise ly they w h o have t rans fo rmed the 
great Bo l shev i k P a r t y o f L e n i n and S t a l i n in to a 
rev is ionist , counter revo lu t ionary , and an t i - commu
nist par ty , who have paved the w a y to the r e v i 
s ion is t and bourgeois degenerat ion o f m a n y com
mun i s t and wo rke r s ' part ies o f o ther countr ies, 
prec ise ly they are today coming out a l leged ly in 
defence of the teachings of M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m 
about the pa r t y a n d are «cr i t i c i z ing» those that 
are v i o l a t i ng these pr inc ip les . Seek ing jus t i f i ca t ion 
fo r the i r fascist aggress ion in Czechos lovak ia they 
accuse the Czechos lovak rev is ion is ts in pa r t i cu la r 
of hav i ng « launched a f ran t i c campa ign against 
the hea l thy cadres o f the par ty , who make up i ts 
f u n d of gold», o f hav i ng «r isen against the lead ing 
ro l e of the commun is t party», of hav i ng «advoca
ted the mu l t i p l i c i t y o f po l i t i ca l part ies», o f hav i ng 
«sought to make the pa r t y a cu l tu ra l - i l l um in i s t or 
ideo-preach ing» organ isat ion, of hav i ng «stood for 
the socal led equa l pa r tne rsh ip of a l l the soc ia l o r 
ganisat ions w i t h the commun is t party», o f hav i ng 
«attacked the Len in i s t no rms of i nne r pa r t y l i fe», 
etc. 
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On the l ips of the Sov ie t rev is ion is t renegades 
such accusations resound as a l l -out hypocr i sy , w i t h 
an unprecedented cyn ic i sm, fo r i t i s prec ise ly they 
themselves a n d the i r a l l ies who, as before, a re 
s t i l l advocat ing, de fend ing and commi t t i ng these 
cr imes in the i r o w n part ies. 

The P a r t y o f Labo r o f A l b a n i a has l ong since, 
and more than once, po in ted out the complete be
t raya l of the Sov ie t rev is ion is t leaders of the 
teachings o f M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m about the p ro l e ta 
r i an party . B u t in o rde r to expose the deep-going 
demagogy of the rev is ion ists that they are a l l eged
ly re tu rn ing to the posit ions of the defense of these 
teachings, to the imp lementa t i on of the Len in i s t 
norms of the par ty , i t is necessary that we shou ld 
once more dwe l l on some we l l k n o w n facts. 

I f the Dubcek counter revo lut ionar ies at tacked 
and purged the Sov ie t agency — the N o v o t n y 
counter- revo lut ionar ies w h o m the Sov ie t l eadersh ip 
ca l l «the Par ty ' s f und of gold», the K h r u s h c h e 
v i te counte r - revo lu t ionary c l ique of the Sov ie t 
Un i on i n its o w n coun t r y a t tacked and purged the 
rea l revo lu t i onary cadres w h o were r ema in i ng t rue 
to the Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t l ine of the Bo l shev i k P a r t y 
and to the ideals of soc ia l i sm. U n d e r the s logan of 
the «f ight against S ta l in ' s persona l i t y cult», or 
under the pretext o f rotat ion, the Kh r u sh chev i t e 
revis ionists rode roughshod over the C o m m u n i s t 
P a r t y o f the Sov ie t Un i on . Seven ty per cent o f 
the members of the Cen t r a l Commi t tee elected at 
the 19th Congress of the C P S U in 1952 were no 
longer f i gu r ing on the l ist o f the Cen t r a l C omm i t t e e 
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members e lected at the 22nd Congress in 1961. 
S i x t y per cent o f the CC members who were 
elected at the 20th Congress in 1956 were no longer 
f i gu r i ng on the l ist o f the CC members that we re 
elected at the 23rd Congress in 1966. A s t i l l greater 
purge has been car r ied out in the l ower pa r t y o r 
gans. F o r instance, du r i ng 1963 alone, more than 
50 per cent of the members of the pa r t y centra l 
and reg iona l commit tees in the Repub l i c s o f the 
Sov ie t U n i o n were re l ieved o f the i r funct ions, wh i l e 
in the c i t y and d is t r i c t pa r t y committees three 
quar te rs o f the i r members were rep laced w i t h 
others . The purge of r evo lu t i ona ry cadres has been 
ca r r i ed out on a large scale also in the State organs, 
a n d espec ia l ly in those o f the a r m y and State 
secur i ty . 

As to the quest ion of the lead ing ro le of the 
commun i s t par ty , o f the den ia l o f wh i c h the Sov ie t 
leadersh ip accuses the Czechos lovak revis ionists, 
th is ro le has l ong since been l i qu ida ted in the Sov ie t 
U n i o n itself. O f wha t lead ing ro le o f the w o r k i n g 
class r evo lu t i ona ry pa r t y in the Sov ie t U n i o n can 
we speak when the Kh ru shchev i t e rev is ionists 
have d iscarded the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t l ine and the 
p ro l e ta r i an class character o f the C P S U ? They 
have forced upon i t a t reacherous rev is ion is t l i ne 
in the serv ice o f the n ew Sov ie t bourgeois ie and o f 
w o r l d imper i a l i sm, headed by the Un i t ed States, 
a n d have t rans fo rmed i t in to a «par ty of the ent i re 
people»! The «party of the ent i re people» s logan 
is essent ia l ly a den ia l of the class character in 
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general , because there are not and there can neve r 
be non-c lass and above-class part ies. B u t den ia l o f 
its pro le tar ian class character, is a l abe l to conceal 
its t rans fo rmat ion f r om a revo lu t i ona ry p ro le ta r i an 
Marx i s t - Len in i s t pa r t y in to a counte r revo lu t i onary 
bourgeois rev is ion ist par ty . 

Of wha t norms can the Sov ie t rev is ion is ts 
speak when they have l ong since bu r i ed these 
norms i n the i r own par ty , when they have t r ans 
fo rmed them f r om Ma rx i s t - L en i n i s t no rms i n to 
revis ionist no rms w h i c h serve the i r coun te r r evo lu 
t ionary a ims and l ine. The Sov ie t rev is ion ists speak 
o f democrat ic cent ra l i sm, bu t in rea l i t y the i rs i s 
bureaucrat ic cen t ra l i sm; they speak of bo l shev ik 
c r i t i c i sm and se l f -c r i t i c i sm, bu t i n rea l i t y they a re 
hypocr i t i ca l ; they speak of conscious pa r t y d i s c i 
pl ine, bu t in rea l i t y i t is a fascist d i sc ip l ine; they 
speak of p ro le ta r ian mora l i t y , bu t in rea l i t y i t i s 
a bourgeois mora l i t y ; they speak of f r eedom of 
thought, but every free express ion of r evo lu t i ona ry 
Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t thought leads one to j a i l , to 
commi t t a l to menta l hosp i ta l o r concent ra t ion 
camp. Irrespect ive of the disguises, the present day 
norms i n the C P S U are ant i -Len in i s t , bourgeois , 
react ionary, fascist norms. 

It was prec ise ly the rev is ion is t course of the 
20th Congress o f the C P S U that paved the way , 
not on ly fo r the degenerat ion of th is pa r t y i tsel f , 
but also fo r the degenerat ion of a numbe r of o the r 
commun is t and worke r s part ies i n social ist a n d 
capital ist countr ies. It was prec ise ly this counter -
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revo lu t i ona ry course that insp i red and encouraged 
the spread ing of a l l sorts of an t i -Ma r x i s t v i ew 
points of the rev is ion ists in var ious countr ies about 
the t rans i t i on to soc ia l i sm under the leadersh ip 
of non-proletar ian part ies, wh i c h indeed do not 
even ca l l themselves social ist, about un i t y w i t h 
the soc ia l -democrat ic renegades through to com
plete o rgan i sa t iona l merger w i t h t hem in to a so-
ca l led un i ted w o r k i n g class party , about the l i q u i 
dat ion of the commun i s t part ies and the i r merg ing 
in to f ronts led by the bourgeois ie, etc. As a resul t 
o f this rev is ion is t l ine, the commun is t part ies in 
many capita l is t countr ies in rea l i t y no longer ex is t 
as such ; they have been t rans fo rmed in to a new 
va r i an t o f the o l d d iscred i ted soc ia l -democracy, 
they have abandoned a l l r evo lu t i ona ry ideals and 
are co l l abora t ing w i t h the bourgeois ie fo r the de fen
ce of the capita l is t order. Wh i l e in the fo rmer so
c ia l ist countr ies they have been t rans fo rmed f r o m 
w o r k i n g class part ies fo r the bu i l d i ng o f soc ia l i sm 
into part ies of the new bourgeois ie fo r the c om
plete restorat ion of cap i ta l i sm. 

P l u r a l i sm , the m a n y pa r t y system, against 
wh i c h the Sov ie t rev is ion ists are m a k i n g a noise 
today, exists not on l y in Czechos lovak ia , but a lso 
in m a n y other rev is ion is t countr ies , and s igns a re 
appear ing eve rywhere o f the r e v i v a l and po l i t i ca l 
and organ isa t iona l ac t i va t ion of other part ies to 
ob ta in lead ing and r u l i ng posi t ions in the «social ist 
state», w h i c h is ever more assuming the features 
of a bourgeois state. These v iewpo in ts are be ing 
no is i l y defended and propagand ized also by many 
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other rev is ionists in cap i ta l i s t countr ies, espec ia l ly 
in I ta ly and France, w h o are b r i ng i ng pressure to 
bear upon the i r col leagues in the f o rme r socia l ist 
countr ies to advance as qu i c k l y as possible on th is 
road, to adapt «social ist democracy» as fa r as pos
s ible to bourgeois democracy. 

W h y then does the Sov ie t leadersh ip prec ise ly 
now show itself so wo r r i ed about the quest ion of 
the lead ing role of the pa r t y and come out force
f u l l y against p l u ra l i sm? They do th is not on l y to 
f i nd add i t i ona l jus t i f i ca t ion for the lega l i sat ion of 
the i r aggression in Czechos lovak ia . The re are other 
deep reasons. The B r e zhnev -Ko s yg i n c l ique is v e r y 
much wo r r i e d about the defence of i ts dom ina t i ng 
pos i t ion f r o m the great dangers th reaten ing i t 
both ins ide and outs ide the par ty . The re is not and 
there can be no un i t y in the Sov iet rev is ion is t pa r ty . 
Rev i s i on i sm i s cer ta in d i v i s i on . In the Sov ie t U n i o n 
as we l l as in any other rev is ion is t country , there 
exists the fac t iona l s t ruggle fo r power between 
the rev is ion ist groups and trends, as is c lear ly con 
f i rmed by N . Kh rushchev ' s o ve r t h r ow and the 
other changes in the Sov ie t leadersh ip. Th i s d i s i n 
tegrat ion process w i l l i r r evocab ly deepen. The 
course of capita l ist restorat ion in the Sov ie t U n i o n 
cannot but lead to the r ev i va l of the var ious bou r 
geois and nat iona l i s t groups. Th i s prepares the 
object ive condit ions fo r the b i r th , sooner or later , 
also o f the bourgeois m a n y pa r t y system. The 
B r e zhnev -Kosyg i n rev is ion is t c l ique, w i t h a v i ew 
to p reserv ing its domina t ing pos i t ion, i s t r y i ng a n d 
w i l l t r y w i t h a l l i ts m ight w i thou t hes i ta t ing to use 
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even means of v io lence, to curb this process. F o r 
th is purpose, i t i s t r y i ng and i t w i l l t ry , to exp lo i t 
the t rad i t i on of the existence of a s ingle pa r t y 
a n d of the f igh t o f the Bo l shev i k s against the 
fact ion ists and deviators. The Sov iet lead ing c l ique 
is opposed to the d i s in tegra t ion of the s ingle p a r t y 
also because of the pos i t ion of the Sov ie t U n i o n 
as a great mu l t i - na t i ona l State, fo r this wou l d lead 
to an i n te rna l na t iona l d iv i s ion , consequent ly a lso 
to the unde rm i n i ng of the role of the rev is ion is t 
Sov ie t U n i o n on the in te rna t i ona l arena as a great 
imper ia l i s t power . 

B u t above a l l , the Kh rushchev i t e rev is ion is ts 
a re s t r i v i ng to exp lo i t the Bo l shev i k s ingle pa r t y 
t rad i t i on , w i t h w h i c h the Sov ie t communis t s and 
the Sov ie t people have been moulded, to keep t hem 
attached to the C P S U in w h i c h there remains no th 
i ng communis t . They are s t r i v i ng to exp lo i t th is 
t rad i t i on in o rde r to prevent the o rgan i sa t ion of 
the Sov ie t revo lut ionar ies and the creat ion of a 
new Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t P a r t y i n the Sov iet Un i o n . 
Desp i te the fact that not a l l the communis ts and 
the w o r k i n g class in the Sov ie t U n i o n see that the 
present-day Commun i s t P a r t y o f the Sov ie t U n i o n 
has no th ing in common w i t h the Bo l shev i k P a r t y 
of Len i n -S t a l i n , bo l shev i sm is a lways a l ive in the 
Sov ie t U n i o n and the Sov ie t Bo l shev i k revo lu t io 
nar ies w i l l not be defeated in the face of the 
t ragedy w h i c h the l and of the Sov iets i s l i v i ng , 
but they w i l l restore the great t rad i t ions of O c 
tober Revo lu t ion , of the heroic t imes of L en i n 
and S ta l i n . A n d the on l y road to this i s the r e -
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creat ion o f the Marx i s t - Len in i s t -S ta l i n i s t r e vo l u 
t i ona ry party , that must take in its hands the 
banner of the struggle fo r the ove r t h row of the 
rev is ion ist c l ique and the restorat ion of the d i c 
tatorsh ip of the pro letar iat , to t u r n the Sov ie t 
Un i on back to the road of commun i sm. 

The Revisionists Against Revisionism 

Rev i s ion i sm, as a bourgeois- ideologica l , an t i -
M a r x i s t and counter - revo lu t ionary t rend, has been 
so bad l y d iscredi ted that even the chiefs of r e v i 
s ion i sm themselves, espec ia l ly those of the Sov ie t 
Un i on , are us ing the t e rm «revis ionist» to cr i t ic ize 
the i r most i r res is t ib le and l i be ra l al l ies. He re and 
there they let out even the words that rev i s i on i sm 
is today the m a i n danger, and the f ight against i t 
— the p r ima r y duty. They need this, bo th to j u s t i f y 
the i r aggress ion in Czechos lovak ia and fo r home 
comsumpt ion . The tactics of the Sov ie t rev is ion is ts 
are tactics of the th ief who ca l l s : «catch the th ief». 
They accuse others of a l l that they have done or 
are do ing themselves. 

Mode r n rev i s ion i sm was bo rn about the t ime 
of the Second W o r l d War . Its f i rs t representat ives 
were B r o w d e r i n A m e r i c a and T i t o i n Europe . B u t 
due to the struggle of the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t part ies, 
headed by the Bo l shev i k P a r t y led by S ta l i n , n e i 
ther B r owde r i sm nor T i t o i sm cou ld f l ou r i sh v e r y 
w ide l y ; they were iso lated and f u l l y exposed. 
Mode rn rev i s ion i sm was t rans fo rmed into a ma jo r 
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i n te rna t i ona l t rend on l y af ter the 20th Congress of 
the C P S U and due to th is i l l - f amed congress. A f 
ter th is congress Kh ru shchev i t e rev i s i on i sm was 
deve loped and ra ised to a who l e system of po l i t i ca l , 
ideo log ica l and economic bourgeois v iewpo in ts . B u t 
wh i l e they n o w take «anti-revisionist» poses, the 
Sov ie t rev is ion ists pers ist in the ent i re ly r ev i s i on 
ist l i ne of the 20th and 22nd congresses. Th i s 
shows that a l l the i r present-day fuss against «re
v i s ion ism» is a great b luf f . 

The Sov ie t leaders accuse the Czechos lovak re 
v is ionists o f h a v i ng «discarded l oya l t y towards 
pr inc ip les unde r the banner of the f ight against 
dogmat i sm. They advocate the l i qu ida t i on o f the 
revo lu t i ona ry convict ions, of the foundat ions of 
socia l ist ideology», etc. B u t is i t not the Sov ie t 
rev is ion ists themselves who up today have p ro 
c la imed that «dogmat ism» (meaning M a r x i s m - L e 
n in i sm) was the ma i n danger; and i s i t not they 
themselves who, unde r the banner o f the f igh t 
against dogmat i sm, bet rayed M a r x i s m - L e n i n i s m , 
w i de l y spread rev i s ion i sm, a n d fu r i ous l y a t tacked 
the S t a l i n r evo lu t i ona ry l ine, the P a r t y o f L abo r 
o f A l b an i a , the Commun i s t P a r t y o f C h i n a and 
the o ther Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t par t ies? Is i t not the 
Sov ie t rev is ion is t leaders who , wh i l e they t h r ow 
f i r eworks against «rev is ion ism», a re f u r i ous l y con
t i nu i ng the f ight against the part ies w h i c h rea l l y 
s tand on Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t posit ions, espec ia l ly 
aga inst the P a r t y o f L abo r A l b a n i a and the C o m 
mun i s t P a r t y o f Ch i na , w h i c h have waged and 
cont inue to wage a consistent, p r i n c i p l ed and i n -
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f l ex ib le struggle against rev i s ion i sm? Th i s is ano
ther proof expos ing the «ant i - rev is ion is t» dema
gogy of the Sov iet leadership. 

W h e n the Czechos lovak revis ionists, fo r the 
rea l i sat ion of the i r counte r revo lu t ionary a ims, 
made extens ive use of the false slogans of « f ree
dom», «democracy», «l iberal isat ion», «human ism», 
these slogans, accord ing to the Sov iet leadership, 
were a mask «to cover counte r revo lu t ionary ac t i 
v i ty», but when these slogans are used by that 
leadersh ip itself, w h i c h is just as much conter re-
vo lu t i ona ry as the Czechos lovak leadership, these 
slogans are a l legedly revo lu t i ona ry ! F r eedom and 
democracy on the l ips of the revis ionists, whe the r 
Khrushchev i te , T i to i te , Novotn i s t o r Dubcek is t , 
mean f reedom and democracy for the rev is ionists , 
fo r the t ra i tors and counter revo lu t ionar ies ; l i be 
ra l i za t ion means destruct ion and l i qu ida t i on of the 
d ic tatorsh ip of the pro le tar ia t ; human i sm means 
replacement of the class s t ruggle w i t h Ch r i s t i an 
pac i f i sm and love fo r a l l the class enemies. 

When the Czechos lovak rev is ion ists speak of 
«grave errors in the past», «distort ions of demo
cracy and v io lat ions of lega l i ty» and use them to 
b lacken and unde rm ine the gains o f soc ia l i sm, 
this, accord ing to the Sov ie t leaders, is «d iabo l i c 
tactics» of the enemies of soc ia l ism. Bu t d i d the 
Kh rushchev i t e c l ique not pursue prec ise ly these 
«d iabol ica l tactics» in the Sov ie t U n i o n ? The 
attacks and ca lumnies made by the K h r u s h c h e v i -
tes against the hero ic past of the Sov ie t U n i o n 
outd id even those of the most r ab i d imper i a l i s t 
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enemies o f the Sov ie t Un i o n . Nobody has d isc re
d i ted the Sov ie t U n i o n more than the K h r u s h c h e 
v i te c l ique. The «secret» report o f the 20th C o n 
gress is a document w h i c h is k n o w n to everybody 
and Kh rushchev ' s successors have never, in the 
sl ightest, put th is document i n doubt . The i r m a 
noeuvres i n pub l i sh i ng some w r i t i n g o r i n p roduc 
i ng some f i l m show ing the great h is tor i c ro le o f 
J . S t a l i n du r i ng the great pat r io t i c war , cannot 
conceal the i r out -and-out t reachery towards the 
ideas and the ac t i v i t y of S ta l i n . They are on l y a 
tes t imony to the fact that S t a l i n is a lways a l i ve 
in the m inds and the hearts o f the Sov ie t m e n 
and women , and are a imed at t h row ing dust in the 
eyes, and at que l l i ng the resistance of the Sov ie t 
people towards the Kh ru shchev i t e c l ique w h i c h 
has bu r i ed the g lor ious h i s to r i c pe r iod o f t he 
S t a l i n leadersh ip. 

Jus t as demagog ica l on the l ips of the Sov ie t 
rev is ion is t renegades, are the i r slogans about the 
necessi ty of i n tens i f y ing the struggle against the 
bourgeois ideo logy and i ts ef forts fo r the «ero
s ion of social ist ideology», «against a mu l t i p l i c i t y» 
of social ist ideologies and of soc ia l i sm as a socia l 
order . Today they accuse the Czechos lovak r e v i 
s ion ists of hav i ng had opened the doors to the 
f l ood of wes te rn ideology, of m a k i n g efforts to 
l i qu ida te the foundat ions of social ist ideology, of 
advocat ing a new mode l of soc ia l i sm w h i c h is not 
based on Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , etc. By r i s i ng against 
these «sins» of the Czechos lovak revis ionists, the 
Sov ie t newspaper «P ravda» d iscovered A m e r i c a 
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fo r the second t ime, as i t were, po in t ing out that 
«there is not and there can be no soc ia l i sm w i t hou t 
the lead ing role of the Commun i s t Pa r t y , a rmed 
w i t h the ideas of Ma r x i sm-Len i n i sm» , that «there 
can be no other f o rm of soc ia l i sm since the b i r t h 
and deve lopment of sc ient i f ic soc ia l ism, no «other» 
social ist ideology w h i c h i s not based on M a r x i s m -
Len i n i sm can exist in ou r t imes» (see «Pravda» of 
September 19 and 22, 1968). 

Of wha t f ight against bourgeois ideology can 
the Sov iet rev is ionists speak wh i l e rev i s ion i sm is 
noth ing else but a man i fes ta t ion of the bourgeois 
ideology in theory and pract ice, wh i l e egoism and 
ind i v idua l i sm, the r unn i ng after money and other 
mate r i a l benef i ts are t h r i v i ng in the Sov ie t Un i on , 
wh i l e ca reer -seek ing and bureaucra t i sm, techno-
crat ism, economism and in te l l ec tua l i sm are deve
lop ing, wh i l e v i l las, motor-cars and beau t i fu l 
women have become the supreme idea l of men, 
wh i l e l i te ra ture and ar t attack socia l ism, every 
th ing revo lut ionary , and advocate pac i f i sm and 
bourgeois human i sm, the empty and dissolute l i v 
ing of people t h i n k i ng on l y of themselves, wh i l e 
hundreds of thousands of wes te rn tour ists that 
v is i t the Sov iet U n i o n every year, spread the 
bourgeois ideo logy and w a y o f l i fe there, wh i l e 
western f i lms cover the screens of the Sov ie t 
c inema hal ls, wh i l e the Ame r i c a n orchestras 
and jazz bands and those of the other capi ta l is t 
countr ies have become the favor i te orchestras of 
the youth, and wh i l e parades of wes te rn fash ions 
are in vogue in the Sov iet U n i o n ? I f un t i l yesterday 
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the var ious mani fes tat ions of bourgeois ideology 
cou ld be ca l led remnants of the past, today bour 
geois ideo logy has become a component par t of 
the capi ta l is t supers t ructure w h i c h rests on the 
state capita l is t foundat ion w h i c h has now been 
estab l i shed in the Sov ie t Un i on . 

As to the c r i t i c i sm against the «mu l t i p l i c i t y of 
socia l ist ideologies and of social ist orders», i t is the 
Sov ie t leaders themselves that have w i ped out in 
theory and pract ice any d is t inc t ion between soc ia l 
ist ideo logy and bourgeois ideology, between the 
socia l ist o rde r and the capi ta l i s t one. It is prec ise ly 
the Sov ie t rev is ion ists who have declared, and 
cont inue to declare, that many countr ies new l y 
l ibera ted f r o m the co lon ia l ru le o f impe r i a l i sm 
and in w h i c h the bourgeois ie and l and lo rds and 
the i r reac t ionary ideo logy are domina t ing , have 
emba rked on the road o f soc ia l i sm or are bu i l d i ng 
soc ia l i sm. Does th is not ind icate that the Sov iet 
leaders themselves a re advoca t ing the poss ib i l i ty 
of t rans i t i on to soc ia l i sm w i thou t the leadersh ip 
of the w o r k i n g class, of i ts r evo lu t i ona ry party , 
and of the ideo logy of Ma r x i sm - L en i n i sm , in 
o ther words , the poss ib i l i t y of t rans i t i on to soc ia l 
i sm under the leadersh ip of non-pro le ta r i an classes 
and part ies, that there exist , thus, severa l k i nds 
of soc ia l i sm and severa l k i nds of soc ia l ist ideo logy? 

Or let us take the case of Yugos l av i a . In 
«cr i t i c iz ing» the Yugos l a v Ti to i tes, w h o suppor ted 
the Dubcek c l ique a n d spoke aga inst the Sov ie t 
aggress ion in Czechos lovak ia , the Sov ie t r ev i s i on 
ists thought of po in t i ng out that the p rog ram of 

509 



the Commun i s t League of Yugos l a v i a i s the c o m 
plete embod iment of the ideo logy of rev i s ion i sm. 
Bu t how does this c omp l y w i t h the o ther state
ments of the Sov ie t leaders who , af ter h a v i n g 
k issed and embraced the T i to c l ique, p roc la imed 
and cont inue even today to ca l l Yugos l a v i a a 
social ist count ry? Wha t i s th is soc ia l i sm w h i c h 
i s a l leged ly be ing bu i l t in Yugos l a v i a on the bas is 
of rev is ion is t ideology, w h i c h is no th i ng else but a 
va r i an t of the bourgeois ideo logy? Does the Sov ie t 
leadership i tsel f not admi t by this that soc ia l i sm 
can a l legedly be bu i l t also on the basis of r e v i 
s ion ism, that is of an t i -Ma r x i sm , of bourgeois 
ideology? 

Express ing d issat is fact ion w i t h the at t i tude o f 
the T i to c l ique towards the Czechos lovak events, 
the Sov ie t p ropaganda accuses the T i to i tes of be ing 
«inspirers and supporters of the Czechos lovak 
counterrevo lut ionar ies». Bu t the Sov ie t leaders 
themselves who, i n an ent i re ly a r b i t r a r y way , 
rehab i l i ta ted the T i to c l ique as an «innocent v i c 
t im», in t roduced i t into the commun is t movement , 
p roc la imed i t as «f ighter fo r socia l ism» and m a i n 
ta in close ties w i t h it, are they not themselves 
insp i rers and supporters o f the insp i rers a n d 
supporters of the counter revo lu t ionar ies? Thus , 
they themselves a re as much counter revo lu t ionar ies 
as the T i to c l ique. A f t e r the 1956 Hunga r i a n events, 
also, the Kh rushchev i t e c l ique of the Sov ie t U n i o n 
under took a campa ign of c r i t i c i sms against the 
Yugos lav revis ionists, but on l y as a mat ter of f o rm , 
fo r i t had co l laborated w i t h t hem beh ind the scenes 
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to b r i ng counte r - revo lu t ionary K a d a r to power , 
a n d as soon as the tens ion re laxed somewhat the 
honeymoon started aga in . Th i s i s wha t w i l l su re ly 
happen this t ime, too. Indeed the tone of the a n t i -
Yugos l a v p ropaganda i n the Sov ie t U n i o n has a l 
ready grea t l y d im in i shed . The B r e zhnev -Kosyg i n 
c l i que can deceive nobody by i ts sham cr i t i c i sm of 
the T i t o c l ique. They are two rev is ion is t c l iques 
wh i ch , despite the contrad ict ions they have about 
the quest ions of the roads of deve lopment of r e v i 
s i on i sm and of re lat ions between the rev is ion is t 
countr ies and part ies, be long to a s ingle counter re
vo l u t i ona r y t r end — mode rn rev i s ion i sm. 

The Sov ie t rev is ion is ts have a l legedly d isco
ve red in Czechos lovak ia a «new», «unknown» f o r m 
o f counter revo lu t ion , peacefu l o r ca lm counter re
vo lu t i on . The s in o f those who condemned the 
Sov ie t i n te rven t ion in Czechos lovak ia as agres
s ion, they say, is a l leged ly the «deep i ncomprehen
s i on of the essence of th is n ew h is tor i ca l pheno
menon», as people have been so fa r accustomed to 
« imag ine counte r revo lu t i on on l y i n its a rmed fo rm, 
th rough violence». 

S u m m i n g up the exper ience o f the rev is ion is t 
t ragedy that happened in the Sov ie t U n i o n and 
in o the r social ist countr ies where the rev is ion is t 
c l iques are in power, the Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s have 
l ong since d r a w n the conc lus ion that the danger 
to the dest in ies of soc ia l i sm does not s tem on ly 
f r o m ex te rna l imper ia l i s t aggression no r on ly f r o m 
the a rmed counter revo lu t ion of the exp lo i t i ng clas
ses and the i r surv iva l s , but also f r o m peacefu l 
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bourgeois rev is ion ist degenerat ion, w h i c h is the 
resul t o f the in f luence of bourgeois ideo logy f r om 
ins ide and o f the pressure o f impe r i a l i sm f r o m 
outside. 

The f i rs t examp le o f peacefu l coun te r revo lu 
t ion was p rov ided by the Tito i tes, then th is road 
was 7ursued by the Kh ru shchev i t e c l ique of the 
Sov iet U n i o n and by the c l iques o f the o ther 
social ist countr ies of Eu rope in succession. The 
attempt of the Sov ie t rev is ionists to present peace
f u l counter revo lu t ion as a «new h is tor i c phenome
non» w h i c h occurred on ly du r i ng the Czechos lo
vak events, i s in rea l i t y an attempt, on the one 
hand, to jus t i f y the i r aggression against the Cze 
chos lovak people and, on the o ther hand , to 
camouf lage the peacefu l counte r revo lu t ion w h i c h 
they themselves have car r ied out in the Sov ie t 
Un i on . 

A l t h ough the ideologists o f the Sov ie t r e v i 
sionists speak a great dea l of peacefu l counter 
revo lut ion, they on ly sk i r t a round th is phenomen. 
They present i t in a v e r y s imple way , as some
th ing d i rect ly inst igated and organ ised by the r e m 
nants of the exp lo i t i ng classes and by the agencies 
of imper i a l i sm. In rea l i ty , peacefu l coun te r revo lu 
t i on is a counter revo lu t ion w h i c h is car r ied out 
f r o m above, by the degenerated and bu reauc ra t i -
zed cadres o f the ve ry class and pa r t y w h i c h are 
in power. A n d th is process o f degenerat ion has i ts 
o w n deep i n t e rna l and ex te rna l soc ia l -economic 
causes, in the same w a y as i t has also its o w n h i s 
tor ic and ideologic sources. The Sov ie t rev is ion ists 
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do not and cannot make any analys is whatsoever 
of the causes and sources, because th is wou l d mean 
for t hem to make an autopsy of themselves. The 
autopsy of the b i r t h of rev i s i on i sm has been and 
w i l l be made ever more f u l l y on l y by the M a r x i s t -
Len in is ts , by the Bo l shev i k revo lut ionar ies , w h o 
w i l l t h r ow out the rev is ion is t ca r r i on and w i l l 
pu rge the who l e atmosphere of its bad smel l . 

W i t h the i r o w n words , the Kh ru shchev i t e re 
v is ion is ts expose themselves, because i f they admi t 
the danger o f peacefu l counter revo lu t ion even 
af ter the l i qu ida t i on of the exp lo i t i ng classes, how 
can they p roc l a im that «the v i c to ry o f soc ia l i sm 
i s complete and f ina l», h ow can they say wha t was 
sa id i n the p rog ram o f the C P S U approved by the 
22nd Congress that « in the countr ies of people's 
democracy the soc ia l -economic poss ib i l i t ies fo r the 
res torat ion of cap i ta l i sm have been removed»? 
O n e or the o the r : E i t he r the thesis o f peacefu l 
counte r revo lu t i on is a b lu f f or the other thesis 
that a l l danger to the destinies of soc ia l ism has 
been removed, is a decept ion, an at tempt to legal ize 
the rev is ion is t treachery, to l u l l the v ig i lance and 
r evo l u t i ona r y act ion o f the communis t s and the 
w o r k i n g people. 

In contrast w i t h wha t they have p rev ious l y 
advocated, that a l leged ly w i t h the l i qu i da t i on o f 
e xp l o i t i ng classes the class s t ruggle also comes 
to an end and its p lace is occupied by the po l i t i ca l 
and soc ia l -economic un i t y of society, at present 
the Sov ie t rev is ion ists are not opposed to admi t t i ng 
the class struggle even af ter the l i qu ida t i on of the 
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exp lo i t i ng classes as such, a n d to oppose a lso 
«abstract na t i ona l un i ty» . The re i s no end to de
magogy. They speak of class struggle, bu t on ly 
in other countr ies, wh i l e they do not u t te r a s ing le 
wo rd about the class struggle in the Sov ie t Union, 
as i f ha rmony and ever las t ing peace were r e i gn i ng 
there. B u t wha t about the st ruggle w h i c h the 
Kh rushchev i t e rev is ion ists themselves under took 
after the death o f J . V . S ta l i n i n the Sov iet U n i o n ; 
is i t not an open express ion of the struggle of the 
class enemies who opened the road to the res to ra
t ion of cap i ta l i sm in the Sov iet Un i on , to i ts t r ans 
fo rmat ion f r o m a social ist p ro le ta r i an state i n to 
a new bourgeois and imper ia l i s t state? Th i s class 
struggle, but f r om the posi t ions o f the new bou r 
geoisie and in i ts interests, i s be ing waged most 
savagely by the Sov ie t rev is ion ist leadersh ip against 
the hea l thy revo lu t i ona ry forces both at home 
and in the in te rna t iona l arena, resor t ing to a l l the 
means of the m i l i t a r y fascist d ic tatorsh ip . 

L i fe , facts, the ve r y exper ience of rev i s ion i s t 
t reachery show that the class struggle cont inues, 
not on l y a f te r the l i qu ida t i on o f the exp l o i t i ng 
classes as such, not on l y af ter the v i c to ry of soc ia l 
ism, but indeed, fo r some t ime, even af ter the 
v i c to ry of c ommun i sm on a w o r l d scale, as l ong as 
the inf luences of bourgeois ideo logy cont inue to 
exist. Therefore, the complete v i c to ry of soc ia l i sm 
and commun i sm can be ach ieved and be guaranteed 
on l y when , in add i t i on to o ther things, there has 
been achieved the f u l l v i c t o r y of socia l ist ideo logy 
over bourgeois ideo logy in eve ry i nd i v i dua l coun t r y 
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and on a w o r l d scale. A n d , as l ong as this struggle 
cont inues, the existence of the d ic ta torsh ip of the 
pro le tar ia t is indispensable, as the ma i n weapon 
of the class s t ruggle of the pro le ta r ia t f o r the 
dest ruct ion of a l l the class enemies and for the 
bu i l d i ng o f soc ia l i sm and commun i sm . 

The who le demagogy of the al leged f ight against 
rev i s ion i sm and of the a l leged re tu rn to the 
Len in i s t -S ta l i n i s t posit ions is needed by the Sov ie t 
rev is ion is t leadersh ip to conceal its complete t rans
f o rma t i on in to a socia l- fasc ist c l ique. 

B u t the Sov ie t leaders, due to the i r ve r y pos i 
t ion as a rev is ion is t c l ique, cannot go ve r y fa r 
in the socal led «f ight against rev is ion ism», fo r 
such a t h i ng is f raught w i t h ex t reme ly dangerous 
consequences unexpected and undes i rab le for them, 
Therefore, at the same t ime they are fur ious ly 
con t i nu ing the i r f ight against revo lu t i ona ry M a r x -
i sm -Len i n i sm and the part ies r ema in i ng f a i t h f u l 
to it, especia l ly against the Commun i s t P a r t y of 
C h i n a and the P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b an i a . Th i s 
most c lear l y shows the fa l s i t y of the i r demagogica l 
fuss about the «f ight against rev is ion ism». 

Prec i se ly to conceal its b luf f , the Sov ie t leader
sh ip is s t r i v i ng to create the i l l us ion that i t a l l e 
ged ly stands on the Len in i s t posi t ions of the 
st ruggle on two fronts, that i t is a l leged ly f i gh t i ng 
against the r ight ists , the revis ionists, as we l l as 
against the «leftists», «dogmatists», «adventurers», 
etc. Th i s dangerous manoeuvre must be f u l l y ex 
posed, and the rea l social-fascist features of the 
Sov ie t lead ing c l ique shou ld be naked l y revealed. 
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Social-imperialism Disguised as Proletarian 
Internationalism 

Soc ia l - fasc ism in the home po l i cy has soc ia l -
impe r i a l i sm as its d i rect cont inuat ion in fo re ign 
po l i cy; and wh i l e they seek to camouf lage fasc ism 
w i t h «social ist» phraseology, the Sov ie t leaders 
st r ive to conceal the i r impe r i a l i sm w i t h the s log
ans of «pro le tar ian in ternat iona l i sm». 

I t i s k n o w n that the Kh ru shchev i t e rev is ion ists 
started the i r t reachery w i t h cap i tu la t ion and con
cessions to impe r i a l i sm and w i t h renounc ing the 
f ight against i t ; wh i l e the l i qu ida t i on of the f o un 
dat ions of soc ia l ism and the restorat ion of cap i ta l 
i sm in the Sov iet Un i on , its t rans fo rmat ion f r o m 
a social ist state in to a capita l is t state of the new 
type, created the economic, socia l and class p re 
mises fo r its t rans fo rmat ion in to a great impe r i a l 
ist power in the in te rna t iona l arena, and for the 
counter revo lu t ionary a l l iance w i t h U.S. impe r i a l 
i sm. The Sov iet U n i o n has become an imper ia l i s t 
power w h i c h seeks to have i ts zones of inf luence, 
wh i ch is s t r i v i ng to ens lave and exp lo i t the peoples 
o f other countr ies, wh i ch , in a l l i ance w i t h U.S. 
imper ia l i sm, is s t r i v i ng fo r the estab l i shment of 
the w o r l d domina t ion of the two great powers. 

Bu t if, un t i l recent ly, Sov ie t impe r i a l i sm was 
t r y i ng to preserve and extend its zone of inf luence, 
to dictate its w i l l to others th rough -peace fu l 
means- — th rough economic penetrat ion and sub 
jugat ion, th rough po l i t i ca l and ideo log ica l i n 
f luence and pressure, t h rough m i l i t a r y and eco-
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nomic al l iances, etc., n ow it has passed over to 
open fascist methods, to the use of a rmed vio lence, 
to d irect m i l i t a r y aggression even against i ts own 
al l ies. P rec i se ly th is i s the new feature in the evo 
lu t i on of Sov ie t imper i a l i sm. The most typ i ca l 
examp le in th is d i rec t ion i s the Sov ie t fascist m i l i 
t a r y aggress ion in Czechos lovak ia . 

By wha t they d i d i n Czechos lovak ia , the Sov iet 
rev is ion ists qu i te ev iden t l y showed that now for 
them there do ex is t ne i ther f r iendsh ip , a l l iances 
and treaties, f reedom and independence, nor sove
re ign ty o f peoples. The on l y «pr inc ip le» ex i s t ing 
fo r them is the r ight of the more powe r f u l to make 
the l aw everywhere , wh i l e a l l o ther pr inc ip les are 
v io lated, t r amp led unde r foot, p laced unde r the 
heel, t h rough arms and bloodshed. 

To jus t i f y this cyn i ca l and fascist pol icy, the 
Sov ie t rev is ion is ts are n o w seek ing to conv ince 
none other than the i r o w n al l ies f r om the r ev i s i on 
ist camp that the independence, se l f -determina
t ion, sovere ignty of the part ies and peoples of 
var ious countr ies have no va lue whatsoever , that 
they mus t submi t to the interests of the so-cal led 
socia l ist commun i t y , in o ther words , to the i n te 
rests of the chauv in i s t great powe r of the Sov ie t 
Un i on , that fo r the sake of these interests th is 
power can v io la te these pr inc ip les when , where, 
and in wha t way , i t l ikes. 

The demagogy of the Sov iet aggressors, that by 
a t tack ing and occupy ing Czechos lovak ia w i t h arms 
they ca r r i ed out the i r in ternat iona l i s t du t y towards 
the Czechos lovak people and towards the cause of 
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soc ia l ism and the w o r l d revo lu t i ona ry movement , 
i nasmuch as they a l leged ly saved the v ictor ies of 
soc ia l ism in Czechos lovak ia f r om the danger o f 
counter revo lut ion, can hoodw ink nobody. H o w can 
they defend the gains of soc ia l i sm in another coun
t r y who have destroyed soc ia l i sm i n the i r o w n 
country, how can they avo id the danger o f coun
ter revo lu t ion w h o themselves are the head of coun 
ter revo lu t ion? We showed above that a l l those 
things of w h i c h they accused the Czechos lovak 
revis ionists in order to jus t i f y the i r aggress ion, 
the Sov iet rev is ionists have done and a re do ing 
themselves. There fore a l l the «arguments» of the 
Sov ie t rev is ionist leadersh ip are emp t y and false. 
The i r actions have no po l i t i ca l , ideologica l , mo ra l 
or lega l foundat ion whatsoever. 

F u l l y defeated, also, was the «legal» a rgument 
of the Sov iet rev is ionists to jus t i f y the i r aggression 
in Czechos lovak ia . The - f a m o u s - let ter o f some 
Czechos lovak personal i t ies a l leged ly addressed to 
the Soviets and to some other Wa r s aw T rea ty 
countr ies «to ask fo r the i r a id in suppress ing coun 
ter revo lu t ion in Czechos lovak ia» was abso lute ly 
proved to be a f raud . Nobody came out to c on f i rm 
being the au thor of that letter. The Sov ie t troops 
were not i nv i t ed e i ther by the Czechos lovak G o 
vernment, or by the Pres ident of the Repub l i c , 
by the par l i ament or the Cen t r a l Commi t t ee o f 
the Pa r t y . E ven H i t l e r i n h is t ime acted w i t h more 
tact: as least be obta ined by force the s ignature 
of the Pres ident Hacha , w h e n he occup ied Czechos
lovak ia . 
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As to the Czechos lovak people and the hea l thy 
soc ia l i s t forces in Czechos lovak ia , they had no rea 
son to address themselves fo r a id to the Sov ie t 
rev is ion is t renegades and the i r al l ies, f o r the de
fence of the ga ins of soc ia l i sm f r o m the Czecho
s lovak rev is ion is t renegades, f o r bo th the Sov ie t 
rev is ion is t c l ique a n d the N o v o t n y o r Dubcek 
rev is ion is t c l iques, are advanc ing , a l l o f them, on 
the same an t i -Ma r x i s t and ant i -soc ia l i s t road. A n d 
l i fe showed, and conf i rms th rough numerous facts 
w i t h every pass ing day, that despite the cap i tu la 
t i on of the Dubcek cl ique, the Czhechos lovak people 
met the armies of the Sov ie t rev is ion ists as occu 
p iers and, in var ious forms, they resisted and are 
res i s t ing occupat ion. They are ever more c lear ly 
rea l i z i ng that the act ions of the Dubcek c l ique 
w h i c h ove r th rew the Novo t ny c l ique, were a coun
te r revo lu t ion w i t h i n the counter revo lu t ion , jus t as 
the Sov ie t m i l i t a r y in te rvent ion was the suppres
s ion th rough the force of a rms of the i n te rna l Cze 
chos lovak counte r revo lu t ion by the Sov ie t ex te rna l 
counte r revo lu t ion . 

As an impo r t an t i ns t rument fo r the imp l emen 
ta t i on of i ts imper ia l i s t pol icy, the Sov ie t l ead ing 
c l ique i s us ing the Wa r s aw T rea t y m i l i t a r y a l l iance. 
T h i s t reaty, w h i c h has changed i ts nature f r o m 
top to bot tom, f r o m a t reaty of peace into a means 
of war , f r o m a defens ive t reaty in to a weapon of 
aggression, is be ing used by the Sov ie t l ead ing 
c l i que also against the v e r y par t i c ipants in th is 
treaty. In rea l i ty , w i t h the except ion o f Ruman i a , 
a l l the other membe r countr ies o f this i l l - f amed 

519 



t reaty are under the contro l o f the a rmed force 
o f Sov iet rev i s ion i sm. The so-cal led «social ist f a 
m i l y» or «social ist commun i t y» resembles a con 
centrat ion camp, a p r i son of peoples, Sov ie t t roops 
are stat ioned everywhere and they make the l aw 
in these countr ies. In these condit ions, the f reedom, 
independence, equa l i t y and sovere ignty of the peo
ples, have been tu rned into empty slogans w h i c h 
are used to deceive and l u l l the peoples. 

B u t the appet ite of Sov ie t impe r i a l i sm goes 
beyond the l im i t s of the zone w h i c h is d i rec t l y 
under its inf luence. I t is open ly th reaten ing the 
other B a l k a n countr ies, espec ia l ly the People 's R e 
pub l i c o f A l b a n i a ; i t i s commi t t i ng open m i l i t a r y 
provocat ions against the People 's Repub l i c of 
Ch ina , and, in close co l laborat ion w i t h the U.S. 
imper ia l i s ts , the Japanese mi l i ta r i s ts , w i t h the 
Ind ian, Indonesian, and other react ionar ies, i t is 
p repar ing the b ig an t i - Ch i na plot. The Sov iet r e v i 
s ionist rulers, in a l l i ance and v y i n g w i t h the U.S. 
imper ia l is ts , are ex tend ing the zone of act ion of 
the i r m i l i t a r y fleet, they have led the i r wa r sh i p s 
to the Med i t e r ranean to threaten the People 's 
Repub l i c of A l b a n i a as we l l as to ex tend the i r 
imper ia l i s t g r i p at the expense of the A r a b people 
and of the peoples of o ther countr ies. 

Th i s typ i ca l imper ia l i s t po l i cy o f the Sov ie t r e 
v is ionists cannot be concealed. I t cannot he lp meet
i ng w i t h the determined oppos i t ion and resistance 
of a l l the peoples who cher ish the idea ls of f ree
dom, independence, sovere ignty, revo lu t i on and so 
c ia l i sm. Th i s po l i cy i s ever more expos ing a n d 
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i so la t ing the Sov ie t l ead ing c l ique before the peo 
ples o f the who l e wo r l d . 

A n d not on l y that. In imp l emen t i ng i ts impe 
r ia l i s t aggressive course i t has had great d i f f i cu l t ies 
also w i t h its o w n al l ies. The Sov ie t leadership, in 
o rder to keep cont ro l o f the other rev is ion is t c l i 
ques, is open l y pass ing ove r to the use of force, 
as was shown by the Czechos lovak events, w h i c h 
are a v e r y ser ious w a r n i n g of wha t awai ts the 
other c l iques i f they dare advance on the road 
of «po lycentr i sm», autonomy, etc. B u t instead of 
s t rengthen ing the dom ina t i ng posit ions of the 
Sov ie t rev is ion is t l ead ing c l ique, this w i l l lead to 
a f u r t he r d i v i s i on of the rev is ion is t f ront and w i l l 
s t i l l mo re unde rm ine the posi t ions o f Sov ie t r e v i 
s ion ism. Th i s was ve ry c lea r l y seen in the react ion 
of the rev is ion is t c l iques of o ther countr ies wh i ch , 
in a jo in t chorus, rose up against the Sov ie t i n te r 
vent ion in Czechos lovak ia and condemned i t as 
aggression, t a k i ng the Dubcek c l ique under protec
t ion. The add i t i ona l d i f f i cu l t i es created fo r the 
Sov ie t leadersh ip in conven ing an in te rna t i ona l 
meet ing of the rev is ion is t part ies, w h i c h was aga in 
postponed, is f u r t he r ev idence of this. 

The recent events, espec ia l ly those in Czechos
l ovak i a , are a catastrophic defeat fo r the who le of 
mode rn rev i s ion i sm, w h i c h most obv ious l y i n d i 
cates i ts complete degenerat ion, espec ia l ly of the 
head of mode rn rev i s i on i sm — the Kh rushchev i t e 
c l ique of the Sov ie t Un i on , in to a social-fascist and 
soc ia l - imper ia l i s t c l ique. Nobody shou ld a l l ow 
h imse l f to be deceived by the maneuvres to conceal 
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this degenerat ion w i t h demagogy, w i t h the slogans 
of « internat iona l i sm». I t i s the du ty of a l l the rea l 
Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s and revo lut ionar ies to expose 
and smash this dangerous manoeuvre . In the f i rs t 
place, the Sov iet people themselves mus t r ise w i t h 
de te rmina t ion against th i s imper ia l i s t aggress ive 
course and shou ld not a l l ow the Kh rushchev i t e 
renegade c l ique in power to use Sov ie t men and 
women, the Sov ie t a rmed forces, f o r the rea l i sa 
t ion of its imper ia l i s t and oppress ive aims. One 
shou ld not forget fo r a s ing le moment the great 
teaching of M a r x that the people of a count ry that 
oppresses other peoples are not and can never be 
free. 

Stalin Belongs to the Marxist-Leninists, He Belongs 
to Proletarian Revolution 

Ana l y s i s of the facts shows that there can be 
no quest ion of a n y modera t ion of the rev is ion is t 
posi t ions of the Sov ie t renegade leadership. A l l 
i ts efforts to create the impress ion that i t is a l l e 
ged ly r e tu rn ing to the o l d S ta l in i s t posi t ions are 
a b ig b luf f . There shou ld be no i l l u s ion whatsoever 
that the events in Czechos lovak ia , i n Po l and , and 
the ac t ivat ion of the l i be ra l ext remis ts in the Sov ie t 
U n i o n have opened the eyes of the Sov ie t counter
revo lu t i ona ry c l ique a n d brought t hem down to 
ear th . A l l th is has on l y caused i t to change i ts 
tactics, to adopt s t i l l mo re demagog ica l tactics to 
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es tab l i sh and consol idate the f u l l fascist m i l i t a r y 
d i c ta to r sh ip of rev is ion is t cap i ta l and to disguise it. 

T he B r e zhnev -Ko s yg i n c l ique places great 
hopes in ach i ev ing th is success ins ide the Sov iet 
Un i o n , whe re there is b r u t a l oppress ion, a ter r ib le 
censorship, whe re the communis t s and people have 
been educated me re l y to repeat and not to do a 
thorough-go ing s tudy of the content of the fo rmu las 
and slogans, and where , f i na l l y , the cul t o f mega 
l oman i a of the «great and powe r f u l social ist state» 
cont inues to develop. It hopes to achieve this also 
by speak ing in a l o w voice about a « re tu rn to the 
S t a l i n epoch», to sat is fy and deceive thereby the 
apo l i t i ca l , the sent imenta l and the na ive. 

It is a du ty of a l l the Marx i s t - Len in i s t s , in the 
f i r s t p lace o f the Sov ie t Bo l shev i k revo lu t ionar ies 
themselves, to expose r igh t to the end this d iabo
l i ca l manoeuvre of the Kh ru shchev i t e r u l i n g cl ique, 
to reject any i l l u s i on w i t h regard to this c l ique, 
to i n tens i f y the f igh t aga inst it, to tho rough l y 
expose its rea l social-fascist and soc ia l - imper ia l i s t 
countenance. Faced w i t h the fact of the t rans fo r 
ma t i on of the Sov ie t State in to a fasc ist-type m i l i 
t a r y d ic tatorsh ip, the Sov ie t revo lut ionar ies must 
r ise up, organise themselves and t h r ow themselves 
in to s t ruggle a n d revo lu t ion . The i r h i s tor i c respon
s i b i l i t y i s t oday greater t han ever. There is no 
doubt that this w i l l be a d i f f i cu l t struggle, w h i c h 
w i l l requ i re se l f -den ia l a n d heavy sacr i f ices. B u t 
the Len in i s t -S ta l i n i s t bo l shev iks have never been 
f r igh tened. We express our deep conv ic t ion that 
t h e y w i l l one day pe r f o rm w i t h hono r the i r great 

523 



duty towards the i r o w n people and in te rna t iona l 
commun i sm. A n d the sooner they do this, the better 
i t w i l l be. 

The demagogy of the Sov iet lead ing c l ique for 
an al leged re tu rn to the revo lu t i ona ry pos i t ions of 
the S ta l i n epoch, must be exposed also outs ide the 
Sov iet Un i on , where i t cou ld be establ ished and 
used by the other rev is ion is t c l iques. But , on the 
other hand, i t is obv ious that these tactics w i l l 
sharpen the contradict ions in the camp of the re 
vis ionists, w i l l lead to the d i v i s i on of the rev is ion is t 
part ies in to pro-Sov ie t and ant i -Sov ie t groups. I n 
deed, r ight n o w the Novotny i s t s in Czechos lovak ia , 
the Vermeersh is ts and Thorez is ts in France, a re 
be ing cal led «tough», «Stal in ist», because they are 
supporters of the Sov ie t revis ionists, the i r agents. 
The Sov iet lead ing c l ique i s g i v i ng and w i l l g ive 
to these elements, i ts who l e support so as to esta
b l i sh th rough them, its contro l and shattered ru le 
over the o ther rev is ion is t part ies. Th i s cannot 
avo id meet ing the resistance of the other r ev i s i on 
ist elements, wh i c h w i l l f u r the r deepen the d i v i s i on 
in the. rev is ion ist camp. 

The du t y o f the Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t s in these 
countr ies is to merc i less ly unmask the pseudo-re
vo lu t ionary phraseo logy of the pro-Sov ie t agency, 
to prevent the creat ion of any i l l u s ion wha teve r 
in this d i rect ion, to exp lo i t the deepening of the 
contradict ions in the fo ld of the rev is ion is ts and 
to in tens i fy the f ight against a l l the rev is ion ist re
negades for the i r complete destruct ion. 

As to the countr ies w h i c h are ru l ed by the 
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Sov ie t revis ionists, and where they make the l aw 
th rough the m i l i t a r y forces they have stat ioned 
there, this manoeuvre can ha rd l y serve because 
the s t rengthen ing of the imper ia l i s t - fasc is t aggres
s ive character of the po l i cy be ing pursued by the 
Sov ie t lead ing c l ique cannot he lp arous ing the ever 
more resolute i nd igna t i on and protest of the peo
ples of these countr ies. Indeed, even the rev i s i on 
ist Qu is l ings who are necessar i ly obey ing the So 
v iet c l ique, fo r the i r r u l i n g posi t ions have been 
bu i l t on sand, do not wan t them to under take a 
manoeuvre of an a l leged r e tu rn to the S ta l i n epoch, 
be it even as a b luf f , because, on the one hand , 
this w o u l d at tach them s t i l l more c losely to the 
Sov ie t char iot , f r om w h i c h they wan t to be as 
independent as possible, and on the other hand, 
such a manoeuvre w o u l d unde rm ine the i r f ounda 
tions, in a smuch as they came to power prec ise ly 
under the banner of the f ight against S ta l i n i sm. 
Therefore , here too, d iv i s ions w i l l be fu r the r shar 
pened and deepened, ins ide the rev is ion ist part ies 
as we l l as between the r u l i ng rev is ion ist c l iques and 
the Sov ie t leadersh ip. The submiss ion of the r e v i 
s ionist Qu is l ings to the Sov ie t fascist m i l i t a r y dic
ta torsh ip i s temporary . There w i l l be f ierce d i spu 
tes and b lows between them up to a rmed clashes. 

A l l these th ings create favorab le condi t ions 
fo r the revo lu t i ona ry s t rugg le of the peoples and 
the Commun i s t s of these countr ies, to expose the 
loca l rev is ion ist Qu is l ings as w e l l as the Sov ie t 
occupiers, to d r i ve the occupat ion armies out of the 
country , and to ove r t h row the rev is ion is t renegade 
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cl iques in power. The on l y correct road fo r t he 
at ta inment of those a ims is the creat ion eve r ywhe re 
of Ma rx i s t - Len in i s t part ies, and the organ isat ion of 
a rmed revo lu t ionary struggle. 

The P a r t y o f L abo r o f A l b an i a , w h i c h has 
a lways consistent ly ab ided by the Ma r x i s t - L en i n i s t 
l ine and pr inc ip les, and has waged and i s w a g i n g 
a resolute f ight against mode rn rev i s ion i sm headed 
by the Sov ie t renegade leadership, w i l l merc i less
ly unmask the present dangerous, pragmat i s t tact ics 
o f the B r e zhnev -Kosyg i n c l ique fo r an a l leged 
re turn to the revo lu t i onary pos i t ions of S ta l i n . It 
has not and i t w i l l never a l l ow the name and the 
great Ma rx i s t - Len i n i s t r evo lu t i ona ry ac t i v i t y o f 
Joseph S ta l i n to be besmi rched by the K h r u s h 
chevite revis ionists, or to be used by t hem as a 
camouf lage to conceal the i r rev is ion is t t reachery . 
S ta l i n belongs to the Marx i s t - Len in i s t s , to the p r o 
le tar ian revo lu t ion . 
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