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«MAO TSETUNG THOUGHT» — AN
ANTI-MARXIST THEORY

The present situation in the Communist Par-
ty of China, its many zig-zags and wavering, op-
portunist stands, the frequent changes of its strat-
egy, the policy the Chinese leadership has been and
is following to make China a superpower, quite
naturally raise the problem of the place and roie
of Mao Tsetung and his ideas, the so-called Mao
Tsetung thought, in the Chinese revolution.

«Mao Tsetung thought» is a «theory» devoid
of the features of Marxism-Leninism. All the Chi-
nese leaders, both those who were in power
before and those who have seized power today,
have always made great play with the «Mao Tse-
tung thought», in their forms of organization and
ways of action, their strategic and tactical aims,
in order to put their counterrevolutionary plans
into practice.

Seeing the dubious activity, wavering and
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contradictory stands, the lack of principles and the
pragmatism of Chinese internal and external
policy, its deviation from Marxism-Leninism and
the use of left phrases to disguise it, we Albanian
communists have gradually formed our opinions
and conviction about the danger presented by
«Mao Tsetung thought». When our Party was
founded, during the National Liberation War, as
well as after Liberation, our people had very little
knowledge about China. But, like all the revolu-
tionaries of the world, we, too, had formed an opin-
ion that it was progressive: «China is a vast contin-
ent. China is fighting, the revolution against for-
eign imperialism, against concessions is seething in
China», etc., etc. We had some general knowled-
ge about the activity of Sun Yat-sen, about his
connections and friendship with the Soviet Union
and with Lenin; we knew something about the
Kuomintang, about the Chinese people's war
against the Japanese and about the existence of the
Communist Party of China, which was consider-
ed a great party, with a Marxist--Leninist, Mao
Tsetung, at the head. And that was all.

Our Party had closer contacts with the Chi-
nese only after 1956. The contacts steadily increas-
ed due to the struggle our Party was waging
against Khrushchevite modern revisionism. At that
time our contacts with the Communist Party of
China, or more accurately, with its leading cadres,
became more frequent and closer, especially when
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the Communist Party of China, too, entered into
open conflict with the Khrushchevite revisionists.
But we have to admit that in the meetings we had
with the Chinese leaders, although they were good,
comradely meetings, in some ways, China, Mao
Tsetung and the Communist Party of China,
remained a great enigma to us.

But why were China, its Communist Party
and Mao Tsetung an enigma ? They were an enig-
ma because many attitudes, whether general ones
or the personal attitudes of Chinese leaders, to-
wards a series of major political, ideological, milita-
ry, and organizational problems vacillated, at
times to the right, at times to the left. Sometimes
they were resolute and at times irresolute, there
were times, too, when they maintained correct
stands, but more often it was their opportunist
stands that caught the eye. During the entire
period that Mao was alive, the Chinese policy, in
general, was a vacillating one, a policy changing
with the circumstances, lacking a Marxist-Lenin-
ist spinal cord. What they would say about an im-
portant political problem today they would contra-
dict tomorrow. In the Chinese policy, one con-
sistent enduring red thread could not be found.

Naturally, all these attitudes attracted our
attention and we did not approve them, but never-
theless, from what we knew about the activity
of Mao Tsetung, we proceeded from the general
idea that he was a Marxist-Leninist. On many of
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Mao Tsetung's theses, such as that about the hand-
ling of the contradictions between the proletariat
and the bourgeoisie as non-antagonistic contradic-
tions, the thesis about the existence of antagonistic
classes during the entirc period of socialism, the
thesis that «the countryside should encircle the
city», which absolutizes the role of the peasantry
in the revolution, etc., we had our reservations and
our own Marxist-Leninist views, which, whenev-
er we could, we expressed to the Chinese leaders.
Meanwhile, certain other political views and
stands of Mao Tsetung and the Communist Party
of China. which were not compatible with the
Marxist-Leninist views and stands of our Party,
we considered as temporary tactics of a big state,
dictated by specific situations. But, with the pas-
sage of time, it became ever more clear that the
stands maintained by the Communist Party of
China were not just tactics.

By analysing the facts, our Party arrived at
scme general and specific conclusions, which made
it vigilant, but it avoided polemics with the Com-
munist Party of China and Chinese leaders, not
because it was afraid to engage in polemics with
them, but because the facts, which it had about
the erroneous, anti-Marxist course of this party
and Mao Tsetung himself, were incomplete, and
still did not permit the drawing of a final conclu-
sion. On the other hand, for a time, the Communist
Party of China did oppose US imperialism and
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reaction. It also took a stand against Soviet
Khrushchevite revisionism, though it is now clear
that its struggle against Soviet revisionism was
not dictated from correct, principled Marxist-
Leninist positions.

Besides this, we did not have full knowledge
about the internal political, economic, cultural,
social life, etc. in China. The organization of the
Chinese party and state have always been a closed
book to us. The Communist Party of China gave
us no possibility at all to study the forms of organ-
ization of the Chinese party and state. We
Albanian communists knew only the general out-
lines of the state organization of China and noth-
ing more; we were given no possibilities to ac-
quaint ourselves with the experience of the party
in China, to see how it operated, how it was organ-
ized, in what directions things were developing in
different sectors and what these directions were
concretely.

The Chinese leaders have acted with guile.
They have not made public many documents
necessary for one to know the activity of their
party and state. They were and are very wary
of publishing their documents. Even those few
published documents at our disposal are fragmen-
tary. The four volumes of Mao's works, which can
be considered official, are comprised of materials
written no later than 1949, but besides this, they
are carefully arranged in such a way that they do
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not present an exact picture of the real situations
that developed in China.

The political and theoretical presentation of
problems in the Chinese press, not to speak of lit-
erature, which was in utter disarray, had only a
propaganda character. The articles were full of
typically Chinese stereotyped formulas expressed
arithmetical •y, such as «the Three Goods and the
Five Evils», «the Four Olds and Four News», «the
Two Reminders and Five Self-controls », «the
Three Truths and Seven Falses», etc., etc. We
found it difficult to work out the «theoretical»
sense of these arithmetical figures, because we are
used to thinking, acting and writing according to
the traditional Marxist-Leninist theory and cul-
ture.

The Chinese leaders did not invite any delega-
tion from our Party to study their experience. And
when some delegation has gone there on our Par-
ty's request, the Chinese have engaged in propa-
ganda and taken it here and there for visits to com-
munes and factories rather than give it some ex-
planation or experience about the work of the
party. And towards whom did they maintain
this strange stand? Towards us Albanians, their
friends, who have defended them in the most dif-
ficult situations. All these actions were incom-
prehensible to us, but also a signal that the Com-
munist Party of China did not want to give us a
clear picture of its situation.
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But what attracted our Party's attention most
was the Cultural Revolution, which raised a num-
ber of major questions in our minds. During the
Cultural Revolution, initiated by Mao Tsetung, a-
stonishing political, ideological and organizational
ideas and actions came to light in the activity of
the Communist Party of China and the Chinese
state, which were not based on the teachings of
Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin. In judging their
previous dubious actions, as well as those observed
during the Cultural Revolution, and especially the
events following this revolution up till now, the
rises and falls of this or that group in the leader-
ship, today the group of Lin Piao, tomorrow that
of Teng Hsiao-ping, a Hua Kuo-feng, etc.,
each of which had its own platform opposed to the
other's, all these things impelled our Party to delve
more deeply into the views and actions of Mao
Tsetung and the Communist Party of China, to get
a more thorough knowledge of «Mao Tsetung
thought». When we saw that this Cultural Revolu-
tion was not being led by the party but was a
chaotic outburst following a call issued by Mao
Tsetung, this did not seem to us to be a revolution-
ary stand. It was Mao's authority in China that
made millions of unorganized youth, students and
pupils, rise to their feet and march on Peking, on
party and state committees, which they dispersed.
It was said that these young people represented
the «proletarian ideology» in China at that time
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and would show the party and the proletarians the
«true» road!

Such a revolution, which had a pronounced
political character, was called a cultural revolu-
tion. In our Party's opinion, this name was not
accurate, since, in fact, the movement that had
burst out in China was a political, not a cultural
movement. But the main thing was the fact that
neither the party nor the proletariat were in the
leadership of this «great proletarian revolution».
This grave situation stemmed from Mao Tsetung's
old anti-Marxist concepts of underestimation of the
leading role of the proletariat and overestimation
of the youth in the revolution. Mao wrote : «What
role did the Chinese young people begin to play
since the 'May 4th Movement' ? In a way they
began to play a vanguard role — a fact recognised
by everybody in our country except the ultra-reac-
tionaries. What is a vanguard role? It means ta-
king the lead.. .»'.

Thus the working class was left on the side-
lines, and there were many instances when it op-
posed the red guards and even fought them. Our
comrades, who were in China at that time, have
seen with their own eyes factory workers fighting
the youth. The party was disintegrated. It was liqui-
dated. and the communists and the proletariat were
totally disregarded. This was a very grave situation.

* Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 3, p. 19 (Alb. ed.).
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Our Party supported the Cultural Revolu-
tion, because the victories of the revolution in Chi-
na were in danger. Mao Tsetung himself told us
that power in the party and state there had been
usurped by the renegade group of Liu Shao-chi
and Teng Hsiao-ping and the victories of the
Chinese revolution were in danger. In these condi-
tions, no matter who was to blame that matters
had gone so far, our Party supported the Cultural
Revolution. Our Party defended the fraternal
Chinese people, the cause of the revolution and
socialism in China, and not the factional strife of
anti-Marxist groups, which were clashing and
fighting with one another, even with guns, in or-
der to seize power.

The course of events showed that the Great
Proletarian Cultural Revolution was neither a
revolution, nor great, nor cultural, and in partic-
ular, not in the least proletarian. It was a palace
putsch on an all-China scale for the liquidation of
a handful of reactionaries who had seized power.

Of course, this Cultural Revolution was a
hoax. It liquidated both the Communist Party of
China, and the mass organizations, and plunged
China into new chaos. This revolution was led
by non-Marxist elements, who have been liqui-
dated through a military putsch staged by other
anti-Marxist and fascist elements.

In our press Mao Tsetung has been described
as a great Marxist-Leninist, but we never used
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and never approved the definitions of the Chinese
propaganda which described Mao as a classic of
Marxism-Leninism, and «Mao Tsetung thought»
as its third and higher stage. Our Party has con-
sidered the inflation of the cult of Mao Tsetung in
China to be incompatible with Marxism-Leninism.

The chaotic development of the Cultural
Revolution and its results further sLrengthened the
opinion, still not fully crystallized, that Marxism-
Leninism was not known and was not being applied
in China, that in essence, the Communist Party
of China and Mao Tsetung did not hold Marxist-
Leninist views, regardless of the façade and the
slogans they used about «the proletariat, its dictat-
orship, and its alliance with the poor peasantry»,
and many other such shibboleths.

In the light of these events, our Party began
to look more deeply into the causes of the vacil-
lations which had been observed in the stand of
the Chinese leadership towards Khrushchevite
revisionism, such as the instance in 1962, when it
sought reconciliation and unity with the Soviet
revisionists, allegedly in the name of a common
front against American imperialism, or in 1964,
when, continuing the efforts for reconciliation
with the Soviets, Chou En-lai went to Moscow to
hail the coming to power of the Brezhnev group.
These vacillations were not accidental. They
reflected the lack of revolutionary principles and
consistency.
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When Nixon was invited to China, and the
Chinese leadership, with Mao Tsetung at the head,
proclaimed the policy of rapprochement and unity
with American imperialism, it became clear that
the Chinese line and policy were in total opposi-
tion to Marxism-Leninism and proletarian inter-
nationalism. Following this, China's chauvinist
and hegemonic ambitions began to become clear-
er. The Chinese leadership started to oppose the
revolutionary and liberation struggles of the peo-
ples, the world proletariat, and the genuine Marx-
ist-Leninist movement more openly. It proclaimed
the so-called theory of the «three worlds», which
it was trying to impose on the entire Marxist-
Leninist movement as its general line.

For the sake of the interests of the revolution
and socialism, and thinking that the mistakes ob-
served in the line of the Communist Party of
China were due to incorrect assessments of situa-
tions and to various difficulties, the Party of La-
bour of Albania has tried, more than once, to help
the Chinese leadership correct and overcome them.
Our Party has openly expressed its views, in a sin-
cere and comradely way, to Mao Tsetung and
other Chinese leaders, and on many of China's
actions which directly affected the general line of
the Marxist-Leninist movement, the interests of
the peoples and revolution, it has made its re-
marks and disagreement known to the Central
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Committee of the Communist Party of China of-
ficially and in writing.

But the Chinese leadership has never wel-
comed the correct and principled remarks of our
Party. It has never replied to them and has never
agreed even to discuss them.

Meanwhile the anti-Marxist actions of the
Chinese leadership at home and abroad became
more flagrant and more obvious. All this compelled
our Party, like all the other Marxist-Leninists, to
reappraise the line of the Communist Party of
China, the political and ideological concepts by
which it has been guided, its concrete activity and
its consequences. As a result we saw that «Mao
Tsetung thought », by which the Communist Party
of China has been and is bcing guided, represents
a dangerous variant of modern revisionism,
against which an all-round struggle on the theo-
retical and political plane must be waged.

«Mao Tsetung thought» is a variant of revi-
sionism, which began to take shape even before the
Second World War, especially after 1935, when
Mao Tsetung came to power. In this period Mao
Tsetung and his supporters launched a «theoreti-
cal» campaign under the slogan of the struggle
against «dogmatism », «ready-made patterns».
«foreign stereotypes», etc., and raised the problem
of elaborating a national Marxism, negating the
universal character of Marxism-Leninism. Instead
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of Marxism-Leninism he preached the «Chinese
way» of treating problems, and the Chinese style
«.., lively and fresh, pleasant to the ears and eyes
of the Chinese people»*, in this way propagating
the revisionist thesis that in each country Marx-
ism should have its individual, specific content.

«Mao Tsetung thought» was proclaimed as
the highest stage of Marxism-Leninism in the pres-
ent era. The Chinese leaders have declared that
«Mao Tsetung has achieved more than Marx,
Engels, and Lenin...». The Constitution of the
Communist Party of China, approved at its 9th
Congress, which was held undcr Mao Tsetung's
leadership, says that «Mao Tsetung thought is
the Marxism-Leninism of the era...», that Mao Tse-
tung	 inherited, defended and developed
Marxism-Leninism and has raised it to a new
higher stage»'.

Basing the activity of the party on «Mao Tse-
tung thought» instead of on the principles and
norms of Marxism-Leninism opened the doors even
more widely to opportunism and factional struggle
within the ranks of the Communist Party of China.

«Mao Tsetung thought» is an amalgam of
views in which ideas and theses borrowed from
Marxism are mixed up with idealist, pragmatic
and revisionist principles from other philosophies.

* Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 4, p. 84 (Alb. ed.).

** The 9th Congress of the Communist Party of China,

Documents, pp. 79-80, Tirana 1969 (Alb. ed.).
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It has its roots in ancient Chinese philosophy,
and in the political and ideological past, in the
state and militarist practice of China.

Al1 the Chinese leaders, those who have ta-
ken power at present as well as those who have
been in and who have fallen from power, but
who have manoeuvred to put their counterrevolu-
tionary plans into practice, have had and have «Mao
Tsetung thought» as their ideological basis. Mao
Tsetung himself has admitted that his thoughts
can be exploited by all, both by the leftists and the
rightists, as he calls the various groups that com-
prise the Chinese leadership. In the letter he
wrote to Chiang Ching on July 8, 1966, Mao Tse-
tung affirms, «the rightists in power might
use my words to make themselves powerful for
a certain time, but the left can use other words of
mine and organize itself to overthrow the right-
ists»*. This shows that Mao Tsetung was not a
Marxist-Leninist, that his views are eclectic. This
is apparent in all Mao's «theoretical works» which,
although camouflaged with «revolutionary»
phraseology and slogans, cannot conceal the fact
that «Mao Tsetung thought » has nothing in com-
mon with Marxism-Leninism.

A critical survey of Mao's writings, even of
part of them, of the way he treats the fundamental
problerns concerning the role of the communist

* «Le Monde», December 2, 1972.
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party, the questions of the revolution, the con-
struction of socialism, etc., makes the radical dif-
ference between «Mao Tsetung thought» and
Marxism-Leninism completely clear.

Let us first consider the question of the orga-
nization of the Party and its leading role. Mao pre-
tended to be for the application of the Leninist
principles on the party, but if his ideas on the party
and, especially, the practice of the life of the party
are analysed concretely, it becomes evident that
he has replaced the Leninist principles and norms
with revisionist theses.

Mao Tsetung has not organized the Com-
munist Party of China on the basis of the princi-
ples of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin. He has not
worked to make it a party of the Leninist type, a
Bolshevik party. Mao Tsetung was not for a pro-
letarian class party, but for a party without class
restrictions. He has used the slogan of giving the
party a mass character in order to wipe out the
distinction between the party and the class. As
a result, anybody could enter or leave this party
whenever he liked. On this question «Mao Tse-
tung thought» is identical with the views of the
Yugoslav revisionists and the «Eurocommunists».

Besides this, Mao Tsetung has always made
the building of the party, its principles and norms
dependent on his political stands and interests,
dependent on his opportunist, sometimes rightist
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and sometimes leftist, adventurist policy, the
struggle among factions, etc.

There has been and there is no true Marxist-
Leninist unity of thought and action in the Com-
munist Party of China. The strife among factions,
which has existed since the founding of the Com-
munist Party of China, has meant that a correct
Marxist-Leninist line has not been laid down in
this party, and it has not been guided by Marxist-
Leninist thought. The various tendencies which
manifested themselves among the main leaders of
the party were at times leftist, at times right op-
portunist, sometimes centrist, and going as far as
openly anarchist, chauvinist and racist views. Dur-
ing the whole time Mao Tsetung and the group
around him were at the head of the party, these
tendencies were among the distinctive features of
the Communist Party of China. Mao Tsetung him-
self has advocated the need for the existence of
«two lines» in the party. According to him, the
existence and struggle between two lines is some-
thing natural, is a manifestation of the unity
of the opposites, is a flexible policy which unites
in itself both loyalty to principles and compromise.
«Thus,» he writes, «we have two hands to deal
with a comrade who has made mistakes: one
hand to struggle with him and the other to unite
with him. The aim of this struggle is to uphold
the principles of Marxism, which means being
principled; that is one aspect of the problem. The
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other aspect is to unite with him. The aim of unity
is to offer him a way out, to reach a compromise
with him»*.

These views are diametrically opposed to the
Leninist teachings on the communist party as an
organized vanguard detachment which must have
a single line and steel unity of thought and action.

The class struggle in the ranks of the party,
as a reflection of the class struggle going on outside
the party, has nothing in common with Mao Tse-
tung's concepts on the «two lines in the party».
The party is not an arena of classes and the strug-
gle between antagonistic classes, it is not a gather-
ing of people with contradictory aims. The genu-
ine Marxist-Leninist party is the party of the
working class only and bases itself on the interests
of this class. This is the decisive factor for the
triumph of the revolution and the construction of
socialism. Defending the Leninist principles on
the party, which do not permit the existence of
many lines, of opposing trends in the communist
party, J. V. Stalin emphasized:

communist party is the monolithic
party of the proletariat, and not a party of
a bloc of elements of different classes»".

* Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 5, p. 560, Peking 1977

(French edition, first published by the Chinese this year).

** J. V. Stalin, Works, vol. 11, p. 280 (Alb. ed.).
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Mao Tsetung, however, conceives the party
as a union of classes with contradictory interests,
as an organization in which two forces, the prole-
tariat and the bourgeoisie, the «proletarian staff»
and the «bourgeois staff», which must have their
representatives from the grassroots to the highest
leading organs of the party, confront and struggle
against each other. Thus, in 1956, he sought the
election of the leaders of right and left factions to
the Central Committee, presenting to this end,
arguments as naive as they were ridiculous. «The
entire country,» he says, «the whole world knows
well that they have made mistakes in the line and
the fact that they are well known is precisely the
reason for electing them. What can you do about
it? They are well known, but you who have made
no mistakes or have made only small ones don't
have as big a reputation as theirs. In a country
like ours with its very large petty-bourgeoisie they
are two standards»*. While renouncing principled
struggle in the ranks of the party, Mao Tsetung
played the game of factions, sought z.ompromise
with some of them to counter some others and
thus consolidate his own positions.

With such an organizational platform, the
Communist Party of China has never been and
never could be a Marxist-Leninist party. The
Leninist principles and norms were not respected

* NIao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 5, p. 348, Peking 1977

(French ed.).
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in it. The congress of the party, its highest collec-
tive organ, has not been convened regularly. For
instance, 11 years went by between the 7th and the
8th congresses, and after the war, 13 years be-
tween the 8th and the 9th congresses. Besides this,
the congresses which were held were formal, more
parades than working meetings. The delegates
tc the congresses were not elected in conformity
with the Marxist-Leninist principles and norms of
the life of the party, but were appointed by the
leading organs and acted according to the system
of permanent representation.

Recently, «Renmin Ribao» published an
article by a so-called theoretical group of the «Gen-
eral Directory» of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of China*. This article says that
under the name of the «General Directory», Mao
had set up around himself a special apparatus
which kept the Political Bureau, the Central
Committee of the Party, the cadres of the state,
the army, the security service, etc., under sur-
veillance and control. Entry to this Directory and
knowledge of its work was forbidden to all,
including the members of the Central Committee
and the Political Bureau. Here plans for the bring-
ing down or elevation of this or that factionalist
group were worked out. The men of this Directory
were present everywhere, they eaves-dropped,

* -Always Keep in Mind the Tenehings of Chairmnn Maox,
« Renmin Ribao», September 8, 1977.
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watched, and reported independently, outside the
control of the party. Apart from them, this Direc-
tory had at its disposal entire armed detachments,
hidden under the name of the «Guard of Chairman
Mao». This praetorian guard more than 50,000
strong went into action whenever the chairman
wanted «to act with one blow», as has frequently
occurred in the history of the Communist Party
of China and as occurred recently with the arrest of
«The Four» and their supporters by Hua Kuo-feng.

Under the pretext of maintaining contacts
with the masses, Mao Tsetung had also created a
special network of informers among the popu-
lation who were charged with the task of keeping
the cadres of the base under surveillance and in-
vestigating the conditions and state of mind of the
masses, without anybody's knowledge. They re-
ported directly to Mao Tsetung alone, who had
severed all means of communication with the
masses and saw the world only through the reports
of his agents of the «General Directory ». Mao said,
«For myself, I am a person who does h31, listen to
the radio, either foreign or Chinese, but T only
transmit». He also said, «I have stated openly tnat
I shall no longer read the newspaper 'Renmin
Ribao'. I told its Editor-in-chief, 'I do not read your
paper'»*.

* From Mao Tsetung's conversation with comrades from our

Party, Feb. 3, 1967. Central Archivals of the Party of Labour of

Albania (CPA).
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The article of «Renmin Ribao» provides new
information which enables one to understand even
more clearly the anti-Marxist direction and per-
sonal power of Mao Tsetung in the Chinese party
and state. Mao Tsetung did not have the slightest
respect for either the Central Committee or the
congress of the party, let alone the party as a
whole and its committees at the base. The party
committees, the leading cadres and the Central
Committee itself received orders from the «Gen-
eral Directory», this «special staff», which was
responsible to Mao Tsetung alone. The party
forums, its elected organs, had no authority what-
soever. The article of «Renmin Ribao» says,
eno telegram, no letter, no document, no order
could be issued by anybody without first going
through Mao Tsetung's hands and being approved
by him». It turns out that as early as 1953. Mao
Tsetung had issued a clear-cut order: «From now
on, all documents and telegrams sent out in the
name of the Central Committee can be dispatched
only after I have gone over them, otherwise they
are	 Under these conditions there can
be no talk of collective leadership, democracy
within the party, or Leninist norms.

Mao Tsetung's unlimited power was so far-
reaching that he even appointed his heirs. At one

* Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 5, p. 96, Peking, 1977
(French ed.).
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time he had appointed Liu Shao-chi as his suc-
cessor. Later he declared that his heir to the state
and the party after his death would be Lin Piao.
This, a thing unprecedented in the practice of
Marxist-Leninist parties, was even sanctioned in
the Constitution of the party. Again it was Mao
Tsetung who designated Hua Kuo-feng to be
chairman of the party after his death. Having
power in his hands, Mao alone criticized, judged,
punished and later rehabilitated top leaders of the
party and state. This was the case even with Teng
Hsiao-ping, who, in his so-called self-criticism of
October 23, 1966, stated: «Liu Shao-chi and I are
real monarchists. The essence of my mistakes lies
in the fact that I have no faith in the masses, do
not support the revolutionary masses, but am
opposed to them. I have followed a reactionary
line to suppress the revolution. In the class strug-
gle I have been on the side not of the proletariat,
but of the bourgeoisie.. . All this shows that... I
am unfit to hold posts of responsibility »* . And
despite these crimes which this inveterate revi-
sionist has committed, he was put back in his
former seat.

The anti-Marxist essenee of «Mao Tsetung
thought» on the party and its role is aIso apparent
in thc way the relations between the party and

* From the self-criticism of Teng Hsiao-ping. CPA.



406	 ENVER IIOXIIA

the army were conceived in theory and applied in
practice. Irrespective of the shibboleths of Mao
Tsetung about the «party being above the army»,
«politics above the gun», etc. etc., in practice, he
left the main political role in the life of the country
to the army. At the time of the war, he said, «All
the army cadres should be good at leading the
workers and organizing trade-unions, good at
mobilizing and organizing the youth, good at unit-
ing with and training cadres in the newly Liberated
Areas, good at managing industry and commerce,
good at running schools, newspapers, news agen-
cies and broadcasting stations, good at handling
foreign affairs, good at handling problems relating
to the democratic parties and people's organiza-
tions, good at adjusting the relations between the
cities and the rural areas and solving the problems
of food, coal and other daily necessities and good
at handling monetary and financial problems»*.

So the army was above the party, above the
state organs, above everything. From this it
emerges that Mao Tsetung's words regarding the
role of the party, as the decisive factor of the
leadership of revolution and socialist construction,
were only slogans. Both at the time of the lib-
eration war and after the creation of the People's
Republic of China, in all the never-ending struggles

* Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 4, p. 353, Peking, 1962
(French ed.).
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that have been waged there for the seizure of
power by one faction or the other, the army has
played the decisive role. During the Cultural Rev-
olution, too, the army played the main role; it
was Mao's last resort. In 1967, Mao Tsetung said,
«We rely on the strength of the army... We had
only two divisions in Peking, but we brought in
another two in May in order to settle accounts
with the former Peking Party Committee»*.

In order to liquidate his ideological oppo-
nents, Mao Tsetung has always set the army in
motion. He raised the army, with Lin Piao at the
head, against the Liu Shao-chi and Teng Hsiao-
ping group. Later, together with Chou En-lai, he
organized and threw the army against Lin Piao.
Inspired by «Mao Tsetung thought », the army has
played the same role even after the death of Mao.
Like all those who have come to power in China,
Hua Kuo-feng, also, relied on and acted through
the army. Right after Mao's death, he immediately
roused the army, and together with the armymen,
Yeh Chien-ying, Wang Tung-hsin and others,
engineered the putsch and arrested his opponents.

Power in China is still in the hands of the
army, while party tails behind it. This is a general
characteristic of countries where revisionism pre-
vails. Genuine socialist countries strengthen the

* From the conversation of Mao Tsetung with the Friend-

ship Delegation of the PRA, Dec. 18, 1967, CPA.
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army as a powerful weapon of the dictatorship
of the proletariat in order to crush the enemies
of socialism in case they rise up, as well as to
defend the country from an eventual attack by
the imperialists and foreign reaction. But, as
IVIarxism-Leninism teaches us, for the army to
play this role it must always be under the di-
rection of the party and not the party under
the direction of the army.

At present the most powerful factions of the
army. the most reactionary ones, which aim to
turn China into a social-imperialist country, are
rnaking the law in China.

In the future, along with the transformation
of China into an imperialist superpower, the role
and the power of the army in the life of the
country will steadily increase. It will be strength-
ened as a praetorian guard, armed to the teeth,
for the defence of a capitalist regime and econ-
omy. It will be the tool of a bourgeois capitalist
dictatorship, a dictatorship which, if the people's
resistance is strong, may even assume open fascist
forms.

By preaching the need for the existence of
many parties in the leadership of the country,
the so-called political pluralism, «Mao Tsetung
thought» falls into complete opposition to the
Marxist-Leninist doctrine on the indivisible role
of the cornmunist party in the revolution and
socialist construction. As he declared to E. Snow,
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Mao Tsetung considered the leadership of a coun-
try by several political parties, after the American
model, the most democratic form of government.
«Which is better in the final analysis,» Mao Tse-
tung asked, «to have just one party or several?»
And he answered, «As we see it now, it's perhaps
better to have several parties. This has been true
in the past and may well be so for the future;
it means long-term coexistence and mutual su-
pervision»*. Mao regarded the participation of
bourgeois parties in the state power and the gov-
erning of the country with the same rights and
prerogatives as the Communist Party of China
as necessary. And not only this, but these parties
of the bourgeoisie, which according to him «were
historical», should wither away only when the
Communist Party of China also withers away,
that is, they will coexist right up till communism.

According to «Mao Tsetung thought», a new
democratic regime can exist and socialism can be
built only on the basis of the collaboration of all
classes and all parties. Such a concept of socialist
democracy, of the socialist political system, which
is based on 4ong-term coexistence and mutual
supervision» of all parties, and which is very much
like the current preachings of the Italian, French,
Spanish and other revisionists, is an open denial

* Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 5, p. 319. Peking, 1977

(French ed.).
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of the leading and indivisible role of the Marxist-
Leninist party in the revolution and the construc-
tion of socialism. Historical experience has al-
ready proved that the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat cannot exist and socialism cannot be built
and defended without the indivisible leading role
of the Marxist-Leninist party.

«...the dictatorship of the proletariat,» said
Stalin, «can be complete only when it is led
by a party, the party of the communists,
which does not and should not share the
leadership with other parties»*.

The revisionist concepts of Mao Tsetung have
their basis in the policy of collaboration and al-
liance with the bourgeoisie, which the Communist
Party of China has always applied. This is also
the source of the anti-Marxist and anti-Leninist
course of «letting 100 flowers blossom and 100
schools contend», which is a direct expression of
the coexistence of opposing ideologies.

According to Mao Tsetung, in socialist society,
side by side with the proletarian ideology, ma-
terialism and atheism, the existence of bourgeois
ideology, idealism and religion, the growth of
epoisonous weeds» along with «fragrant flowers»,
etc., must be permitted. Such a course is alleged

J. V. Stalin, Works, vol. 10, p. 97 (Alb. ed.).
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to be necessary for the development of Marxism,
in order to open the way to debate and freedom
of thought, while in reality, through this course,
he is trying to lay the theoretical basis for the
policy of collaboration with the bourgeoisie and
coexistence with its ideology. Mao Tsetung says,
«...it is a dangerous policy to prohibit people from
coming into contact with the false, the ugly and
the hostile to us, with idealism and metaphysics
and with the thoughts of Confucius, Lao Tze and
Chiang Kai-shek. It would lead to mental deterio-
ration, one-track minds, and unpreparedness to
face the world...»*. From this Mao Tsetung draws
the conclusion that idealism, metaphysics and the
bourgeois ideology will exist eternally, therefore
not only must they not be prohibited, but they
must be given the possibility to blossom, to come
out in the open and contend. This conciliatory
stand towards everything reactionary goes so far
as to call disturbances in socialist society inevitable
and the prohibition of enemy activity mistak-
en. «In my opinion, » says he, «whoever wants
to provoke trouble may do so for so long as he
pleases; and if one month is not enough, he may go
on for two, in short, the matter should not be
wound up until he feels he has had enough. If

* Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 5, p. 397, Peking, 1977

(French ed.).
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you hastily wind it up, sooner or Iater trouble will
resume again»*.

A11 these have not been academic contribu-
tions to a «scientific» discussion but a counter-
revolutionary opportunist political line which has
been set up in opposition to Marxism-Leninism,
which has disorganized the Communist Party of
China, in the ranks of which a hundred and one
views and ideas have been circulating and today
there really are 100 schools contending. This has
enabled the bourgeois wasps to circulate freely
in the garden of 100 flowers and release their
venom.

This opportunist stand on ideological ques-
tions has its roots, among other things, also in the
fact that throughout the whole period from its
foundation up till it achieved the liberation of its
country and later, the Communist Party of China
has made no effort to consolidate itself ideologi-
cally, has not worked to inculcate the theory of
Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin into the minds
and hearts of its members, has not struggled to
master the fundamental questions of the Marxist-
Leninist ideology and apply them consistently, step
by step, in the concrete conditions of China.

«Mao Tsetung thought» is opposed to the
Marxist-Leninist theory of revolution.

* Mao Tsetung, SelectPd Works, vol. 5, pp. 405-406, Peking,
1977 (French ed.).
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In his writings Mao Tsetung makes frequent
mention of the role of revolutions in the process
of the development of society, but in essence he
adheres to a metaphysical, evolutionist concept.
Contrary to materialist dialectics, which envisages
progressive development in the form of a spiral,
Mao Tsetung preaches development in the form
ot a cycle, going round in a circle, as a process of
ebb and flow which goes from equilibrium to
disequilibrium and back to equilibrium again,
from motion to rest and back to motion again,
from rise to fall and from fall to rise, from advance
to retreat and to advance again, etc. Thus, up-
holding the concept of ancient philosophy on the
purifying role of fire, Mao Tsetung writes: «It is
necessary to 'set a fire going' at regular intervals.
How often? Once a year or once every three years,
which do you prefer? I think we should do it at
least twice in the space of every five years, in the
same way as the intercalary month in a lunar leap
year turns up once in three years or twice in
five»*. Thus like the astrologists of old, on the
basis of the lunar calendar, he derives the law
on the periodical kindling of fire, on the develop-
ment which goes from «great harmony» to «great
disorder» and again to «great harmony», and
thus the cycles repeat themselves periodically.

* Mao Tsetung, Selected Work.s, vol. 5, p. 499, Peking, 1977

(French ed.).



414	 ENVER HOXHA

In this manner, «Mao Tsetung thought» opposes
the materialist dialectical concept of development,
which, as Lenin says

«...gives us the key to understand the 'self-
movement' of every existing thing ;... gives
us the key to understand the 'leaps', 'the
interruption of graduality', 'the transfor-
mation into the opposite', the abolition of
the old and the emergence of the new»*,

with the metaphysical concept which «is lifeless,
pale and dry».

This becomes even more obvious in the way
I1,1ao Tsetung handles the problem of contradic-
tions, to which, according to Chinese propaganda,
Mao has allegedly made a «special contribution»
and developed materialist dialectics further in this
field. It is true that in many of his writings, Mao
Tsetung frequently speaks about opposites, con-
tradictions, the unity of the opposites, and even
uses Marxist quotations and phrases, but, never-
theless, he is far from the dialectical materialist
understanding of these problems. In dealing with
contradictions, he does not proceed from the
Marxist theses, but from those of ancient Chinese
philosophers, sees the opposites in a mechanical
way, as external phenomena, and imagines the
transformation of the opposites as a simple change

* V. I. Lenjo, Collected Works, vol. 38, p. 396 (Alb. ed.).
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of places between them. By operating with some
eternal opposites taken from ancient philosophy,
such as above and below, backward and forward,
right and left, light and heavy, etc., etc., in essence
Mao Tsetung negates the internal contradictions
inherent in things and phenomena and treats deve-
lopment as simple repetition, as a chain of un-
changeable states in which the same opposites and
the same relationship between them are observed.
The mutual transformation of the opposites into
each other, understood as a mere exchange of
places and not as a resolution of the contradiction
and a qualitative change of the very phenomenon
which comprises these opposites, is used by Mao
Tsetung as a formal pattern to which everything
is subject. On the basis of this pattern, Mao goes
so far as to declare that «When dogmatism is
transformed into its opposite, it becomes either
Marxism or revisionism»*, -(inetaphysics is trans-
formed into dialectics, and dialectics into meta-
physics», etc. Behind such absurd assertions and
this sophistical playing with opposites, lurk the
cpportunist and anti-revolutionary concepts of
Mao Tsetung. Thus, he does not see the socialist
revolution as a qualitative change of society in
which antagonistic classes and the oppression and
exploitation of man by man are abolished, but

Mao Tsetung, Selectecl Works, vol, 5, p. 479, Peking, 1977

(French ed.).
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conceives it as a simple change of places between
the bourgeoisie and the proletariat. To confirm
this «discovery», Mao	 «If the bourgeoisie
and the proletariat cannot transform themselves
into each other, how does it come that, through rev-
olution, the proletariat becomes the ruling class
and the bourgeoisie the ruled class?... We stand in
diametrical opposition to Chiang Kai-shek's
Kuomintang. As a result of the mutual struggle
and exclusion of the two contradictory aspects
with the Kuomintang we changed places...»*. This
same logic has also led Mao Tsetung to revise the
Marxist-Leninist theory on the two phases of
communist society. «According to dialectics, as
surely as a man must die, the socialist system as a
historical phenomenon will come to an end some
day, to be negated by the communist system. If it
is asserted that the socialist system and the rela-
tions of production and superstructure of socialism
will not die out, what kind of Marxist thesis wouid
that be? Wouldn't it be the same as a religious
creed or theology that preaches an everlasting
god ?>>"

In this way, openly revising the Marxist-
Leninist concept of socialism and communism,
which, in essence, are two phases of the one type,
of the one socio-economic order, and which are

* Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 5, pp. 399-400, Peking,
1977 (French ed.).

** Ibid., p. 409.
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distinguished from each other only by the degree
of their development and maturity, Mao Tsetung
presents socialism as something diametrically op-
posite to communism.

From such metaphysical and anti-Marxist
concepts, Mao Tsetung treats the question of the
revolution in general, which he regards as an
endless process which is repeated periodically
throughout the whole period of the existence of
mankind on earth, as a process which goes from
defeat to victory, from victory to defeat, and so on
endlessly. Mao Tsetung's anti-Marxist concepts,
sometimes evolutionist and sometimes anarchist,
about the revolution are even more apparent
when he deals with the problems of the revolu-
tion in China.

As emerges from his writings, Mao Tsetung
did not base himself on the Marxist-Leninist the-
ory in analysing the problems and defining the
tasks of the Chinese revolution. In his speech
delivered at the enlarged working conference
called by the Central Committee of the Commu-
nist Party of China, in January 1962, he himself
admits: «Our many years of revolutionary work
have been carried out blindly, not knowing how
the revolution should be , carried out, and against
whom the spearhead of the revolution should be
directed, without a concept of its stages, whom it
had to overthrow first and whom later, etc.». This
has made the Communist Party of China incapable

27 - 113
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of ensuring the leadership of the proletariat in
the democratic revolution and transforming it
into a socialist revolution. The entire develop-
ment of the Chinese revolution is evidence of
the chaotic course of the Communist Party
of China, which has not been guided by Marxism-
Leninism, but by the anti-Marxist concepts of
«Mao Tsetung thought» on the character of the
revolution, its stages, motive forces, etc.

Mao Tsetung was never able to understand
and explain correctly the close links between the
bourgeois-democratic revolution and the prole-
tarian revolution. Contrary to the Marxist-Leninist
theory, which has proved scientifically that there
is no Chinese wall between the bourgeois-demo-
cratic revolution and the socialist revolution, that
these two revolutions do not have to be divided
from each other by a long period of time, Mao
Tsetung asserted: «The transformation of our rev-
olution into socialist revolution is a matter of the
future. .. As to when the transition will take
place. it may take quite a long time. We should
not hold forth about this transition until all the
necessary political and economic conditions are
present and until it is advantageous and not detri-
mental to the overwhelming majority of our
people»*.

Mao Tsetung adhered to this anti-Marxist

* Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 1, p. 210 (AIb. ed ).
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concept, which is not for the transformation of
the bourgeois-democratic revolution into socialist
revolution, during the whole period of the revo-
lution, even after liberation. Thus, in 1940, Mao
Tsetung said: «The Chinese revolution must
necessarily pass through. .. the stage of Ncw De-
mocracy and then the stage of socialism. Of these,
the first stage will need a relatively long
In March 1949, at the plenum of the Central
Committee of the Party, at which Mao Tsetung
submitted the program for China's development
after liberation, he says: «During this period all
the elements of capitalism, of town and coun-
tryside, must be permitted to exist». These views
and «theories» brought about that the Communist
Party of China and Mao Tsetung did not fight for
the transformation of the revolution in China into
a socialist revolution but left a free field for the
development of the bourgeoisie and capitalist so-
eial relations.

On the question of the relationship between
the democratic revolution and the socialist revolu-
tion, Mao Tsetung takes the standpoint of the
chiefs of the Second International, who were the
first to attack and distort the Marxist-Leninist
theory about the rise of the revolution and came
out with the thesis that between the bourgeois-
democratic revolution and the socialist revolution,

* Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 3, p. 169 (Alb. ed.),
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there is a long period, during which the bour-
geoisie develops capitalism and creates the condi-
tions for the transition to the proletarian revolu-
tion. They regarded the transformation of the
bourgeois-democratic revolution into socialist rev-
olution, without giving capitalism the possibility
to develop further, as something impossible, as
skipping stages. Mao Tsetung, too, fully endorses
this concept, when he says: «It would be a sheer
utopia to try to build socialism on the ruins of the
colonial, semi-colonial and semi-feudal order with-
out a united new-democratic state, . . . without
the development of the private capitalist econ-
omy.

The anti-Marxist concepts of «Mao Tsetung
thought» about the revolution are even more
obvious in the way Mao has treated the motive
forces of the revolution. Mao Tsetung did not
recognize the hegemonic role of the proletariat.
Lenin said that in the period of imperialism, in
every revolution, hence, also in the democratic
revolution, the anti-imperialist national liberation
revolution and the socialist revolution, the leader-
ship must belong to the proletariat. Although he
talked about the role of the proletariat, in prac-
tice Mao Tsetung underestimated its hegemo-
ny in the revolution and elevated the role of the
peasantry. Mao Tsetung has said: «...the resist-

* Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 4, p. 366 (Alb. ed.).
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ance to Japanese occupiers now going on is
essentially peasant resistance. Essentially, the poli-
tics of New Democracy means giving power to the
peasants»`.

Mao Tsetung expressed this petty-bourgeois
theory in his general thesis that the «countryside
must encircle the city». «.. revolutionary villa-
ges», he wrote, «can encircle the cities. .. rural
work should play the primary role in the Chinese
revolutionary movement and urban work a sec-
ondary role»". Mao expressed this idea also when
he wrote about the role of the peasantry in the
state. He has said that all other political parties
and forces must submit to the peasantry and its
views. «... millions of peasants will rise like a
mighty storm, a force so swift and violent that no
power, however great, will be able to hold it
back...	 he writes. «They will put to the test
every revolutionary party and group, every revo-
lutionary, so that they either accept their views or
reject them»". According to Mao, it turns out
that the peasantry and not the working class
should play the hegemonic role in the revolution.

Mao Tsetung also preached the thesis on the
hegemonic role of the peasantry in the revolution
as the road of the world revolution. Herein lies

* Mao Tsetun g, Selected Works, vol. 3, pp. 177-178 (Alb. ed.).
** Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 4, pp. 257, 259 (Alb. ed.).

**°f Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 1, pp• 27-28 (Alb. ed.).
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the source of the anti-Marxist concept that con-
siders the so-called third world, which in Chinese
political literature is also called «the countryside
of the world», as the «main motive force for thetransformation of present-day society». According
to the Chinese views, the proletariat is a second-
rate social force, which cannot play that role which
Marx and Lenin envisaged in the struggle against
capitalism and the triumph of the revolution, in
alliance with all the forces oppressed by capital.

The Chinese revolution has been dominated
by the petty- and middle bourgeoisie. This broad
stratum of the petty-bourgeoisie has influenced
the whole development of China.

Mao Tsetung did not base himself on theMarxist-Leninist theory which teaches us that thepeasantry, the petty-bourgeoisie in general, is
vacillating. Of course, the poor and middle peas-
antry play an important role in the revolution
and must become the close ally of the proletariat.
But the peasant class, the petty-bourgeoisie,
cannot lead the proletariat in the revolution. To
think and preach the opposite means to be against
Marxism-Leninism. Herein lies one of the main
sources of the anti-Marxist views of Mao Tsetung,
which have had a negative influence on the whole
Chinese revolution.

The Communist Party of China has not been
clear in theory about the basic revolutionary guid-
ing principle of the hegemonic role of the prole-
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tariat in the revolution, and consequently it did
not apply it in practice properly and consistently.
Experience shows that the peasantry can play
its revolutionary role only if it acts in alliance with
the proletariat and under its leadership. This was
proved in our country during the National Libera-
tion War. The Albanian peasantry was the main
force of our revolution, however it was the work-
ing class, despite its very small numbers, which
led the peasantry, because the Marxist-Leninist
ideoiogy, the ideology of the proletariat, embodied
in the Communist Party, today the Party of
Labour, the vanguard of the working class, was
the leadership of the revolution. That is why we
triumphed not only in the National Liberation
War. but also in the construction of socialism.

Despite the innumerable difficulties we en-
countered on our road we scored success one after
another. We achieved these successes, in the first
place, because the Party thoroughly mastered the
essence of the theory of Marx and Lenin, under-
stood what the revolution was, who was making
it and who had to lead it, understood that at the
head of the working class, in alliance with the
peasantry, there had to be a party of the Leninist
type. The communists understood that this party
must not be communist only in name but had to be
a party which would apply the Marxist-Leninist
theory of the revolution and party building in the
concrete conditions of our country, which would
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begin the work for the creation of the new social-
ist society, following the example of the construc-
tion of socialism in the Soviet Union of the time of
Lenin and Stalin. This stand gave our Party the
victory, gave the country the great political, eco-
nomic and military strength it has today. Had we
acted differently, had we not consistently applied
these principles of our great theory, socialism
could not have been built in a small country
surrounded by enemies, as ours is. Even if we had
succeeded in taking power for a moment, the
bourgeoisie would have seized it back again, as
happened in Greece, where before the struggle
had been won, the Greek Communist Party sur-
rendered its weapons to the local reactionary
bourgeoisie and British imperialism.

Therefore, the question of hegemony in the
revolution is a very important matter of principle
because the course and development of the revo-
lution depend on who is leading it.

«Renunciation of the idea of the hegemo-
ny,» stressed Lenin, «is the most vulgar
form of reformism»*.

The negation by «Mao Tsetung thought» of
the leading role of the proletariat was precisely
one of the causes that the Chinese revolution

* V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, vol. 17, p. 252 (Alb. ed.).
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remai.ned a bourgeois-democratic revolution and
did not develop into a socialist revolution. In his
article «New Democracy », Mao Tsetung preached
that after the triumph of the revolution in
China a regime would be established which would
be based on the alliance of the «democratic clas-
ses», in which, besides the peasantry and the
proletariat, he also included the urban petty-
bourgeoisie and the national bourgeoisie. «Just as
everyone should share what food there is,» he
writes, «so there should be no monopoly of power
by a single party, group or class »*. This idea has
also been reflected in the national flag of the
People's Republic of China, with four stars which
represent four classes: the working class, the peas-
antry, the urban petty-bourgeoisie and the na-
tional bourgeoisie.

The revolution in China, which brought about
the liberation of the country, the creation of the
independent Chinese state, was a great victory for
the Chinese people, and for the world anti-impe-
rialist and democratic forces. After the liberation,
many positive changes were made in China: the
ddmination by foreign imperalism and big land-
owners was liquidated, poverty and unemploy-
ment were combated, a series of socio-econom-
ic reforms in favour of the working masses were.
carried out, the educational and cultural back-

* 3.1ao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 3, p. 235 (Alb. ed.).
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wardness was fought against, a series of measures
were taken for the reconstruction of the country
ravaged by the war, and some transformations of
a socialist character were made. In China, where
people died by millions in the past, starvation no
longer existed, etc. These are undeniable facts, and
are important victories for the Chinese people.

From the adoption of these measures and
the fact that the Communist Party came to power,
it appeared as if China was going to socialism.
But things did not turn out that way. Having
«Mao Tsetung thought» as the basis of its activity,
the Communist Party of China, which after the
triumph of the bourgeois-democratic revolution
ought to have proceeded cautiously without being
leftist and without skipping the stages, proved to
be «democratic», liberal, opportunist, and did not
lead the country consistently on the correct road
to socialism.

The non-Marxist, eclectic, bourgeois political
and ideological views of Mao Tsetung gave liber-
ated China an unstable superstructure, a chaotic
organization of the state and the economy which
never achieved stability. China was in continuous
disorder, even anarchic disorder, which was
encouraged by Mao Tsetung himself with the slo-
gan «things must first be stirred up in order to
clarify them».

In the new Chinese state Chou En-lai played
a special role. He was an able economist and
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organizer, but was never a Marxist-Leninist poli-
tician. As the typical pragmatist, he knew how to
implement his non-Marxist views and adapt them
perfectly to each group that took power in China.
He was a poussah* who always managed to stay
on his feet, although he always rocked from the
entre to the right, but never to the left.

Chou En-lai was a pastmaster of unprinci-
pled compromises. He has supported and condemn-
ed Chiang Kai-shek, Kao Gang, Liu Shao-chih,
Teng Hsiao-ping, Mao Tsetung, Lin Piao, «The
Four», but he has never supported Lenin and
Stalin, Marxism-Leninism.

After liberation, as a result of the views and
stands of Mao Tsetung, Chou En-lai and others,
many waverings in all directions were observed
in the political line of the Party. The tendency
advocated by «Mao Tsetung thought » that the
bourgeois-democratic stage of the revolution had
to continue for a long time, was kept alive in
China. Mao Tsetung insisted that in this stage the
premises for socialism would be created parallel
with the development of capitalism, to which he
gave priority. Also linked with this, is his thesis
on the coexistence of socialism with the bour-
geoisie for a very long time, presenting this as
something beneficial both to socialism and to the
bourgeoisie. Replying to those who opposed such a

F •ench in the original (a popuiar type of Chinese doll).
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policy and who brought up the experience of the
October Socialist Revolution as an argument,
Mao Tsetung says: «The bourgeoisie in Russia was
a counterrevolutionary class, it rejected state cap-
italism at that time, organized slow-downs and
sabotage and even resorted to the gun. The Rus-
sian proletariat had no choice but to finish it off.
This infuriated the bourgeoisie in other countries,
and they became abusive. Here in China we have
been relatively moderate with our national bour-
geoisie who feel a little more comfortable and
believe they can also find some advantage»'.
According to Mao Tsetung such a policy has alleg-
edly improved China's reputation in the eyes of
the international bourgeoisie, but in reality it has
done great harm to socialism in China.

Mao Tsetung has presented his opportunist
stand towards the bourgeoisie as a creative im-
plementation of the teachings of Lenin on the New
Economic Policy (NEP). But there is a radical
difference between the teachings of Lenin and the
concept of Mao Tsetung on allowing unrestricted
capitalist production and maintaining bourgeois
relations in socialism. Lenin admits that the NEP
was a step back which allowed the development
of elements of capitalism for a certain time, but he
stressed:

* Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 5, p. 338 Peking, 1977
(French ed.).
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«. . there is nothing dangerous to the pro-
letarian state in this so long as the prole-
tariat keeps political power firm/y in its
hands, so long as it keeps transport and big
industry firm/y in its hands»'.

In fact, neither in 1949 nor in 1956, when
I\1Iao Tsetung advocated these things, did the pro-
letariat in China have political power or big indus-
try in its own hands.

Moreover, Lenin considered the NEP as a
temporary measure which was imposed by the
concrete conditions of Russia of that time, devas-
tated by the long civil war, and not as a universal
law of socialist construction. And the fact is that
one year after the proclamation of the NEP Lenin
stressed that the retreat was over, and launched
the slogan to prepare for the offensive against
private capital in the economy. Whereas in China,
the period of the preservation of capitalist pro-
duction was envisaged to last almost eternally.
According to Mao Tsetung's view, the order estab-
lished after liberation in China had to be a
bourgeois-democratic order, while the Communist
Party of China had to appear to be in power. Such
is «Mao Tsetung thought».

The transition from the bourgeois-democratic
revolution to the socialist revolution can be real-

* V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, vol. 32, p. 434 (Alb. ed.).
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ized only when the proletariat resolutely removes
the bourgeoisie from power and expropriates it.
As long as the working class in China shared
power with the bourgeoisie, as long as the bour-
geoisie preserved its privileges, the state power
that was established in China, could not be the
state power of the proletariat, and consequently,
the Chinese revolution could not grow into a so-
cialist revolution.

The Communist Party of China has maintain-
ed a benevolent opportunist stand towards the
exploiting classes, and Mao Tsetung has openlv
advocated the peaceful integration of capitalis't
elements into socialism. Mao Tsetung said: «Actu-ally all ultra-reactionaries of the world are ultra-
reactionaries, and they will remain such tomorrow
and the day after tomorrow, they will not remain
such unto death, and in the end they change. ..
Essentially, ul tra-reactionaries are die-hards but
not stable. . . It may happen that ultra-reactiona-
ries may change for the better. they come to see
their mistakes and change for the better. In short,
ultra-reactionaries do change»*.

In his desire to provide a theoretical basis
for this opportunist concept, and playing on the
<<transformation of the opposites», Mao Tsetung
said that through discussion, criticism and trans-
formation, antagonistic contradictions are trans-

* Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 3, p. 239 (Alb. ed.).
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formed into non-antagonistic contradictions, the
exploiting classes and the bourgeois intelligentsia
can turn into their opposite, that is, become revo-
lutionaries. «However, given the conditions of our
country,» Mao Tsetung wrote in 1956, «most of
the counterrevolutionaries will eventually change
to a greater or lesser extent. Thanks to the correct
policy we have adopted towards counterrevolu-
tionaries, many have been transformed into per-
sons no longer opposed to the revolution, and
a few have even done some good to it»*.

Proceeding from such anti-Marxist concepts,
according to which with the lapse of time the class
enemies will be corrected, he advocated class
conciliation with them and allowed them to con-
tinue to enrich themselves, to exploit, to speak, and
to act freely against the revolution. To justify this
capitulationist stand towards the class enemy, Mao
Tsetung wrote: «We have a lot to do now. It is
impossible to keep on hitting out at them day in
day out for the next fifty years. There are people
who refuse to correct their mistakes, they can
take them into their coffins when they go to see
the King of Hell»". Acting in practice according to
these views of conciliation with the enemies, the
state administration in China was left in the hands
of the old officials. Chiang Kai-shek's generals

* Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 5, p. 321, Peking, 1977
(French ed.).

** Ibid., p. 512.
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even became ministers. Indced, even Pu Yi, the
emperor of Manchu-kuo, the puppet emperor of
the Japanese occupiers, was protected very care-
f ully and turned into a museum piece so that dele-
gations could go to meet and talk with him and
see how such people were re-educated in «social-
ist» China. Besides other things, the aim of the
publicity given to this former puppet emperor was
to dispel even the fears of kings, chief tains, and
puppets of reaction in other countries, so that
they would think that Mao's «socialism» is fine
and have no reason to fear it.

Stands which do not smack of class struggle
have been adopted in China also towards those
feudal lords and capitalists, who have committed
innumerable crimes against the Chinese people.
Elevating such stands to theory and openly taking
counterrevolutionaries under his protection, Mao
Tsetung stated: «. we should kill none and
arrest very few. .. They are not to be arrested by
the public security bureaus, prosecuted by the
procuratorial organs or tried by the law courts.
Well over ninety out of every hundred of these
counterrevolutionaries should be dealt with in this
way»*. Reasoning as a sophist, Mao Tsetung says
that the execution of counterrevolutionaries does
no good, that such an action allegedly hinders

* Mao Tsetun g, Selected Works, vol. 5, p. 323, Peking, 1977

<French ed.).
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production, the scientific level of the country,
and will give us a bad name in the world, etc.,
that if one counterrcvolutionary is liquidated, «we
would have to compare his case with that of a
second, of a third, and so on, and then many heads
would begin to roll. .. once a head is chopped off
it can't be restored, nor can it grow again as chives
do, after being cut»*.

As a result of these anti-Marxist concepts
about contradictions, about classes, and their role
in revolution that «Mao Tsetung thought» advo-
cates, China never proceeded on the correct road
of socialist construction. It is not just the econ-
omic, political, ideological and social remnants of
the past that have survived and continue to exist
in Chinese society, but the exploiting classes
continue to exist there as classes, and still remain
in power. Not only does the bourgeoisie still
exist, but it also continues to gain income from
the property it has had. Capitalist rent has not
been abolished by law in China, because the
Chinese leadership has adhered to the strategy of
the bourgeois-democratic revoluticn formulated
in 1935 by Mao Tsetung, who said at that time:
«The labour laws of the people's republic. .. will
not prevent the national bourgeoisie from mak-
ing profits...»". In conformity with the «policy

* Mao Tsetung. Selected Works, vol. 5. p. 323, Peking, 1977
(French ed.).

** Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 1, p. 209 (Alb. ed.).
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of the equal right to land», the kulak stratum, in
the forms which have existed in China, has re-
tained great advantages and profits. Mao Tsetung
himself gave orders that the kulaks must not be
touched, because this might anger the national
bourgeoisie with which the Communist Party of
China had formed a common united front, polit-
ically, economically and organizationally*.

All these things show that «Mao Tsetung
thought» did not and could not guide China on
the genuine road to socialism. Indeed, as Chou
En-lai declared in 1949, when secretly applying to
the American government to help China, neither
Mao Tsetung nor his chief supporters were for the
socialist road. <<China,» wrote Chou En-lai, «is not
yet a communist country, and if the policy of Mao
Tsetung is implemented properly, it will not be-
come a comrnunist country for a long time»**.

In a demagogic way, Mao Tsetung and the
Communist Party of China have subordinated all
their declarations about the construction of the
socialist and communist society to their pragmatic
policy. Thus, in the years of the so-called great leap
forward, with the aim of throwing dust in the eyes
of the masses, who, emerging from the revolution,
aspired to socialism, they declared that within

Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 5, p. 22, Peking, 1977

(French ed.).

** -International Herald Tribune», August 14, 1978.
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2-3 five-year periods, they would pass directly
over to communism. Later, however, in order
to cover up their failures, they began to theo-
rize that the construction and triumph of social-
ism would require ten thousand years.

True, the Communist Party of China called
itself communist, but it developed in another di-
rection, on a chaotic liberal course, an opportunist
course and could not be a force capable of leading
the country towards socialism. The road it follow-
ed, and which was concretized even more clear-
ly after Mao's death, was not the road of so-
cialism, but the road of building a great bourgeois,
social-imperialist state.

As an anti-Marxist doctrine, «Mao Tsetung
thought» has substituted great state chauvinism
for proletarian internationalism.

From the very first steps of its activity, the
Communist Party of China displayed open natio-
nalist and chauvinist tendencies, which, as the
facts show, could not be eradicated during the
succeeding periods, either. Li Ta-chao, one of the
founders of the Communist Party of China, said,
«the Europeans think that the world belongs ex-
clusively to the whites and that they are the su-
oerior class. while the coloured peoples are in-
ferior. The Chinese people,» Li Ta-chao continues,
--must be ready to wage a class struggle against
the other races of the world, in which they will
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once again display their special national qualities.»
The Communist Party of China was imbued with
such views right from the beginning.

Such racist and nationalist views could not
have been eliminated completely from the mental-
ity of Mao Tsctung, let alone that of Liu and
Teng. In the report which he delivered to the
Central Committee of the Party in 1938, Mao Tse-
tung said, «Contemporary China has grown out of
the development of the China of the past . . .We
should sum up our history from Confucius to Sun
Yat-sen. .. and take over this valuable legacy.
This is important for guiding the great movement
of today»*.

Of course, every Marxist-Leninist party says
that it must base itself on the legacy of its own
people from the past, but it also bears in mind
that it must base itself not on everything inherited
but only on what is progressive. Communists reject
the reactionary legacy in the field of ideas, as well
as in any other field. The Chinese have been very
conservative, even xenophobic, in regard to their
old forms, content, and ideas. They preserved the
old as a treasure of great value. From the talks
we held with them, it turns out that the Chinese
placed little value on all the revolutionary exper-
ience of the world. To them only their own pol-
icy, their struggle against Chiang Kai-shek, their

* Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 2, pp. 250-251 (Alb. ed.).
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long march, the theory of Mao Tsetung, were of
value. As for the progressive values of other peo-
ples, the Chinese considered them of little or no
worth, indeed they did not take the trouble to
study them. Mao Tsetung proclaimed, «the
Chinese should cast aside the formulas created
by foreigners». But precisely which of these for-
mulas, he does not define. He has condemned «all
the cliches and dogmas borrowed from other
countries». Here the question arises: is the theory
of scientific socialism, which was not worked out
by the Chinese, also included in these «dogmas»
and «cliches» alien to China?.

The leadership of the Communist Party of
China considered Marxism-Leninism the monop-
oly of the Soviet Union, towards which Mao Tse-
tung and company nurtured chauvinist views,
great state views, and had, you might say, a sort
of bourgeois jealousy. They did not consider the
Soviet Union of the time of Lenin and Stalin the
great fatherland of the world proletariat, on
which proletarians of all the world had to rely in
order to carry out the revolution, and which they
had to defend with all their strength against the
furious onslaught of the bourgeoisie and imperial-
ism.

Decades ago, Mao Tsetung and Chou En-lai,
the two chief leaders of the Communist Party of
China, spoke and acted in opposition to the Sov-
iet Union which was lecl by Stalin. They even
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spoke against Stalin himself. Mao Tsetung accused
Stalin of subjectivism, saying. «he failed to see
the connection between the struggle of opposites
and the unity of opposites»*, that he allegedly
made «a number of mistakes in connection
with China. The 'Left adventurism' pursued by
Wang Ming in the Iatter part of the Second Re-
volutionary Civil War period and his Right
opportunism in the early days of the War of
Resistance Against Japan can both be traced to
Stalin»**, that Stalin's actions towards Yugoslavia
and Tito were wrong, etc.

Although for the sake of appearances Mao
Tsetung would now and then speak in defence of
Stalin, saying that he was only 30 percent bad, in
fact he mentioned only Stalin's mistakes. Mao's
statement at the Moscow Meeting of the commun-
ist and workers' parties in 1957, when he said,
«in Stalin's presence I felt like the pupil
before his teacher, whereas now that we meet
Khrushchev, we are like comrades, we are at
ease,» is not fortuitous. With this he publicly
hailed and approved Khrushchev's slanders against
Stalin and defended the Khrushchevite line.

Just as the other revisionists, Mao Tsetung
used the criticisms against Stalin in order to

* Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 5, p. 400, Peking, 1977
(French ed.).

** Ibid, p. 328.
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justify his deviation from the Marxist-Leninist
principles which Stalin consistently defended and
further enriched. With their attack against Stalin,
the Chinese revisionists intended to disparage his
work and authority, to raise Mao Tsetung's au-
thority to the rank of a world leader, a classic of
Marxism-Leninism, who allegedly has always
pursued a correct and infallible line! These criti-
cisms also expressed their accumulated discontent
against Stalin over the censure and criticisms he
and the Comintern made of the leadership of
the Communist Party of China and Mao Tsetung
over their failure to implement the principles of
Marxism-Leninism consistently on the leading role
of the proletariat in the revolution, proletarian
internationalism, the strategy and tactics of the
revolutionary struggle, etc. Mao Tsetung expres-
sed this discontent openly saying, «Stalin suspected
that ours was a victory of the Tito type, and in
1949 and 1950 his pressure on us was very strong
indeed»*. Likewise, during his talks with us here in
Tirana, Chou En-lai said, «Stalin suspected us of
being pro-American or that we might go the Yugo-
slav way». Time has proved that Stalin was
completely right. His forebodings about the Chi-
nese revolution and the ideas guiding it turned
out to be accurate.

The contradictions between the Communist
* Mao Tsetung, Selected Works, vol. 5. p. 323, Peking, 1977

(French ed.).
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Party of China, led by Mao Tsetung, and the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union, led by Stalin,
as well as those between the Communist Party of
China and the Comintern, were contradictions
over principles, over fundamental questions of re-
volutionary Marxist-Leninist strategy and tactics.
For instance, the Central Committee of the Com-
munist Party of China ignored the thesis of the
Comintern on the correct and consistent develop-
ment of the revolution in China, its orientation
about joint action of the working class in the
city and the liberation army, the theses of the
Comintern on the character and stages of the
Chinese revolution, etc. Mao Tsetung and the
other leaders of the Communist Party of China
have always spoken disparagingly of the delegates
from the Comintern to China, calling them «stu-
pid», «ignorant» people, who «did not know the
Chinese reality», etc. Regarding each country as
an «objective reality in itself», «closed to others»,
Mao Tsetung considered the assistance of the de-
legates from the Comintern unnecessary and simp-
ly impossible. In his speech to the Enlarged
Working Conference of the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of China in January 1962,
Mao Tsetung said: «China, as an objective world,
was known by the Chinese and not by the comra-
des from the Comintern who were engaged with
the question of China. These comrades from the
Comintern knew little or nothing, about Chinese
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society, the Chinese nation and the Chinese re-
volution. Thus why should these foreign comrades
be referred to here?»

When speaking about their successes, Mao
Tsetung leaves the Comintern out. Whereas for
the defeats and deviations of the Communist Par-
ty of China, for the failure to understand and
draw correct deductions from the situations
which developed in China, he casts the blame on
the Comintern and its representatives in China.
He and other Chinese leaders accuse the Comin-
tern of having allegedly impeded and complicated
things for them in the waging of a consistent
struggle for the seizure of power and the con -
struction of socialism in China. But the facts ol
the past and especially the present Chinese real-
ity confirm that the Comintern's decisions and
directives about China were correct in general,
and that the Communist Party of China did not
act on the basis and in the spirit of the principles
of Marxism-Leninism.

The consequences of the narrow nationalism
and big state chauvinism which characterize «Mao
Tsetung thought», that have been and are at the
basis of the activity of the Communist Party of
China, are also reflected in the stands towards,
and activity of that party in, the international
communist movement.

This is apparent concretely in the stand of
the Communist Party of China towards the new
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Marxist-Leninist parties which were created after
the Khrushchevites' betrayal. From the very start
the Chinese leadership had not the least confid-
ence in them. This view was expressed openly by
Keng Piao, the person in the Central Committee
of the Con-iMunist Party of China, who makes the
decisions on relations with the international com-
munist movement. He has said, «China does not
approve the creation of Marxist-Leninist parties
and does not want the represent,atives of these par-
ties to come to China. Their coming is a nuisance
to us but,» he stressed, «we can do nothing about
them, for we cannot send them away. We accept
them just as we accept the representatives of bour-
geois parties»*. Such a policy, which had nothing
in common with proletarian internationalism, was
followed at the time Mao Tsetung was alive, when
he was fully capable of thinking and directing.
hence it had his full approval.

contrary to the desires of the Chinese
leaders, these new Marxist-Leninist parties began
to grow strong, then they pursued another tactic,
the recognition of all new parties and every group
without exception and without any distinction,
provided only that they called themselves «Marx-ist parties», «revolutionary parties», «red guards»,

* From Keng Plao's conversation with comrades from our
Party in Peking, April 16, 1973, CPA.
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etc. The Party of Labour of Albania has criti-
cized this stand and tactic of the Communist
Party of China. The other genuine Marxist-
Leninist parties have done the same thing. Never-
theless, the revisionist Chinese leadership has
continued on the same course.

Later, in conformity with their pragmatic pol-
icy towards the newly formed parties and groups,
the Chinese leaders adopted differentiated atti-
tudes. They called the genuine Marxist-Leninist
parties their enemies, whereas the groups and
parties which opposed these parties, came to be
very dear to them. At present, the Chinese revi-
sionists not only maintain ties with these anti-
Marxist parties and groups, which laud «Mao
Tsetung thought» to the skies, but also invite their
representatives one by one to Peking, where they
work on them, give them financial assistance and
political and ideological instructions and brief
them on how to act against the Party of Labour
of Albania and the genuine Marxist-Leninist
parties. They require them to propagate «Mao
Tsetung thought», the theory of «three worlds»
and, in general, the foreign policy of China, to
create the cult of Hua Kuo-feng and Teng Hsiao-
ping and condemn «The Four». To the Chinese
revisionists, that party which meets these de-
mands is «Marxist-Leninist », while those parties
which oppose them are declared anti-Marxist, ad-
venturist, etc.
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A11 this shows that in their relations with
the Marxist-Leninist parties, the Chinese revision-
ist leaders have not implemented the Leninist
principles and norms which regulate relations be-
tween genuine communist parties. Like the Khru-
shchevite revisionists, proceeding from the anti-
Marxist concept of the <<mother party», they have
resorted to dictate, pressure and interferen-
ce in the internal affairs of the other parties, and
have never accepted comradely advice and sug-
gestions from sister parties. They have opposed
the multilateral meetings of Marxist-Leninist par-
ties, meetings to discuss the great problems of the
preparation and triumph of the revolution, the
fight against modern revisionism for the defence
of Marxism-Leninism, to exchange experience
and co-ordinate actions, etc. The reason for such
a stand, among other things, is that they have
been afraid to confront the genuine Marxist-
Leninists in multilateral meetings, because their
anti-Marxist and revisionist theories in the ser-
vice of world capital and of the strategy intended
to transform China into a superpower, would be
exposed and unmasked.

Another indication of the anti-Marxist essence
of «Mao Tsetung thought» is the relations the
Communist Party of China has maintained and
continues to maintain with many heterogenous
fascist, revisionist and other parties and groups.
Now it is striving to prepare the ground to infil-
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trate or build relations also with the old revision-
ist parties of various countries, as for example
those of Italy, France, Spain and the other coun-
tries of Europe, Latin America, etc. The Chinese
revisionists are attaching ever greater importance
to these relations because, ideologically, they are
all in line with the Communist Party of China,
regardless of the differences they have in tactics,
which depend on the nature, strength and power
of capitalism in each country.

The ties of the Communist Party of China with
these traditionally revisionist parties will grad-
ually be expanded, their actions will be concerted
while it will continue to use the small groups,
which call themselves -<<Marxist-Leninist » and
follow the Chinese line, to fight and disrupt the
existing genuine Marxist-Leninist parties, which
remain unwavering in their stand, as well as the
other parties which are being born or will be born.
With these actions the Chinese revisionists are
openly assisting capitalism, the social-democratic
and revisionist parties, sabotaging the outbreak
and triumph of the revolution and, especially,
the preparation of the subjective factor, the
strengthening of the genuine Marxist-Leninist
parties which will lead this revolution.

The Communist Party of China applied this
same tactic in its relations with the so-called
League of Communists of Yugoslavia, which has
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worked with all its might to split the international
communist movement and has fought socialism
and Marxism-Leninism relentlessly. The present
Chinese leaders want to march together with the
Yugoslav revisionists and co-ordinate their ac-
tions with them in the struggle against Marxism-
Leninism and all the Marxist-Leninist parties,
against the revolution, socialism and communism.

Mao Tsetung and the Communist Party of
China have maintained a pragmatic stand to-
wards Yugoslav revisionism and have made a
great evolution in their views about Tito and Ti-
toism. At first, Mao Tsetung said that Tito was
not wrong, but it was Stalin who had been wrong
about Tito. Then the same Mao Tsetung ranks
Tito with Hit]er and Chiang Kai-shek and says
that «such people... as Tito, Hitler, Chiang Kai-
shek and the Czar cannot be corrected, they
should be killed». However, he changed his stand
again and expressed his great desire to meet
Tito. Tito himself declared recently: «I was
invited to China when Mao Tsetung was alive.
During the visit of the Chairman of the Federal
Executive Veche, Djemal Biyedich, to China, at
that time, Mao Tsetung expressed to him his de-
sire that I should visit China. Chairman Hua Kuo-
feng also told me that, five years ago, Mao Tse-
tung said that he should have invited me for a
visit, stressing that in 1948, too, Yugoslavia was
in the right, a thing which he (Mao Tsetung) had
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declared even then, to a narrow circle. But, tak-
ing into consideration the relations between Chi-
na and the Soviet Union at that time, this was not
said publicly»*.

The revisionist leadership of China is loyally
carrying out this	 of Mao Tsetung. Hua
Kuo-feng seized the opportunity of Tito's visit to
China, and especially of his own visit to Yugosla-
via, to eulogize Tito, to present him as a
guished Marxist-Leninist », a «great leader» not
only of Yugosiavia but also of the international
communist movement. In this way the Chinese
leadership also openly endorsed all the attacks of
the Titoites on Stalin and the Bolshevik Party,
on the Party of Labour of Albania, the inter-
national communist movernent and Marxism-
Leninism.

The close political and ideological relations of
the Chinese revisionists with the Titoites, <<Euro-
communists», like Carrillo and company, the back-
ing they give the anti-Marxist, Trotskyite, anarch-
ist and social-democratic parties and groups, show
that the Chinese leaders, inspired and guided
by «Mao Tsetung thought», are setting up a
common ideological front with the renegades
from Marxism-Leninism, against the revolution,
against the interests of 	 the peoples' liberation

* From Tito's speech at the meeting of activists of the SR.

of Slovenia, September 8, 1978.
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struggle. That is why all the enemies of commun-
ism are rejoicing over the Chinese «theories», be-
cause they see that «Mao Tsetung thought», the
Chinese policy, are directed against the revolu-
tion and socialism.

These questions which we have analysed do
not cover all the anti-Marxist and anti-Leninist
content of «Mao Tsetung thought». However, they
are sufficient to permit the conclusion that Mao
Tsetung was not a Marxist-Leninist, but a pro-
gressive revolutionary democrat, who remained
for a long time at the head of the Chinese Com-
munist Party and played an important role in the
triumph of the Chinese democratic anti-imperialist
revolution. Within China, in the ranks of the
party, among the people and outside China. he
built up his reputation as a great Marxist-Leninist
and he himself posed as a communist, as a Marxist-
Leninist dialectician. But this was not so. He
was an eclectic who combined some elements of
Marxist dialectics with idealism, with bour-
geois and revisionist philosophy, indeed, even
with ancient Chinese philosophy. Therefore, the
views of Mao Tsetung must be studied not only
in the arranged phrases of some of his published
works, but in their entirety, in their practical
application, while also considering the practical
consequences they have brought about.

In appraising «Mao Tsetung thought» it is
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also important to bear in mind the concrete his-
torical conditions under which it was formed. Mao
Tsetung's ideas were developed at the time of the
decay of capitalism, that is, at the time when pro-
letarian revolutions are on the agenda and when
the example of the great October Socialist Revo-
lution, the great teachings of Marx, Engels, Lenin
and Stalin have become an unerring guide for the
proletariat and the revolutionary peoples of the
world. The theory of Mao Tsetung, «Mao Tsetung
thought » , which was born in these new condi-
tions, had to try to deck itself out, as it did. in the
garb of the most revolutionary and scientific
theory of the time, Marxism-Leninism, but in es-
sence it remained a «theory» opposed to the cause
of the proletarian revolution and which cornes to
the rescue of imperialism in crisis and decay.
Therefore, we say that Mao Tsetung and «Mao
Tsetung thought» are anti-Marxist.

When one talks of «Mao Tsetung thought»
it is difficult to discern a single clear line in it,
since, as we said at the beginning, it is an amal-
gam of ideologies, from anarchism, Trotsky-
ism, modern revisionism a la Tito, a la Krush-
chev, a la «Eurocommunist», and down to the use
of some Marxist phrases. In all this amalgam the
old ideas of Confucius, Mencius, and the other
Chinese philosophers, who have directly influ-
enced the formation of the ideas of Mao Tsetung,
his cultural and theoretical developme nt, also oc-

29 - 115
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cupy an honoured place. Even those aspects of Mao
Tsetung's views which come out in the form of a
distorted Marxism-Leninism bear the seal and
features of a certain «Asiocommunism» with
heavy doses of nationalism, xenophobia and even
Buddhist religion, and were bound to come into
open opposition with Marxism-Leninism even-tually.

The revisionist group of Hua Kuo-feng and
Teng Hsiao-ping, which is ruling in China to-
day, has «Mao-Tsetung thought» as the theore-
tical basis and ideological platform for its reac-
tionary policy and activity.

In order to strengthen its shaky positions, the
group around Hua Kuo-feng and Yeh Chien-yi,
which came to power, unfurled the banner of Mao
Tsetung. Under this banner it condemned the
Tien An Men demonstration and liquidated Teng
Hsiao-ping, to whom they attached the label of
the revisionist, which he deserved. Under this
banner this group seized power in a putsch and
smashed «The Four». However, the chaos which
has always characterized China, continued at an
even greater intensity. This troubled situation
brought Teng Hsiao-ping to the fore and imposed
his return to power, and he set out again on his
course of right extremism with fascist methods.

Teng's objective was to strengthen the posi-
tions of his own group, to follow his undisguised
course of alliance with American imperialism
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and the reactionary world bourgeoisie. Teng
Hsiao-ping brought out the program of the «four
modernizations», put an end to the Cultural Rev-
olution, liquidated all that mass of cadres pro-
moted to the organs of state power, the party and
the army by this revolution, and replaced them
with the men of the blackest reaction, who have
been exposed and condemned in the past.

Now we are witnessing a period which is
characterized by the big character posters against
Mao Tsetung with which Teng Hsiao-ping's fol-
lowers are decorating the walls of Peking. It is the
period of «revenge» which has two aims: first, to
liquidate the «prestige» of Mao and eliminate the
obstacle of Hua Kuo-feng and, second, to make
Teng Hsiao-ping an all-powerful fascist dictator
and to rehabilitate Liu Shao-chi.

Against this background of reactionary ma-
noeuvres there are those in China, as well as a-
broad, who draw a comparison betwen Teng Hsiao-
ping's struggle against Mao, who was never a
Marxist-Leninist, and the crime of Khrushchev,
who threw mud at Stalin, who was and remains
a great Marxist-Leninist. No one, however little
the brain in his head, can accept such an analogy.

The most correct comparison possible is that,
just as Brezhnev and the revisionist group around
him toppled Khrushchev, now, the Chinese Brezh-
nev, Teng Hsiao-ping, is toppling the Chinese
Khrushchev, Mao Tsetung, from his pedestal.
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This whole business is a revisionist game, a
struggle for personal power. It has always been so
in China. There is nothing Marxist about it. Only
the Chinese working class and a true Marxist-
Leninist party purged of «Mao Tsetung thought»,
«Teng Hsiao-ping thought», and all other such
anti-Marxist, revisionist, bourgeois thoughts. will
correct this situation. It is the ideas of Marx. En-
gels, Lenin and Stalin which can rescue China
from this situation through a genuine proletarian
revolution.

But we are confident that one day Marxism-
Leninism and the proletarian revolution in China
will triumph and the enemies of the Chinese pro-
letariat and people will be defeated. Of course,
such a thing will not be attained without a fight
and bloodshed. because it will take many efforts
to form the Marxist-Leninist revolutionary party
in China. the leader indispensable to victory over
the traitors and the triumph of socialism.

We are convinced that the fraternal Chinese
people, the genuine Chinese revolutionaries will
free themselves from illusions and myths. They
will come to understand politically and ideologi-
cally that in the leadership of the Communist Par-
ty of China there are no Marxist-Leninist revo-
lutionaries, but men of the bourgeoisie, of capi-
talism, who are pursuing a course which has no
connection with socialism and communism. But,
for the masses and the revolutionaries to under-
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stand this, it is necessary that they realize that
-,<Mao Tsetung thought» is not Marxism-Leninism,
and that Mao Tsetung was not a Marxist-Leninist.
The criticism we Marxist-Leninists make of -Mao
Tsetung thought» has nothing in common with the
attacks which are aimed at Mao Tsetung by the
group around Teng Hsiao-ping in the struggle it
is waging for power.

By speaking out openly and frankly about
these questions, we Albanian communists are
fulfilling our duty in defence of Marxism-Lenin-
ism, and at the same time, as internationalists, also
helping the Chinese people and revolutionaries to
find the correct path in these dif ficult situations
they are going through.



THE DEFENCE OF MARXISM-LENINISM —
A MAJOR, DUTY FOR ALL GENUINE

REVOLUTIONARIES

The present international situation is turbu-
lent, the crisis in the capitalist-revisionist countries
is getting worse, the aggressive policy of the su-perpowers more and more each day is creating
new great dangers for the freedom and independ-
ence of the peoples and the general peace. The
bourgeois and Khrushchevite, Titoite, « Eurocom-
munist» revisionist theories and, together with
them, the Chinese theories. too, are part and par-
cel of the great strategic plan of imperialism and
modern revisionism to destroy socialism and
strangle the revolution.

In these conditions, the defence of Marxism-
Leninism and the principles of proletarian inter-
nationalism, a consistent revolutionary stand to-
wards the major world problems, today consti-
tute a fundamental task for our Party, as well as
for all genuine Marxist-Leninists. Our just strug-
gle must build up the confidence of the peoples
and progressive mankind in the triumph of the
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cause of the revolution, socialism and the libera-
tion of the peoples. Our Party is on the correct
road and it will triumph because the revolution-
a.ries and the peoples of the ',vorld, and the Marx-
ist-Leninist truth are on its side.

The Marxist-Leninists and the revolution-
aries throughout the world see that the Party of
Labour of Albania defends Marxism-Leninism
when the others attack it, that it defends the prin-
ciples of proletarian internationalism when the
various revisionists have thrown these principles
overboard. They see that in its stands the Party of
Labour of Albania not only proceeds from the in-
terests of its own country, but also expresses and
represents very great interests, near and dear to
the entire proletariat, the interests of genuine so-
cialism, the interests of all those who base them-
selves on and are guided by Marxism-Leninism
for the revolutionary transformation of the world.

At the same time, we notice that the policy
China is following in its relations with US impe-
rialism as well as with Soviet social-imperialism,
is arousing doubts, discontent and constant criti-
cism everywhere, especially in the countries of
the so-called third world. This is natural, because
the honest people in these countries see that the
Chinese policy is not correct, that it is a policy
which supports an imperialism which is oppres-
sing them, that much of what the Chinese leaders
preach does not conform to their deeds and the
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concrete reality. The peoples see that China is fol-
lowing a social-imperialist policy which threatens
their interests.

In this direction, too, our Party is also making its
modest contribution. The peoples trust it because
it speaks the truth, and the truth has its source
in the Marxist-Leninist theory which has been
concretely applied in Albania. The development
of our country, its liberation wars, its social, eco-
nomic, political and spiritual situation in the past,
have much in common with many countries of
the world which have suffered or are suffering
the savage oppression of internal rulers and for-
eign imperialist rulers. The experience accumu-
lated by our Party in the seizure of power by the
people, in the establishment of the dictatorship
of the proletariat and the construction of social-
ism is a concrete example and aid to these peo-
ples. The victories and successes achieved in the
People's Socialist Republic of Albania have their
basis in the Marxist-Leninist theory, by which it
is inspired and which the Party of Labour of Al-
bania applies in practice.

Apart from lackeys and ultra-reactionaries,
no one is directly defending the bankrupt Chi-
nese theory of «three worlds». The policy of rap-
prochement of the Chinese with US imperialism
revives the spectres of imperialist wars which no-
body wants to see, deepens the colonial and neo-
colonial darkness which nobody can endure, and
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supports the capitalist exploitation which every-
one wants to get rid of.

The Party of Labour of Albania has fought,
is fighting and will always fight resolutely in
defence of the purity of Marxist-Leninist ideas.
It is and will always be against all those who strive
to distort them and replace them with bour-
geois, revisionist, counterrevolution ary ideas. Our
Party is a proletarian party, a Marxist-Leninist
party, an active participant in the world revolu-
tion, for which it is determined to make any sac-
rifice, just as it has done up till now. There is no
force that can make our Party deviate from this
fully internationalist, glorious and honourable
course. There is no force which can intimidate or
conquer it. Our Party cannot reconcile itself to
any kind of opportunism, to any kind of deviation
from Marxism-Leninism, to any distortion of it.
It will fight with determination against Chinese
revisionism, too, just as against revisionism of
any other kind.

Ours is a Marxist-Leninist party, and because
we are such a party, we must not be afraid to
speak the truth openly. Our Party is small in re-
gard to the number of members in its ranks, but
it is a Party toughened in many battles. It has al-
ways had the courage to state matters openly in
defence of the purity of Marxism-Leninism, the
revolution and socialism. The facts show that our
fight against Chinese revisionism is correct, that
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it is essential, therefore it is approved and sup-
ported by the genuine Marxist-Leninists and rev-
olutionaries.

A true revolutionary party, as our Party is,
does not renounce its principled standpoints in
any instance. We cannot retreat just because
others might consider courage, the virtue of our
Party, conceit. The Party has not taught its
members to be conceited, but it has taught them
to be always resolute and just and stern against
the class enemy. On these questions there is no
room for discussion about whether the party is
big or small.

The communists, the genuine revolutionaries,
the Marxist-Leninists must thoroughly under-
stand how the situations are developing in the
world today. They do not develop in a stereo-
typed form. If the teachings of Marx, Engels, Lenin
and Stalin. the experience of the revolutionary
struggle of the world proletariat and the experi-
ence of every genuine Marxist-Leninist party are
studied, understood and assimilated properly,
then these situations which are developing can
be properly understood and the revolution will
be given a powerful boost.

We Albanian communists must understand
well that it is absolutely necessary to master
Marxism-Leninism. The capitalist-revisionist en-
circlement and the pressure it exerts on us must
never be underrated. We must not be foolishly
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overconfident in our understanding of these ques-
tions and in the real fight we must wage against
the enemies surrounding us.

The revolution has run into rocks and there
are more ahead which must be blown up with ex-
plosives. Some must be blown up directly, some
must be broken down piecemeal, while some
others must be outflanked and then given the fin-
ishing blow. This is what understanding the
strategy and tactics of the revolution means. In
order to create confidence in the victory of the
revolution, it is essential to organize the broad
masses of the people, to make the proletariat
conscious of the unwavering leadership of its gen-
uine Marxist-Leninist party, because otherwise
it may become involved in adventurist actions
and compromise the victory of the revolution.
The communists and the oppressed masses of
the people have to realize that imperialism and
world capitalism have great experience in op-
pressing the masses, in organizing the counter-
revolution. Therefore, the tactics and strategy of
the enemies. too. must be understood and coped
with, because our ideology, our policy, our strat-
egy and tactics are more powerful than any en-
emy, for they serve a just cause, the cause of com-
mun ism.

Now for our Party, as well as for all the
Marxist-Leninist parties in the world. the struggle
against Chinese revisionism should be given the
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greatest attention. This is an important question,
but this does not mean that while dealing with it,
we are permitted to forget Soviet revisio•ism, Ti-
toite revisionism, or ‹<Eurocommunism», which are
very dangerous variants of modern revisionism.
In regard to their tactics and strategy, all these
anti-Marxist trends, regardless of the differences
in their forms of struggle, are on the one course,
have the same objective, and are waging the same
struggle.

For all these reasons, we must never divert
our attention either from the struggle which
must be waged against American imperialism and
all the reactionary capitalist bourgeoisie of the
world or from the struggle against the Soviet,
Yugoslav, Chinese, and other shades of revision-
ism. Despite all the contradictions they have
among themselves, all these enemies are linked
by the one cord — the fight against the revolu-
tion, against the Marxist-Leninist parties and their
unity, against the general organization of the pro-
letariat and the entire working masses in order
to launch themselves into revolution.

The struggle against modern revisionism,
and especially against Soviet, Titoite and Chinese
revisionism, is not an easy matter. On the con-
trary, this struggle is and will be stern and pro-
tracted. For it to be waged successfully, for victo-
ries to be gained step by step, the communists,
the cadres, the intelligentsia and all the working



IMPERIALISM AND THE REVOLUTION
	

461

masses of our country must be imbued with the
ideology of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin and
must also study the rich experience of our Party
in the struggle against modern revisionism. Only
in this way will we be able to overcome the ob-
stacles and emerge unscathed from the great host-
ile forest with all its thorns.

As always, our Party of Labour must main-
tain clear, resolute, bold stands on the correct
Marxist-Leninist line. This line of our Party, with
its clearly defined objectives, will help to expose
American imperialism, Soviet social-imperialism,
as well as Chinese social-imperialism, and to wage
the merciless struggle against them successfully.

The task of our Party, and of all the genuine
communists of the world, is to fight with dedica-
tion to defend our Marxist-Leninist theory and
cleanse it of all the distortions which the bour-
geoisie, the modern revisionists and all opportu-
nists and traitors make of it.

Marxism-Leninism is the triumphant ideolo-
gy. He who embraces, defends and develops it,
is a member of the glorious army of the revolu-
tion, of that great and invincible army of genu-
ine communists, who are leading the proletariat
and all the oppressed to transform the world, to
destroy capitalism and to build the new world, the
socialist world.
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