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Analysing the present international situation and
the revolutionary processes developing in it, comrade
Enver Hoxha declared at the 7th Congress of the
PLA: «The world is at a stage when the cause of
the revolution and national liberation of the peoples
is not just an aspiration and a future prospect, but a
problem taken up for solution.» (E. Hoxha, Report at
the 7th Congress of the PLA, p. 139).

This important principled thesis is based on the
Leninist analysis of imperialism, on the definition
given by Lenin of the essence of the present histo-
rical epoch, and is inspired by the historic mission
of the proletariat to liberate itself and all mankind
from any exploitation of man by man, from the capi-
talist system. It proceeds from a concrete Marxist-
Leninist analysis of the major contradictions of our
time. The thesis of the 7th Congress of the Party is
a reconfirmation of the Marxist-Leninist strategy of
the revolution in the present conditions,
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In his brilliant works on imperialism, V. 1. Lenin
arrived at the conclusion that imperialism is capital-

ism in decline and decay, the final phase of capitalism
and the eve of the social revolution of the proletariat.
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Analysing the phenomena which characterise impe-
rialism, he wrote: «... ali these factors transform the
present stage of capitalist development into an era of
proletarian socialist revolution,

That era has dawned.

Objective conditions make it the urgent task of
the day to prepare the proletariat in every way for
the conquest of political power in order to carry out
the economic and political measures which are the
sum and substance of the socialist revolution.
(V. 1. Lenin, Works, vol. 24, p. 506, Alb. ed.).

In defining the present epoch, Lenin proceeded
from the class criterion. He said that it is important
to keep well in mind «which class stands at the hub
of one epoch or another, determining its main con-
tent, the main direction of its development, the niain
characteristies of the historical situation in that epoch,
eteor. (V. I Lenin, Works, Vol. 21, p. 147, Alb. ed)).
Defining the fundamental content of the new historic
epoch, as epoch of imperialism and the proletarian
revolutions, he remained consistently loyal to the
teachings of Marx about the historic mission of the
proletariat as the new social force which will carry
out the revolutionary overthrow of the capitalist
society of oppression and exploitation and build the
new society, the classless communist society.

«The Communist Manifesto» of Marx and Engels
and their call «Workers of all countries, unite!» came
out to anncunce that the fundamental contradiction
of human society was now that between labour and
capital, and the proletariat was called on to resolve it
by revolution. With his analysis of imperialism, Lenin
showed that the contradictions of capitalist society
have reached their culmination and that the world has
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entered the period of proletarian revolulions and the
triumph of socialism. _

The great October Socialist Revolutiorn_ copflrmed
the brilliant conclusions of Marx and Le_mn in prac-
tice. After the death of Lenin, too, the international
cormmunist movement resolutely adhered to hls teach-
ings about the present epoch, adhered tc_) 1}13 revolu-
tionary strategy. The triumph of the soc1a1'1st revolu-
tion in a number of other countries confirmed that
the Leninist thesis on the present epoch, as the epoch
of the transition from capitalism to socialism, reflects
the fundamental law of the development of present
day human society. The collapse of the colonial sys-
tem, the winning of political independence by the
overwhelming majority of the couniries of Asia,
Africa, etc., is another confirmation of the Leninist
theory on the epoch and the revolution. The fact that
the teachings of Marxism-Leninism and the revoiu-
tion were betrayed in the Soviet Union and a number
of former socialist countries does not alter the Leninist
thesis on the character of the present epoch in the
least, because this is nothing but a zigzag in the course
of the inevitable vietory of socialism over capitalism
on a world scale.

The Party of Labour of Albania has always con-
sistently upheld these Marxist-Leninist conclusions.
Comrade Enver Hoxha has said: «The fundamental
features of our epoch, as the epoch of the transition
from capitalism to socialism, of the struggle of twe
opposing social systems, as the epoch of the proleta-
rian and national-liberation revolutions, of the
collapse of imperialism and the liquidation of the
colonial system, as the epoch of the triumph of social-
ism and communism on a world scale, are becoming
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more pronounced and more clearly obvious each day»
(E. Hoxha, Report at the 5th Congress of the PLA,
p. 5).

The Marxist-Leninists have always based their
definition of the present epoch and their revolutio-
nary strategy on the amalysis of the major social
contradietions which characterise this epoch. What
are these contradictions? Following the triumph of
the Socialist Revolution in Russia, Lenin and Stalin
spoke about 4 such contradictions: the contradiction
between two opposing systems — socialist and capital-
ist, the contradiction between labour and capital in the
capitalist countries, the contradiction between the
oppressed peoples and nations and imperialism, the
contradictions between imperialist powers, These are
the contradictions which constitute the objective
basis of the development of the present-day revolu-
tionary movements, which in their entirety, constitute
the great process of the world revolution in our
epoch. All present-day world development confirms
that since the time of Lenin these contradictions have
not waned and disappeared but have become more
acute and are more clearly obvious than ever befora,
Therefore, the recognition and admission of the exis-
tence of these contradictions constitute the basis for
defining a correct revolutionary strategy.

On the contrary, to deny the existence of these
contradictions, to hide them, to ignore one or the
other contradiction, to distort their real content, as
various revisionists and opportunists are doing, causes
confusion and disorientation in the revolutionary
movement, serves as a basis for building up and
advocating distorted, pseudo-revolutionary strategy-
and tactics. :
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At present, there is a great deal of tatk about the:
division of the world into the socalled the «firsts, :
«second» and «third» worlds, about the «non-aligned -
world», the world of the «developing countries», the.
«North» and «South» world, etc. Each of the supporters:
of these divisions presents his own «theory» as the most
correct strategy, which allegedly responds to the:
real conditions of the present international situation..
But as comrade Enver Hoxha stressed at the 7th.
Congress, «All these terms, which refer to various
political forces acting in the world today, cover up
and do not bring out the class character of these
politieal forces, the fundamental contradictions ef our
epoch, the key problem which is predominant today
on a national and international scale, the ruthless
struggle between the bourgeois-imperialist world on:
the one hand, and socialism, the world proletariat
and its natural allies, on the other» (E. Hoxha, Report
at the 7th Congress of the PLA, p. 173). .

When Marxist-Leninists speak about the world
and various countries and classify them, their judge-
ment is according to the principles of dialectical and
historical materialism. They judge, first and fore-
most, from the social-economic order existing in
various countries, they judge according to the prole-:
farian class eriterion. Precisely from this angle:
V. L Lenin in 1921, that is, when only one socialist-
couniry existed in the world, Soviet Russia, wrote:
«In the world today there exist two worlds: the old:
world of capitalism that is in a state of confusion but
which will never surrender voluntarily, and the rising -
new world, which is still very weak, but which will
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grow, for it is invincible» (V. I. Lenin, Works, vol. 33,
pp. 153-154, Alb. ed.). On his part, J. V. Stalin, in
his well-known article «The Two Camps~ published
in 1919, also stressed: «The world has been divided
definitely and finally into two camps: the camp of
imperialism and the camp of socialism. ., The struggle
between these two camps constitutes the pivot of all
life in our time, it characterises all the present inter-
nal and external policies of advocates of the old and
new world~, (J. V. Stalin, Works, vol. 4, p. 226
Alb. ed)).

The view of our Party is that today, too, we
should speak about the socialist world, as Lenin and
Stalin did, that the Leninist criterion is always correct,
as Leninism itself is vital and correct. The argument
of the theoreticians of the «three worlds», the «non-
aligned world», etc., who have eliminated the exis-
tence of socialism from their schemes, referring to
the fact of the restoration of capitalism in the Soviet
Union and some other former socialist countries,
hence the disintegration of the socialist camp, is
without foundation. It is in complete opposition to
the Leninist teachings and the class criterion.

The revisionist betrayal, the return of the Soviet
Union and a number of former socialist countries to
capitalism, the spreading of modern revisionism
widely in the international communist and workers’
movement and the splitting of this movement were
a heavy blow to the cause of the revolution and
secialtism. But this by no means implies that socialism
was liquidated as a system and that the criterion of
the division of the world in two opposing systems
must be changed, that the contradiction between
socialism and capitalism no longer exists today. Social-
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ism exists and is advancing in the true socialist coun-
tries which stand loyal to Marxism-Leninism, such
as the People’s Socialist Republic of Albania. Hence
the socialist system, as a system which is opposed to
the capitalist system, exists objectively, just as the
contradiction and the life-and-death struggle between
it and capitalistn exists.

By ignoring socialism as a social - system, the
socalled «theory of three worlds> ignores the greatest
historic victory of the international proletariat, igno-
res the fundamental contradiction of the time, tha?
between sccialism and capitalism, It is clear that such
a «theory», which ignores socialism, is anti-Leninist;
it leads to the weakening of the dictatorship of the
proletariat in the countries where socialism is being
built, while calling on the world proletariat not to
fight, not to rise in socialist revolution, and this is
not to be wondered at: departure from the proletarian
class criteria in assessing the situation can lead only
to conclusions in opposition to the interesis of the
revolution and the proletariat.

In his works, Lenin, as the great and consistent
Marxist that he was, often analysed the capitalist
world and the relationship of forces within it. This
he did, always to serve the revolution to define the
tasks facing the proletariat, the tasks of the commun-~
ist parties, the tasks of the first socialist state
towards the world proletarian revolution, to show
who were the genuine allies of the revolution and
who were its enemies.

Lenin gives us a brilliant example in this dxrec—
tion in his theses and reports at the 2nd Congress
of the Communist International in 1920: «The revo-
lutionary parties must now ’prove’ in practice that
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they have sufficient understanding and organisation,
contact with the exploited masses, and determination
and skill to utilise this crisis for a suecessful, a victo-
rious revolution.

It is mainly to prepare this ’proof’ that we have
gathered at this Congress of the Communist Inter-
national.» (V. I, Lenin, Works, vol. 31, p. 280, Alb. ed.).

However, the socalled theory of «three worlds-
does not lay down any tasks for the revolution, on
the contrary it «forgets» this. In the scheme of the
«three worlds», the fundamental contradiction be-
tween the proletariat and the bourgeoisie does not
exist. Apart from this, another thing that strikes the
eye, in this division of the world, is its non-class view
of what is called the «third world», its ignoring of
classes and the class struggle, its treatment of coun-
tries which this theory includes in this world, the
regimes which dominate there and various political
forces which operate within it as a single entity. It
ignores the contradiction between the oppressed
peoples and the reactionary and pro-imperialist forces
of their own countries.

It is well-known that in the countries exploited
by imperialism, in the countries of Asia, Africa and
Latin America, the freedom-loving peoples are waging
a stern struggle for freedom, independence and natio-
nal sovereignty, against old and new colonialism. This
is a just, revolutionary and liberation struggle, which
enjoys the unreserved support of the Marxist-Leni-
nists in the true socialist countries, of the world pro-
letariat, of all progressive forces. This struggle is
directed — and cannot fail to be directed, against
a number of enemies: against the imperialist oppres-
sors, and first and foremost against the two super-
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powers, as the biggest exploiters and international
gendarmes, the most dangerous enemies of all peoples
of the world; against the local reactionary bourgeoisie, .
linked by one thousand and one threads with the
foreign imperialists, with this or that superpower,
with the international monopolies, which is an enemy
of the national freedom and independence; against the
still pronounced remnamts of feudalism, which rely
on the foreign imperialists and are united with the
reactionary bourgeoisie against the people’s revolu-
tion; against the reactionary and fascist regimes,
representatives and defenders of the domination of
these three enemies.

Therefore it is absurd to pretend that one must
fight only against the external imperialist enemies
without, at the same time, fighting and attacking the
internal enemies, the allies and collaborators of
imperialism, and all those factors which hinder this
struggle. To this day there has never been any libera-
tion struggle, no national-democratic and anti-impe-
rialist revolution has taken place, without having
internal enemies, reactionaries and traitors, sold-out
anti-national elements. All strata of the bourgeoisie
without exception, including the compradore bour-
geoisie, cannot be identified as anti-imperialist forces,
as a basis and factors which carry forward the
struggle against imperialism, as the socalled theory
of the «three worlds» does. To follow this «theory»
means to divert the revolutionary movement from the
right road, to abandon the revolution halfway, to:
separate it from the prolefarian revolution in the other
countries, to set the struggle of the peoples and the
proletariat of those countries on an anti-Marxist. and
revisionist course.
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Marxism-Leninism teaches us that the national
question must always be seen as subsidiary to the
cause of the revolution. From this standpoint, the
Marxist-Leninists support every movement which is
effectively directed against imperislism and serves
the general cause of the world proletarian revolution,
Lenin stressed: «The significance of this change is
that we, as Communists, should and will support
bourgeois-liberation movements in the colonies only
when they are genuinely revelutionary, and when
their exponents do not hinder our work of educating
and organising in a revolutionary spirit the peasantry
and the masses of the exploited. If these conditions
do not exist, the Communists in these couniries must
combat the reformist bourgeoisie, to whom the heraes
of the Second International also belong» (V. I. Lenin,
Works, vol. 31, pp, 266-267, Alb. ed)).

Meanwhile, the advocates of the thesis of the
«third world» call liberation movement, moreover
even «main force in the struggle against imperialism»,
even the bargaining of the King of Saudi Ara-
bia or the Shah of Iran with US oil monopolies,
and their arms transactions with the Pentagon, invol-
ving billions upon billions of dollars. According to
this logic, the oil sheiks, who deposit their oil money
in the banks of Wallstreet and the City, are allegedly
fighters against imperialism and supporters of the
people’s struggle which is directed against imperialist
domination, while the US imperialists, who sell wea-
pons to the reactionary oppressive regimes of these
sheiks, are allegedly supplying them to the «patriotic
forces~ which are fighting to oust the imperialists
from the «golden sands» of Arabia and Persial

The facts prove that today, the democratic and
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anti-imperialist liberation revolution can also be
waged consistently and carried through to the end
only if it is led by the proletariat, with its party at
the head, and in alliance with the broad masses of
the peasantry and the other anti-imperialist and
patriotic forces. As early as 1905, in his book «Two
Tactics» Lenin proved with profound arguments that
in the conditions of imperialism the characteristic of
the democratic-bourgeois revolutions is that the force
most interested in carrying these revolutions forward
is not the bourgeoisie, which vacillates and has the
tendency to unite with the reactionary feudal forces
against the revolutionary drive of the masses, but the
proletariat, wiich considers the democratic-bourgeois
revolution as an intermediary stage for the transition
to the socialist revolution. And the same thing must
be said about the national liberation movements of
our time. J. V. Stalin stressed that following the
October Revolution, «the epoch of the Liberation revo-
lutions in the colonies and dependent countries, the
epoch of the awakening of the proletariat of
those countries, the epoch of its hegemony in
the revolution bhegan» (J. V. Stalin, Works, vol. 10,
pp. 237-238, Alb. ed.).

These Leninist teachings assume a special value
and importance in the present conditions. Today two
tendencies have developed in the world and are acting
with a great force, tendencies to which Lenin has
drawn our attention: on the one hand, the tendency
to the breaking of the national boundaries and the
Internationalisation of economic and political life on
the part of the capitalist monopolies; on the other, the
tendency to the sirengthening of the struggle for
national independence on the part of various coun-
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tries. Thus, in connection with the first tendency, in
many countries liberated from colonialism, the ties
of the local bourgeoisie with foreign imperialist capi-
tal have not only been preserved, but are being
‘strengthened and extended in many neo-colonialist
forms, such as the multinational companies, various
economic and financial mergers, and so on and so
forth. This bourgeoisie, which occupies key positions
in the economic and political life of these countries,
‘and which is growing, is a pro-imperialist force
and enemy of the revolutionary and liberation mo-
vement.

As for the other tendency, that to the strengthen-
ing of the national independence against imperial-
ism in the former colonial countries, it is linked,
first of all and mainly, with the increase of the pro-
letariat in those countries. Thus, ever more favoura-
ble conditions are being created for the broad and
consistent development of the anti-imperialist and
democratic revolutions, for the proletariat to lead
them, and as a result, for their transition to a higher
stage, to the struggle for socialism.

The Marxist-Leninists do not confuse the fervent
liberation, revolutionary and socialist aspirations and
desires of the peoples and the proletariat of the coun-
tries of the socalled «third world» with the aims and
policy of the oppressive compradore bourgeoisie of
those’ countries. They know that in the countries of
‘Asia, Africa and Latin America, there are sound pro-
gressive currents in the ranks of the peoples, which
will certainly carry their revolutionary struggle for-
ward to the victory.

But to speak in general terms about the socalled
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«third world» as the main force of the struggle
against imperialism and the revolution, as the
supporters of the theory of the «three worlds» are
doing, without making any distinction between the
genuine anti-imperialist and revolutionary forces and
the pro-imperialist, reactionary and fascist forces in
power in a number of the developing countries,
means a flagrant departure from the teachings of
Marxism-Leninism and to preach typically opportun-
ist views, ecausing confusion and disorganisation
among the revolutionary forces. In essence, according
to the theory of the «three worlds», the peoples of
those countries must not fight, for instance, against
the bloodv fascist dictatorships of Geisel in Brazil
and Pinochet in Chile, Suharto in Indonesia, the Shah
of Iran or the King of Jordan, ete, because they,
allegedly, are part of the «revolutionary motive force
which is driving the wheel of world history forward»
On the contrary, according to this theory, the peoples
and revolutionaries ought to unite with the reactio-
rary forces and regimes of the «third world> and
support them, in other words, give up the revolution.

7S imperialism, the other capitalist states and
Soviet social iImperialism have bound the classes
which are ruling in the countries of the socalled
«third word» to them with a thousand threads. Being
dependent on the foreign monopolies and wanting to
prolong their domination over the broad masses of
their own peoples ,these classes are, of course, trying
to give the impression as if they allegadly form a
democratic bloec of independent states, which aims
to exert pressure on US imperialism and Soviet
social imperialism and to stop their interference in
their internal affairs.
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