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Eighty-one Communist and Work-
ers Parties held a meeting in Moscow
ten years ago. This meeting dealt a
heavy blow to modern revisionism and
marked a victory of historic significan-
ce for Marxism-Leninism. It will be
recorded in history as the meeting
which blocked the road and said «Halt!»
to revisionism, which brought about its
first major defeat, putting an end to
its ascent and marking the beginning of
the great polemics between the two li-
nes and courses il the revolutionary
communist movement of the world.

Instead of an international forum
which, according to the Khrushchevites,
should have sanctioned the course adop-
ted by the XX Congress of the Comi-
munist Party of the Soviet Union and
further developed by them after it, the
Moscow Meeting was turned into an
arena of stern ideological struggle be-
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tween the proletarian revolutionary line
represented by the Communist Party
of China together with the Party of
Labor of Albania, and the revisionist
opportunist line represented by the So-
viet leadership, which had abandoned
the principles of Marxism-Leninism and
proletarian internationalism and was
slipping into open betrayal and great
state chauvinism.

The meeting of the 81 parties took
place at a very critical moment for the
communist movement. After Stalin’s
death and, particularly, following the
XX Congress, a retrogressive, opportu-
nist and revisionist trend was being de-
veloped and spread which by playing
on the new conditions and the demoga-
gic slogan of «creative Marxism», was
moving further and further away from
the basic principles of revolutionary
theory and practice. It was trampling
underfoot the joint stand of the Commu-
nist Parties adopted at the 1957 Moscow
Meeting. This trend constituted a se-
rious danger, for it strove to replace the
class struggle with class conciliation
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and the revolution with bourgeois re-
forms, to undermine the dictatorship
of the proletariat and the construction
of socialism.

The international communist and
workers’ movement was faced with a
fierce counter-revolutionary attack. Its
unity was in very grave danger. Under
these conditions no genuine Marxist-
Leninist Party, no honest communist
could remain a passive onlooker. To
have become reconciled to this situation
would have meant to fall into revisio-
nism oneself. To have remained silent
and stood aside would have meant to
become an accomplice in the revisionist
betrayal and, sooner or later, to have
fallen into opportunism oneself. There-
fore, it was necessary to maintain a
clear-cut stand. The cup was running
over and there was no alternative.

At the 1960 Moscow Conference,
the Communist Party of China, the
Party of Labor of Albania and many
other participants, standing loyal to the
teachings of Marxism-Leninism and the
principles of proletarian internationa-
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lism, courageously raised their voices,
exposed the revisionist splitters and
defended the Marxist-Leninist unity of
the international communist movement.

The principled, determined and re-
volutionary stand of our Party was
clearly expressed in the historic speech
delivered by Comrade Enver Hoxha at
the Moscow Conference, which has re-
cently been published and is now known
to everyone.

In this speech Comrade Enver
Hoxha raised before the representati-
“ves the problem of the differences which
had arisen within the ranks of the
international communist movement,
openly with force and with all the
earnestness demanded by the occasion.
In a carefully argumented and convin-
cing way he showed that the situation
was extremely serious and that it was
necessary to stop on the brink of disas-
ter while it was still not too late. The
urgent need to take a clear-cut and
final stand was dictated especially by
the fact that revisionism had infected,
first and foremost, the leadership of
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the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union which was utilizing the prestige,
authority and power of the Soviet Party
and State to spread opportunism.
With rare communist sincerity,
courage and devotion to principle,
Comrade Enver Hoxha made a crushing
denunciation of the revisionist line, es-
pecially of Nikita Khrushchev’s oppor-
tunist viewpoints on all the most essen-
tial manifestations and on the most im-
portant problems of world developments
of strategy and tactics and on the rela-
tions between the communist parties
and socialist countries. On the basis of
a scientific Marxist-Leninist analysis
and with indisputable facts, he showed
that the differences that had arisen we-
re not the results of partial mistakes
and actions of this or that person but
the consequences of a whole anti-Mar-
xist political and ideological line and
orientation of the Soviet leadership. In
line with Leninist teachings and tradi-
tion, he showed that, in the situation
which had been created, there was no
room for sentiment, that the truth
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should be faced no matter how bitter
and painful it may be, that the general
interests of the revolution and socialism
should be placed above everything.
«The authority of Leninism», Comrade
Enver Hoxha stressed, «has been and
continues to be decisive. It should be
established in such a manner as to
purge erroneous views everywhere and
in a radical way. There is no other
way open for us, communists. If there
are things that must and should be said
outright just as they are, this should
be done now, at this Conference., be-
fore it is too late».

Comrade Enver Hoxha carried his
consistent and penetrating criticism
through to the end. exposing the origin
of the opportunist and revisionist views
of the Soviet leadership. He showed
that the source of the evil should be
sought in the XX Congress of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union
and its decisions, which the Soviet lea-
dership tried in every way and at all
costs to impose on the entire commu-
nist movement. Practice until that time
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had given ample proof that the line
adopted by the XX Congress, which
had been applauded by all the oppor-
tunist and reformist elements and the
bourgeoisie and reaction as a whole, had
had very harmful consequences for
communism. The counter-revolution in
Hungary, the bitter events in Poland,
the attacks against the Soviet system,
the major upsets in many communist
parties and the serious differences un-
der discussion at the Moscow meeting
itself, testified to what a tortuous and
endless road the communist movement
was entering as a consequence of the
line proclaimed by the XX Congress.
«We pose the question» comrade Enver
Hoxha said, «why have these things
happened in the ranks of the interna-
tional communist movement, in the
ranks of our camp following the XX
Congress?... We should be extraordi-
narily concerned about such a thing,»
he stressed, «and we should find the
source of the disease and cure it. Cer-
tainly, the disease will not be cured
either by patting the renegade Tito on
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the back or by declaring that modern
revisionism has been defeated for all
time as the Soviet comrades claim».
Thus he put his finger on the sore spot.

In order to pave the way for its
treacherous theses formulated at the
XX Congress the Khrushchev group
needed, in the first place, to «shoot
down», to remove from their mids Sta-
lin and <«Stalinism» and, secondly to
camouflage their own revisionist acti-
vity under the slogan of «creative
Marxism». To do this they had proclai-
med that the main danger was «dogma-
tism and sectarism» while modern revi-
sionism was something allegedly over-
come, exposed and defeated.

In order to fight Stalin and «Stali-
nism», the Khrushchevites trumped up
the so-called fight «against the cult of
the individual and its consequences».
Under this slogan, they launched, in
fact, a general attack against Marxism-
Leninism, against the political and ideo-
logical foundations of the Soviet Party
and State.

At the XX Congress, Khrushchev
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and his associates made most monstru-
ous slanders against Stalin, blotted out
one of the most glorious periods of the
history of the Soviet Union, discredited
and negated the communist party, the
dictatorship of the proletariat and the
Soviet socialist order. They launched
a major campaign to purge revolutio-
nary cadres and to rehabilitate ene-
mies and renegades from communism.
Under the pretext of the struggle
against «Stalinism», they interfered in
a brutal way in the internal affairs of
other parties in order to change their
leaderships and bring to power oppor-
tunist and revisionist elements.

The slanders of the Khrushchevi-
tes against Stalin were an unexpected
gift for the imperialists and reaction,
a powerful weapon to combat Marxism-
Leninism, socialism and, in particular,
the Soviet Union itself. Great confu-
sion, a grave situation was created and
serious difficulties arose within the
ranks of the communist movement.

It is the great merit of the Party
of Labor of Albania and Comrade Enver
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Hoxha that, with Marxist-Leninist de-
votion to principle, they exposed the
counter-revolutionary essence of the
anti-Stalinist campaign and demonstra-
ted with many arguments that behind
this campaign lay hidden a great betra-
yal of the revolution and socialism. On
the Stalin issue, our Party was not gui-
ded or prompted only by its feelings
of love and respect for Stalin as a close
collaborator of Lenin and a great leader
of the first socialist State and the world
proletariat, but by profound considera-
tions of principle as well. The attitude
towards Stalin and his work was the
attitude towards Marxism-Leninism and
the historic experience of the October
Revolution and the dictatorship of the
proletariat. By defending Stalin, the
Party of Labor of Albania defended
Marxism-Leninism and the principles
of proletarian internationalism, it de-
fended the revolutionary line, it defen-
ded the Soviet Union and its socialist
achievements. «Stalin’s good and im-
mortal work» Comrade Enver Hoxha
said, «must be defended by all. Who-
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ever fails to defend them is an opportu-
nist and a coward».

At the Moscow Meeting our Party
and all the Marxist-Leninists showed
that in the campaign against Stalin,
the aim of the Khrushchevites was the
abandonment of the entire revolutio-
nary heritage from Lenin and the prac-
tice of socialist construction. They ex-
pressed their great concern about the
future of the Soviet Union and sounded
a warning of the danger threatening
the achievements of the October Revo-
lution and the future of socialism in
the land of the Soviets. They appealed
to the leaders of the Party of the So-
viet Union to stop at this point and
turn back to the right road.

But the Soviet revisionist leaders
persisted in their course and continued
on the road of betrayal. Today everyone
can see the consequences of this stand.

For the Soviet Union, the decade
of the 60’s constitutes a period of ra-
dical changes in its internal life and in
its international relations. It is charac-
terized by two important moments
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which mark a major retrogressive and
counter-revolutionary turning point.
This is the period of the complete res-
toration of capitalism, of Soviet socie-
ty turning into a bourgeois society and
the transition of the Soviet Union to
an open and aggressive imperialism.
The Bolshevik Party and the dictator-
ship of the proletariat were destroyed
and the socialist construction was un-
dermined. They have been replaced by
the party of all the people and by the
state of all the people, which are forms
of the dictatorship of the new revisio-
nist bourgeoisie.

The reforms carried out by Khru-
schev and his followers have consoli-
dated the bureaucratic caste and have
strengthened the dominating positions
of the stratum of the new revisionist
bourgeoisie in the whole life of the
country. The present Soviet society has
assumed the typical features of a bour-
geois society in all its aspects. From a
base of revolution and socialism the So-
viet Union has been turned into a base
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of counter-revolution, a capitalist and
imperialist Power.

In spite of this, the Stalin issue so
consistently defended by our Party and
by all genuine Marxist-Leninists, con-
tinues to harass the Khrushchevite re-
visionists. From time to time they feel
obliged to speak of a reappraisal of
Stalin. This is, of course, sheer dema-
gogy, for a correct and full reappraisal
of Stalin can be done only with the
final overthrow of modern revisionism
in the Soviet Union. But the fact that
the revisionists feel obliged to speak
of this matter shows that the masses
of Soviet workers, of revolutionaries
and of people, keep Stalin’s ideas fresh
in their minds, that the masses are be-
coming more and more aware of the
betrayal which has gripped them by
the throat. And this discontent of the
masses, which will certainly grow and
become more and more intense, is the
best guarantee that revisionism will be
crushed and that the Soviet Union will
return to the glorious path of Lenin and
~ Stalin.
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Under the pretext of Stalin’s alle-
ged mistakes Khrushchev and his group
strove to rehabilitate Yugoslav revisio-
nism. It is a wellknown fact that the
international communist movement had
unanimously condemned this bourgeois
and reactionary variant of opportunism,
and had proved on the basis of many
facts that the Yugoslav brand of revi-
sionism was a dangerous agency of U.S.
imperialism against communism and
the socialist countries. But the Soviet
revisionist leaders who had embarked
on the road of revisionism themselves
and who had many things in common
with the Yugoslav revisionists, were not
interested in having the principled
battle against them continue, in having
their reactionary substance and activity
exposed. What they were after was not
the fight against revisionism but against
revolutionary Marxism-Leninism, not
the fight against the opportunists who
were replacing Marxism-Leninism with
all kinds of Trotskyite and reactionary
theories and theses, but against all those |
who remained loyal to the Leninist
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teachings and whom the revisionists
labelled «dogmatic» and «sectarians.

The Party of Labor of Albania
which more than any one else had felt
the hostile activity of the Yugoslav re-
visionists coordinated with that of the
U.S. imperialists on its own back, ex-
pressed its determined opinion that, in
order to safeguard the unity of the so-
cialist camp and the international com-
munist movement, it was essential to
fight and expose modern revisionism
through to the end.

In his speech at the Moscow Meet-
ing, Comrade Enver Hoxha made a
profound analysis of the ideological con~
tent and political activity of the Yu-
goslav revisionists. Contrary to Khru-
shchev’s trumped up charges, he empha-
sized that Stalin had not been mista-
ken but had been absolutely correct in
his assessment of the Yugoslav revi-
sionists. And citing a host of facts, he
showed that they constituted a major
threat to the cause of communism.
Comrade Enver Hoxha severely con-
demned the stand of the Soviet lea-
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ders, who were systematically striving
to rehabilitate Yugoslay revisionism,
and, backed by many facts, he demon-
strated the ideological and political
affinity which existed between them.
He stressed that revisionism, therefore,
was not a local phenomenon confined
to Yugoslavia alone, but was being
spread in an alarming fashion to other
parties as well. This made it more than
essential that the fight against revi-
sionism should be raised to a new and
higher level, that revisionism should
be considered as the principal danger
to the international communist move-
ment. The approval of this thesis by
the Moscow Conference was a heavy
blow to the revisionist line.

Using the example of Yugoslavia,
Comrade Enver Hoxha gave a warning
of where the other modern revisionists
who were adopting the course of alie-
nating themselves from the principles
of Marxism-Leninism would lead. Life
has completely confirmed and conti-
nues daily to confirm, this correct con-
clusion of our Party. The chaotic and
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insecure situation which can be obser-
ved in various revisionist countries, the
confusion, disintegration, and innume-
rable difficulties which accompany their
course, are a reflection of, and often,
identical with, the ever more acute si-
tuation and difficulties apparent in
Yugoslavia.

II

In his speech at the Moscow Meet-
ing, Comrade Enver Hoxha refuted the
theoretical formulations of the XX Con-
gress of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union and dealt a crushing blow
at the practical stand of the Soviet
leadership on the cardinal issues such
as the stand towards imperialism, to-
wards war and peace, towards peaceful
coexistence, towards the peaceful road,
and so on, pointing out, at the same
time, what the Marxist-Leninist stand
should be on these issues.

With Khrushchev's advent to po-
wer, the Soviet leadership pursued a po-
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licy advantageous to imperialism and to
the detriment of peoples and socialism
in international problems. The revisio-
nists were giving up the struggle against
imperialism and were making it many
unprincipled concessions and compro-
mises. They prettyfied imperialism,
preaching that present day imperialism
had allegedly changed its aggressive
nature that it could disarm and give up
war. On the other hand, falling victim
to the atomic blackmail of the impe-
rialists and their propaganda of the
horrors of war, they began to carry out
the policy of retreat and capitulation
on all fronts and they demanded that
all peoples turn from class and revolu-
tionary struggle and submit to imperia-
list aggression.

Comrade Enver Hoxha upheld the
Marxist-Leninist view that «imperia-
lism, and first and foremost, U.S. im-
perialism, had changed neither its skin,
its hair nor its nature. It is aggressive
and will be aggressive if even a single
tooth is left on its head». With many
facts he proved that, far from giving
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up war, imperialism is making allround
preparations for war. «Whoever fails to
see this», Comrade Enver Hoxha poin-
ted out, «is blind. Whoever sees it but
covers it up, is a traitor in the service
of imperialismo.

Comrade Enver Hoxha raised this
problem in a principled Marxist-Leni-
nist way. Naturally, war is not inevi-
table and unavoidable, but as long as
imperialism exists, there will be the
danger of war. There can be no abso-
lute guarantee that there will be no
world war, Comrade Enver Hoxha ad-
ded, until socialism has triumphed
throughout the world or in most of the
countries of the world. The important
thing is that no illusions should be en-
tertained about imperialism and,
when it threatens war the peoples
should be fully prepared both econo-
mically and politically, as well as mi-
litarily, to cope with all eventualities
and to fight it tooth and nail. He expo-
sed the fear and panic that had gripped
the revisionists and pointed out that the
people are indomitable, no army and no
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weapon can change the laws of histo-
ry and prevent the triumph of the re-
volution. When the people are conscious
about the war they are waging, when
they are organized and united against
imperialism and its tools, they are com-
pletely able to contain the aggressors,
to defend the cause of peace and their
freedom and independence, to inflict
irreparable defeat on imperialism. .

The ten years which have elapsed
since the Moscow Meeting have demon~
strated all the falsity of the revisionist
views on imperialism and the correct
assessment and stand of the Marxist-
Leninists towards it. During this period,
not only have the acts of aggression of
U.S. imperialism not been reduced, but
they have been further increased. U.S.
imperialism launched its aggressive war
on the Vietnamese people, interfered
in the Congo, strangled the revolution
in the Dominican Republic, sparked off
the war in the Middle East, extended
its aggression to Laos and Cambodia,
and so on and so forth. Far from disar-
ming, its armaments have exceeded all
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bounds, its military bases have been fur-
ther extended throughout the whole
world. Everywhere it brandishes its
weapons, threatens the people with war
in order to strangle the revolution and
suppress the people’s struggle for na-
tional liberation. This has confirmed
what the Marxist-Leninists said at the
Moscow Meeting that the capitulationist
policy and stand of the revisionists
which, far from leading to a «world
without war» and to «eternal peace»,
encouraged the imperialists to extend
and intensify their aggressiveness. But
in spite of their attempts, the imperia-
lists have been unable to suppress the
revolutionary and liberation struggles
of the people. They are breaking out
with ever greater fury and are shaking
the rotten capitalist and imperialist
system to its very foundations.

One of the issues around which a
sharp struggle took place at the Moscow
Meeting was that of how peaceful co-
existence should be interpreted and
carried out. Distorting the Leninist con~
cept of peaceful co-existence, the Khru-
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shchevites interpreted it as a dying out
of the class struggle on a national and
international level. This was an anti-
Marxist stand which covered up the
basic contradictions of the world, nega-
ted the revolution, disarmed the people
and served as a mask to justify the
affinity and union of the revisionists
with imperialism.

The Soviet leadership had proclai-
med peaceful co-existence as the gene-
ral line of its foreign policy and wanted
to impose it on all, allegedly as the only
way to the liberation of the peoples,
to the triumph of the revolution, to the
building of socialism and to securing
peace. According to them, the working
class and the people should establish
peaceful co-existence with their oppres-
sors and aggressors, they should give
up their revolutionary and anti-impe-
rialist struggle. In practice, this consti-
tuted a reactionary and counter-revo-
lutionary platform in favor of imperia-
lism,

The Party of Labor of Albania de-
fended its correet Marxist-Leninist
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view that the liberation of peoples and
the triumph of socialism are mnot the
fruits of peaceful co-existence or of
peaceful competition, as the modern re-
visionists preached, but of bitter class
struggle, of liberation and proletarian
revolutions. The pursuance of the poli-
cy of peaceful co-existence should be
extended only to State relations with
the capitalist countries, without inter-
rupting for one moment the political
and ideological struggle against impe-
rialism, while giving all aid and
support to the liberation and revolutio-
nary struggle of the peoples of the
world. Peaceful co-existence is only one
aspect of the foreign policy of the so-
cialist countries and not at all the ge-
neral line of this policy as N. Khrush-
chev claimed. The fundamental prin-
ciple of the foreign policy of the socia-
list States is proletarian internationa-
lism.

«Peaceful co-existence between two
contradictory systems» Comrade Hoxha
pointed out, «doesn’t imply that we
should give up the class struggle as
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the modern revisionists claim. On the
contrary, the class struggle should con-
tinue, the political and ideological strug-
gle against imperialism, against bour-
geois and revisionist ideology should be
constantly intensified. While consistent-
ly striving to establish Leninist peace-
ful coexistence, making no concessions
of principle whatsoever to imperialism,
the class struggle in the capitalist coun-
tries, as well as the national-liberation
movement in colonial and dependent
countries should be further developed».

Ever since that time, the Soviet re-
visionists, proceeding from their erro-
neous, anti-Marxist concepts about pea~
ceful coexistence, from their narrow na-
tionalist interests and their desire to
draw nearer to the imperialists, have
sacrificed the most vital interests of
the people and of the socialist countries.
Such, for instance, was the flagrant case
of Khrushchev’s bargainings with So-
phocles Venizelos at the expense of Al-
bania. Now, the revisionist leaders have
made this stand their normal course. To
avoid falling out with the Americans,
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they sacrificed the interests of the Cu-
ban people during the Caribbean events;
in order to draw closer to Bonn, they
are putting the German Democratic Re-
public up to auction; in order to re-
ceive credits from Japan, they trample
underfoot the interests of the Korean
people, without mentioning their un-
precedented treachery towards the
Vietnamese people and Arab countries.

Behind the revisionists’ slogans of
peaceful co-existence is hidden their
ideological and political reconciliation
with the enemies of the revolution and
socialism. Today, this reconciliation has
reached the point where U.S. imperia-
lism, the greatest enemy of communism
and the revolution, has become the best
ally and collaborator of the Soviet
Union. The crowning achievement of
Khrushchevite co-existence is the So-
viet-U.S. alliance, the greatest counter-
revolutionary alliance that history has
ever recorded.

Another brutal distortion of Leni-
nism and historical experience, was the
so-called peaceful road, which the revi-
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sionists presented as a major discovery
of the XX Congress and as the general
strategic line for the transition to so-
cialism.

Making great play about the chan-
ge of the ratio of forces on the interna-
tional arena following the Second World
War, the Khrushchevite revisionists
upheld the view that the teachings of
Marxism-Leninism about the revolu-
tion by violence, the smashing of the
bourgeois state apparatus and the esta-
blishment of the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat, have become outdated. Now,
under the new conditions, it has become
possible, according to them, to pass to
socialism through reforms, through
winning the majority in the bourgeois
parliament, through gradual structural
changes of the capitalist State, and so
on. Thus, the revisionists had revived
and dressed up in a new garb the theo-
ries of the revisionist chiefs of the Se-
cond Internationale and had taken over
the slogans of present day social-de-
mocracy.

The discussions about this problem
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