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Another band of Shehuites, those who are the most virulently open anti-Albanians,
allege what all the Shehuites are really thinking, that both Ramiz Alia and Enver
Hoxha were revisionists. Where do we see this view? In the main, with the left-
adventurists.

A certain “Chairman Gonzalo”, of whom not a word can be heard about Yugoslav
revisionism, a revisionism which went so far as to go to the colonized countries and
encourage them to enslave themselves to the capitalist-imperialist economy,
something very relevant for Peru, suffers from a certain “Enver Hoxha derangement
syndrome”. Apparently, “Albanian revisionism” was of great concern to this
renegade, very impactful towards the “people’s movement” in Peru. One can only
laugh — Enver Hoxha did not know who this “Chairman Gonzalo” was, and that
was for the best. As Comrade Enver would often say about the anti-Albanian
pretensions of the Yugoslav leaders: let the dog bark, that is what he is paid to do.
We will see who was the revisionist in real terms, whether Enver Hoxha, Ramiz
Alia, and the Party of Labour of Albania was correct or whether this “Chairman”
was correct.

From the writings of the left-adventurists, the 9th Congress of the Party of Labour
of Albania is put into question almost as much as the immortal 7th World Congress
of the Comintern, in which Comrade Georgi Dimitrov’s report remains as a epochal
document of Marxist theory and practice. Marxism stands on two flanks — against
both liberalism and sectarianism. The left-aventurist revisionists stand only against
liberalism (and that is only in words!), but are the most sectarian individuals,
fanning the flames of bureaucratism and doctrinarism they would like to take the
wheel of history back to the mistakes of the 6th World Congress of the Comintern,
in fact farther. Dimitrov’s all-historic report analyzes with remarkable theoretical
rigour the mistakes and proves that our approach towards the working class must
not be rigid and dogmatic, but full of life. Here is not the place for a deep analysis
into Maoism and the theories of this “Chairman Gonzalo”, but it is obviously to all
what kind of social consciousness can be built on doctrinairism and ultra-illegalism.

Now, let us turn to the aforementioned 9th Congress of the PLA. I have covered this
Congress thoroughly elsewhere, in the report of Ramiz Alia. It is important to stress
the correctness of its theses against world capitalist-imperialism, fascism and its
great accomplice, terrorism. But according to a certain Gonzalo, “combatting
terrorism” at all is to “discredit and isolate us in order to crush us.” It is with a
certain boldness that he says:

“As for terrorism, they claim we’re terrorists. I would like to give the
following answer so that everyone can think about it: has it or has it



not been Yankee imperialism and particularly Reagan who has
branded all revolutionary movements as terrorists, yes or no? This is
how they attempt to discredit and isolate us in order to crush us. That
is their dream. And it’s not only Yankee imperialism and the other
imperialist powers that combat so-called terrorism. So does social-
imperialism and revisionism, and today Gorbachev himself proposes to
unite with the struggle against terrorism. And it isn’t by chance
that at the VIIIth Congress of the Party of Labor of Albania
[here it is very likely meant the 9th (VIIIIth) Congress, Ramiz Alia did
not deliver the report at the 8th (VIIIth) Congress], Ramiz Alia
dedicated himself to combatting terrorism as well.” (Interview
with Chairman Gonzalo, The Committee to Support the Revolution in
Peru, Berkeley 1991, p. 32) (emphasis added)

The equation of Albania with U.S. and Soviet imperialism and social-imperialism is
an incredible leap. Yes, the Party of Labour of Albania has always condemned
terrorism. Nobody will ever deny this, but this proves nothing! It is the imperialists
who have condemned terrorism in words but gone on to fund it to create a pretext
to introduce their own fascist terror all throughout the world. And in fact, the line of
the Party of Labour of Albania was always that the imperialists have labelled
genuine revolutionaries terrorists while funding actual terrorists against them.
Every honest Marxist-Leninist knows this. But can we say that the Party of Labour
of Albania, with Ramiz Alia at the head, had exactly the same position as world
imperialism on terrorism, as this “Chairman” claims? Only the most delusional,
most inveterate anti-Albanians could believe this. What did Ramiz Alia actually
say? Permit me to include an extended quotation here:

“Terrorism, which has become a very worrying phenomenon, has
become widespread throughout the world. Everybody is talking about
it, but in particular, American imperialism and those who sing
in harmony with it are shouting and screaming most…
“In the period of the grave crisis of the capitalist system and the
mounting revolt of the masses, it is in the interest of the
bourgeoisie to identify terrorism with the revolutionary
struggle of the proletariat, to create the impression that the
patriotic revolutionaries and genuine communists who rise
against the capitalist system are terrorists and anarchists,
people who murder and plunder.
“Marxist-Leninists, the genuine revolutionaries and communists never
have supported and never can support desperate terrorist acts,
anarchist actions and the various adventures of this type, irrespective
of for what ideal they are allegedly carried out, how they have been
cloaked or the colour with which they have been painted. The national,
democratic or proletarian revolution is not carried out on the road of
terrorism. Revolutionaries are irreconcilable with terrorism in theory
and practice and scornfully reject the accusations which the
bourgeoisie levels at them.
“The so-called fight against terrorism proclaimed by imperialism is a
mask to disguise the evil face of state terrorism elevated to ideology
and official policy. The aim of the bourgeoisie and reaction is clear. By
branding as terrorism any revolutionary struggle against
capitalist oppression and exploitation, every liberation
struggle against foreign occupiers, they want to outlaw any



armed insurrection to win freedom and independence, any
attempt to defend one’s own national sovereignty, and want
to give themselves the right to use weapons to suppress and
extinguish them.” (Ramiz Alia: Report to the 9th Congress of the
Party of Labour of Albania, The ‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House, Tirana
1986, pp. 156–158) (emphasis added)

The dishonesty is parallel to that of the Titoites! “Chairman Gonzalo” sets up his
mighty “theses” in a rage, blinded by his hate of the People’s Socialist Republic of
Albania, that he can make no other conclusion from this other than that Ramiz Alia
and the Party of Labour of Albania had turned anti-revolutionary at the 9th
Congress, that they had apparently gone over to the side of the U.S. imperialists in
their “war on terror.” This logic is totally twisted inside and out, left and right, as a
typical Titoite does, and all this despite Ramiz Alia calling for, in the same breath,
an “armed insurrection to win freedom and independence” (sic!). It appears that
the principle of “No investigation, no right to speak!” does not apply to this Maoist.

Here it is again, the Shehuite thesis of Ramiz Alia as the “Albanian Khrushchev.”
Shameless! But this time, in condemnation of Comrade Enver Hoxha as well, and
this is the logical conclusion of all the baseless attacks on the 9th Congress of the
PLA and the claim that Ramiz Alia was a revisionist. Indeed, that claim would
indirectly “validate” the anarchic-Maoist theory of two lines. If Ramiz Alia, with
absolutely no evidence other than hindsight, was a Khrushchevite revisionist from
the very beginning and had gone undetected for 40+ years near and in the
leadership of the Party, if he had always a second anti-Party line, clearly there is
always two lines! But the Marxist-Leninists cannot think this way, and Comrade
Enver Hoxha exposed the paranoid and wrecking claim that there is, at all times,
two lines in the Party. At his death, there was a single Marxist-Leninist line in the
Party of Labour of Albania, and that is one of his greatest merits.

But back to the topic at hand, the left-adventurist Gonzalo goes on the offensive
against not only Ramiz Alia, but Enver Hoxha. All that is necesscary to expose this
falsity is a simply comparison of claims with facts.

“There are those who believe, for example, that Albania is a socialist
country. I’d say to those who believe that Albania is socialist that they
should study carefully, for example, the documents of the VIIIth
Congress of the Party of Labor of Albania. That would be a good thing
to study, because it says there that the center of world reaction is U.S.
imperialism. And Soviet imperialism? What happened to the two
enemies we have to fight? It was always just words. With Hoxha
himself it was just words because he always wrote more about fighting
Yankee imperialism than social-imperialism.” (Interview with
Chairman Gonzalo, The Committee to Support the Revolution in Peru,
Berkeley 1991, p. 89) (emphasis added)

Study the 8th Congress of the Party of Labour of Albania carefully, says he! Perhaps
it would be prudent for “Chairman Gonzalo” to take his own advice. It is clear that
he is referring to this quotation, from Enver Hoxha’s Report at the 8th Congress of
the PLA:

“In one way or the other, in this or that form, all the peoples encounter
the interference of and are threatened by the aggressive policy of
American imperialism, which represents the greatest capitalist



power of our time and the main defender of the bourgeois-
imperialist system.” (Enver Hoxha: Report to the 8th Congress of
the Party of Labour of Albania, The ‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House,
Tirana 1982, p. 166) (emphasis added)

From this analysis, Comrade Enver Hoxha proceeds not idealistically, but from
objective general observations about the international situation. Is it objectively
true that by the 1980s, Soviet social-imperialism was beginning to lose its grip over
its neo-colonies? Yes, and this can be concretely seen in Poland, for example, where
the reactionary trade-union “Solidarity” gained more and more of a hold over the
country day by day, where U.S. loans were sucking the blood of that country to the
point of the destruction of the Polish state. Each day, U.S. imperialism was
penetrating more and more into the so-called “Eastern Bloc” by similar means. Can
we say that the USSR was penetrating into the western world by those means? No,
this is hardly true. Therefore, the U.S., in striving for hegemony and succeeding in
it, was clearly emerging ahead as the greatest capitalist superpower. And this thesis
was fully confirmed in less than a decade, when the USSR ceased to exist. Unlike
Mao Zedong’s reactionary “three worlds” theory, however, Enver
Hoxha did not preach unity with the superpower he perceived as the
lesser superpower, as Mao did with the U.S. against the USSR. Ironically,
this is the claim this “Chairman Gonzalo” makes, that Enver Hoxha and the Party of
Labour of Albania had sided with the Soviets! Let us read some more quotations
from that report speak for themselves:

“Today the hegemonic and expansionist policy for the establishment of
world domination, the adventurous course for the preparation and
incitement of war also characterize Soviet social-imperialism, the
global strategy of which and especially the ways in which it is applied
have likewise become more aggressive…
“The policy of the Soviet Union has assumed the same aggressive,
expansionist, war-mongering features as those of the United States of
America.” (Enver Hoxha: Report to the 8th Congress of the Party of
Labour of Albania, The ‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House, Tirana 1982, pp.
169–170)

So! On the contrary, Enver Hoxha did not change his stance towards the Soviet
social-imperialists in the slightest. He still regarded them as a dangerous enemy
that must be fought with the greatest vigilance.

Thus the myth is exposed – and the Shehuites have nothing to fall back on other
than their anti-Marxist abstraction that the PLA and Comrade Enver Hoxha were
revisionist.


