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“The fact Albania is having difficulties should, in the first place, evoke a
feeling of sympathy, not recriminations against those who are
allegedly to blame.” (Hardial Bains: Albania, 30 March 1991; in:
Communism 1989–1991, Ideological Studies Centre, Toronto 1991, p.
115.)

Ramiz Alia speaking at an event organized for the centenary of the birth
of Enver Hoxha, Prishtina 2008

A Personal Note

I have written this analysis not out of my personal will, but out of the necessity for



such a perspective. Parts may be dry, but due to the relatively unknown character
of the topic, excessive descriptions of events and a tendency for long quotations
are unavoidable.

Admittedly, it was not a great joy for me to write. A mere 15,500 words took me
months to complete. Such a task takes not just intellectual labour but emotional
labour. Not a few tears have been shed in studying this topic and writing about it.
I write this with love for the fraternal Albanian people, filled with anger at how
the international bourgeoisie have terrorized this great people. A mirage of
emotions is brought out by this catastrophe, and many more which I do not have
the space to write about here, yet I still hope to be as objective as possible in this
analysis, using the type of penetrating logic which Comrade Enver wrote every
sentence with.

Thus, I dedicate this writing to Comrade Enver Hoxha, whom I consider my
greatest ideological influence, well-knowing that without the guidance he
provided through his works I would never have become what I am today, very
grateful that he did not live to see these events, and to the Marxist-Leninists who
stood as the greatest internationalist friends of Albania, who stood by their heroic
struggle for freedom and independence, even as alleged “revisionism” took power,
while impending doom set in and Albania’s socialist future faded away.

In light of all this, one might ask: why write this? Well, I have been asked by too
many people to name to write down, on paper, my thoughts on Ramiz Alia and
the fall of socialist Albania. I cannot refuse a duty bestowed upon me by
comrades. And now, I am glad to have finished it.

Note to the Second Edition

After feedback and well-meaning criticism, I thought it correct to make some
updates to this article to emphasize aspects and add new parts that I believed
were relevant.

Firstly, I would like to note, and perhaps I did not make this clear earlier, that this
article is not an all-round evaluation of Albanian capitalist restoration. The
causes of this, what could have been done to save socialism, were only very briefly
touched on. In accordance with this, I have renamed the second edition “Towards
a Marxist Reevalation of Ramiz Alia and Albanian Democratization” (previously
“Towards a Marxist Reevalution of Ramiz Alia and Albanian Capitalist
Restoration”) As the new title would indicate, this is an evaluation of the character
of Ramiz Alia and the Marxist-Leninists in the PLA, those who supported the
democratization, on what their thoughts and intentions were during this period.
As Comrade Nexhmije Hoxha says, “he was not alone, because he had the support
of the majority of the Politburo and the Plenum of the Central Committee, he also
had the support of me and the vast majority of members of the Party of Labour”.
Thus, the “zeros” of all the Marxist-Leninists who stood by democratization must
be considered. The organization that had termed Ramiz Alia a traitor, the Union
of Volunteers of Enver, headed by Hysni Milloshi, went so far as to claim that the
entire Party of Labour was traitors. Again, in the words of Comrade Nexhmije
Hoxha, it “was as if Enver Hoxha himself had not lead this party!” This
propaganda against Ramiz Alia and the PLA, still the party supported by the
masses of communists, only served the counter-revolution and Nexhmije herself
talked to them to try to avoid a splittist and fratricidal war.



Secondly, I would like to emphasize the role of the class struggle. The main
mistake I mention, the self-financing of enterprises, did not create this situation on
its own. The worldwide counter-revolution, the great struggle which the Albanian
people waged against the manifestations of it both externally and internally, was
the driving force of the events. The self-financing (among other, later, measures of
democratization which I do not mention here as this was the main effect) was, as
Lenin said, a mistake persisted in and carried to its logical conclusion, in a time of
great struggle when such mistakes on a country-wide scale could not afford to
occur.

19 February 2022

Condemned as a renegade, as a traitor and a revisionist, Ramiz Alia is treated by
today’s Marxist-Leninists as the Albanian Khrushchev. He is seen as a Trotskyite
with cynical anti-Marxist aims plotting against Comrade Enver Hoxha and the
Marxist-Leninist line of the Party. These analyses, properly so-called, suffer from a
lack of historical contextualization. Proceeding from the metaphysical position of
immutability, they see the figure of Ramiz Alia as identical from the start of his life
to the end. The characteristic of “revisionism” is almost seen as a metaphysical
form, as being permanent and unchangeable. And anyone who dares to engage in
this revisionism, at any point, embodies the essence of this form. Needless to say,
such a position is antithetical to Marxist dialectics. It may be said properly that a
serious, Marxist-Leninist analysis must be made on the character of Ramiz Alia, the
last leader of socialist Albania.

Enver Hoxha, a great theoretician and practitioner of Marxism-Leninism, leader of
the historic Party of Labour of Albania, waged a life-and-death struggle against all
hues of revisionism for his entire life. It was this Enver Hoxha who placed
confidence in Ramiz Alia to take the most serious of posts through his life. Firstly, a
short biographical synopsis of the character of this controversial figure should shed
some light on the level of involvement Ramiz Alia had in the Albanian Communist
movement for 50 years. Secondly, a description of the struggle of the Marxist-
Leninist grouping, in particular Comrade Enver Hoxha and Ramiz Alia, against the
imperialist superagent Mehmet Shehu.

Thirdly, we must determine dialectically where qualitative and quantitative met for
Ramiz Alia. Were Marxist-Leninist successes his successes? And likewise, failures?
Or was a new reference point created for the Albanian society? In time, this came
about, but not by choice. This will demonstrate the consistent and principled
policies of the Party of Labour of Albania and Ramiz Alia personally, through at
least the year 1988. In the main, his Report to the 9th Congress of the Party of
Labour of Albania will be used in this regard. Very similar formulations to his
theses at the 9th Congress can be found in his book, Our Enver, two years later, but
due to a concern for the length of this article, his theoretical views will only be dealt
with in the Report. It can be said that Ramiz had a masterful understanding of the
nature of the people’s state power and socialist construction and these writings
proved his place atop the Party entirely correct. His reference point was identical to
Comrade Enver’s.

Fourthly — and this is an analysis deserving of its own article — when and why
socialism collapsed in Albania will be assessed from what can only be described as
an unorthodox perspective for modern Marxist-Leninists. And as for the question of
what exactly went wrong; relevant to this discussion is the struggle of Comrades



J.V. Stalin, Zhdanov, Molotov, and others for democratic reform in the USSR
during the 1930s, as well as the failure of this struggle and it’s consequences in
Khrushchevite capitalist restoration. Comparatively, the Party of Labour of Albania,
as a whole, recognized these mistakes and attempted to fix them. Their solutions
were mistaken and deadly, leading to the rise of the blackest reaction in Albania
since the time of the German nazis. But the question to be answered here is: was it
an intentional counter-revolution or was it the result of genuine mistakes?

Who was Ramiz Alia?

Ramiz Alia, at 16 years of age, was witness to one of the most heroic moments of a
man he describes in his Our Enver as a “tall comrade” on October 28, 1941, the date
of a large-scale anti-fascist demonstration in Tirana. During a scuffle between the
protesters and the fascist police, the “tall comrade” risked his life to put an end to
the police assault. Ramiz watched him “seize the officer in command of the
carabinieri with both hands and strike him down with one powerful blow.” The “tall
comrade” in question was Enver Hoxha, and while this was unknown to the anti-
fascist demonstrators, he won their hearts and minds that day. It marked the first
time Ramiz Alia witnessed the heroism of Comrade Enver Hoxha, a man who
always put the people before his own life.

Ramiz Alia immediately took part in the Anti-Fascist National Liberation
Movement as a member of the Communist Youth Organization. And after reaching
the age of legality in 1943, he joined the Communist Party and as one of the most
experienced members of the Youth movement, immediately became a leader of the
Communist Youth Organization. One year later, at the age of 19, he was charged by
Enver Hoxha personally with leading the 7th Assault Brigade, specifically it’s 2nd
and 7th Assault Divisions. After the liberation of Albania, Enver Hoxha again
personally entrusted Ramiz Alia for one of the most internationalist tasks any
Communist could perform, supporting Yugoslavia in their liberation. Under the
command of Ramiz Alia, whole areas of Yugoslavia, areas in Kosova, Montenegro,
and Bosnia and Herzegovina, were liberated by the Albanian National Liberation
Army. That same year (1944), he was elected to the Secretariat of the Anti-Fascist
Albanian Youth Union at the Congress of Helmës. His last promotion within Youth
organizing, he was elected First Secretary of the Labour Youth Union of Albania at
the Congress of the Unification of the Youth Organizations in 1949.

After liberation, Ramiz Alia’s outstanding contributions to the army and the youth
organizations immediately pushed him into the leadership of the Party. At the 1st
Congress of the Communist Party of Albania in 1948, he was named to the Central
Committee. And in 1955, he was promoted to the position of Minister of Education
and Culture. In that position, he led the campaign for the elimination of illiteracy.
Recognizing what slavery and obscurantism the imperialists held Albania in
through the prison of illiteracy, he guided the campaign through tumultuous
periods, but the enthusiasm of the masses to free themselves constituted a
revolution in itself. Describing his time as Minister of Education and Culture,
Ramiz said: “Young people, and men and women of mature age, had to sit at desks
in school to learn the alphabet. If you glance over the documents of the first years,
the records and especially pay-sheets, instead of the signatures of the majority of
citizens you will find their finger prints. Step by step, in actions, in work centres, in
evening schools, in the army and everywhere, the people learned to write and read.
The youth and the women especially distinguished themselves in this great action”



(Ramiz Alia: Our Enver, The November 8th Publishing House, 2nd. ed., Toronto
2021, pp. 131–132). As a result, illiteracy was wiped out among the youth and the
bulk of the adult population by 1958, when Manush Myftiu replaced Ramiz Alia in
the Ministry.

Rewarded for his successes, he was named as a candidate member of the Political
Bureau of the Central Committee at the 3rd Congress of the PLA in 1956, becoming
a full member at the 4th Congress in 1961. During this time, he was involved in a
new type of struggle, not a struggle in organizing the youth, nor a struggle in
steeling the army, nor even a struggle against revisionism within the Party or the
country. This struggle was in direct conflict with the Khrushchevites, i.e. the Soviet
and other revisionists. During the meeting of the Warsaw Pact from August 3-5,
1961 on the question of the German peace treaty, Ramiz Alia led the Albanian
delegation, and “Khrushchev, in a scandalous way, prevented him from speaking,
although there was a sharp debate on this between Ramiz and Khrushchev” (Enver
Hoxha, The Superpowers, The ‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House, Tirana 1986, p. 54).
Further, Ramiz “condemned this action as a hostile anti-Marxist action and
stressed that the PLA has never been and is not afraid of anyone…” (Enver Hoxha,
The Superpowers, The ‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House, Tirana 1986, p. 54). Now a full
member of the Political Bureau, he had been steeled in direct battle, in Moscow
with the Khrushchevite revisionists and Khrushchev personally.

Finally, among other things, it should be noted that his links with the masses were
particularly heightened during the time of the Albanian Cultural Revolution. In
1967, he earned a new responsibility as Vice-President of the Democratic Front of
Albania. The Democratic Front was the “direct continuation of the National
Liberation Anti-fascist Front of the Albanian people.” (Ramiz Alia: The Democratic
Front — A Militant Union in the Struggle For Socialism, in: Albania Today, No. 5
(18) 1974, p. 19) It was the popular front, the main connection of the Party people to
the non-Party people, the organization that stood contest in the popular elections.
In his Report to the 4th Congress of the Democratic Front, Enver Hoxha said “It
was sufficient for a single spark struck by the revolutionary students of the Durrës
‘Naim Frashëri’ school… to kindle an immense fire that swept away from the face of
the earth all hotbeds of religious obscurantism.” (E. Hoxha, On the Role and Tasks
of the Democratic Front in the Struggle towards the Full Success of Socialism in
Albania: Report to the 4th Congress of the Democratic Front of Albania, in:
Works, vol. 36, Alb. ed, The ‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House, Tirana 1982, p. 376) The
struggle against religious mysticism, for the solidification of the unity of the
homeland and the liberation of women, was carried out through a bottom-up
struggle by the people themselves. In this situation, the Democratic Front played a
primary role as the true expression of the will of the people themselves. Ramiz Alia,
as Vice-President of the Democratic Front, consistently defended the actions of the
masses and especially the youth to close religious institutions, posing the question:
“How can our revolutionary youth tolerate their mothers, sisters, the comrades of
their organizations to be trampled upon, to be discredited, to be treated according
to mediaeval and religious laws?” (Ramiz Alia: On Further Intensification of the
Campaign For the Complete Emancipation of Women and For the Enhancement
of Their Role in Socialist Society, in: On Some Aspects of the Problem of the
Albanian Woman, The “Naim Frasheri” Publishing House, Tirana 1967, p. 98). In
reflection on the Albanian Cultural Revolution, the truest expression of the line of
the masses, he later declared: “The canons that enslaved woman were overthrown,
the shackles of religion and old customs were thrown away. The Marxist-Leninist
world outlook penetrated deep into the minds and hearts of people. Albania became



the first atheist country in the history of mankind.” (Ramiz Alia, Comrade Ramiz
Alia’s Speech, in: Scientific Conference on the Marxist-Leninist Theoretical
Thinking of the Party of Labour of Albania and Comrade Enver Hoxha, The ‘8
Nëntori’ Publishing House, Tirana 1984, p. 16)

Leading up the 1980s, Ramiz Alia wrote a series of articles of a high theoretical
content, valuable even to this day. His 1970 article “Leninism — The Banner of
Struggle and Victories” decisively proves correct and outlines the contributions
Lenin made to Marxist theory, contrasts Lenin and Leninism with the assertions of
the revisionists and reformists of every variety, proves the continual validity of
Leninism in the case of Albania and the whole world. His 1978 article “Stalin and
His Work — A Banner of Struggle for All Revolutionaries” defines the importance of
the character and figure of J.V. Stalin, proves that his theoretical contributions are
still of full vitality, defends Stalin from the slanders and lies of the revisionists,
outlines Marxist-Leninist thinking on political economy and Stalin’s role in it,
demonstrates that Stalin’s valiant struggle against capitalism and imperialism is
always an inspiration for the oppressed peoples, and puts proletarian
internationalism always at the fore of Stalin’s life’s great work. Both these articles
were of excellent theoretical value, and there is no truer test of that than the fact
that they still remain valuable to this day. We need not be afraid of studying the
writings of Ramiz Alia if they are still of use.

These are the main events leading up to Ramiz Alia’s ascension to the very top of
the Party, alongside Mehmet Shehu and Hysni Kapo. The untimely death of Hysni
Kapo in 1979 and the 1981 discovery of Mehmet Shehu’s plot would place Ramiz
firmly as second-in-command and as the presumed successor of Enver Hoxha.

The Exposure of Mehmet Shehu’s enemy
activity

In the months leading up to December 1981, Mehmet married his son off to a family
of gangsters and anti-communists and the Party criticized him for this. Afterwards,
his work severely declined and his Report to the 8th Congress was so lacklustre and
full of errors that they could not print it. On December 18, 1981, the CC was
supposed to convene to further discuss Mehmet’s errors and give him a chance to
explain himself — instead Comrade Enver Hoxha convened the Political Bureau of
the Central Committee of the Party of Labour of Albania urgently for an assessment
of the situation. Ramiz Alia delivered the news that Mehmet Shehu had died in an
apparent suicide. Of course, not a few members of the CC were met with shock.
Those few words on which Enver Hoxha personally spoke to Mehmet Shehu on
December 17, the night before, included “something else has impelled you in this
reprehensible act” (Enver Hoxha, The Titoites, The ‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House,
Tirana 1982, p. 628). In a panic, terrified that his age-old plot was being unravelled,
under the threat of a servile Titoite double-dealer, he decided to salvage what he
could of the reputation of himself and his family.

The last few months of Mehmet’s life, one of the most tumultuous time periods in
the history of the Party, have seldom been revealed by Enver Hoxha or by official
accounts. Therefore, a reliance on but a few accounts gives us the clearest possible
picture on the struggle between the Marxist-Leninist elements, led by Enver Hoxha
and Ramiz Alia, and the Trotskyist elements led by what can only be correctly
described as the Mehmet Shehu espionage gang.



Mehmet’s suicide note, for the first time published and translated by the bourgeois
history book Enver Hoxha: The Iron Fist of Albania, is the ultimate conclusion of
the months-long struggle between the Marxist-Leninists and the imperialist spy
Mehmet Shehu. Twisting reality in a way that only a Titoite like himself could, he
refers to an auspicious “Albanian Iago”, a “Khrushchev”, both “traitors” within the
Party protected by Enver Hoxha. It is obvious to all that the “Albanian Khrushchev”
referred to is Ramiz Alia. As for the “Albanian Iago”, Mehmet meant Kadri Hazbiu.
Here is the entire note:

Comrade Enver,

When you gave me your book Kur lindi Partia [When the party was
born], the dedication written in your own hand read: ‘Dear Mehmet,
you were and are one of the glorious leaders of the party, always at the
frontline of the battle, always ready to come to the defence of the
people, our socialist homeland and the party that brought us up as
revolutionary leaders, staunch communist fighters and dedicated
servants of the people. The party and the people will be forever grateful
for what you have done for them. Your closest friend in times of trouble
and victory, Enver, 11 June 1981.’

I, your closest friend in times of trouble and victory, committed a
political and ideological error recently by allowing the engagement of
my son, Skënder, to the daughter of Qazim Turdiu, which I broke off
after your just intervention. I explained the reasons that led to that
error in my 39-page auto-critique of 12 November. I would not remove
a single comma from that statement, because it is absolutely sincere.
However, that statement was rejected by all who were present at the
Politburo meeting of 17 November, and you called it an ‘alibi’ and
asked me to reflect on all the criticism made by the Politburo members
and to radically revise my statement, which you called an ‘alibi’, i.e. a
lie and deceit.

Your note of 28 October 1981, in response to the draft autocritique that
I sent you to read, said that I should analyse my negative character
traits, which would help me discover the true reason behind the error
of my ways. You called them ‘some negative traits of (my) character,
which sometimes seep through the good work I do for the party, which
I love and for which I would readily lay down my life’. Yes, Comrade
Enver, I was always willing to give my life for the party if need be. And
this is what I, your closest friend in times of trouble and victory, as you
rightly called me, am doing now as a last resort, to give you, my
teacher, my comrade, my brother, a chance to learn the truth.

I am giving my life for the party without hesitation and in full
conviction that there is no other way left for me to defend the party.
From whom? From that snake in the grass Iago and the Khrushchevs
who managed, unfortunately for the party, to get close to you and pull
you away from me, your friend in times of trouble and victory. Who
are they (Iago and the Albanian Khrushchev)? It is for you to find out
— they are known by all.

I won’t remove a single comma from what I wrote and said to you, my
comrade and Marxist-Leninist teacher and brother. But now that I am



departing, I would like to tell you what I have not been able to tell you
until now, because you never gave me the chance to tell you the truth
about them. I am not killing myself; I am being killed by the scheming
Iago, Koçi Xoxe’s henchman and disciple, with his filthy intrigues and
alliance with Khrushchev, whom you regard as ‘sincere’. Both of them
are working to dig a grave for socialist Albania. What Beqir Balluku
and his gang were not able to do, will be achieved tomorrow by our
Khrushchev, the man whom I heard with my own ears say, when we
broke up with Moscow, ‘Why, is it only we who are Marxist-Leninists?’
Meaning that he did not agree with our break-up with the
Khrushchevite revisionists. You might not believe me — that is up to
you — but, as I was not given a chance before to tell you about the
Iago-Khrushchev plot, I decided to do this now. Today they claim to be
‘pure’ communists, but if you are not around tomorrow, Khrushchev
will turn his eyes to Khrushchevite Moscow […] Comrade Enver, I
made those errors for the reasons I presented in my auto-critique, and
I do have shortcomings, but the allegations that I tried to ‘rival’ you, to
put myself before the party, or other allegations that were made
against me are not true. I never did that — that is a monstrous
accusation I will never accept. In addition, my auto-critique was not
an ‘alibi’, it was a frank statement. I worked all my life for the party,
the people, and never for a ‘position’, ‘fame’ or as a ‘strategist’, nor was
my intention to upstage Enver Hoxha, or to gain personal privileges.
The gravest accusation made by Iago, Khrushchev and the others
incited by them is that I made those errors because I put myself first,
because I cultivated a personality cult, and because I wanted to gain
prominence at the expense of the party. How can the battles we waged
together against internal and external enemies be so easily forgotten?
It was not you who called me an enemy; it was Iago, Khrushchev and
the others, who accused me of putting myself before the party,
practically calling me an enemy.

But, no, comrade Enver, I am not the enemy — the enemy is Iago. Do
you remember when we were discussing Skënder’s engagement in your
study, where I came to get your advice about the political error I had
made? I told you that the enemy has always tried to drive a wedge
between us, and I mentioned to you Koçi Xoxe, Liri Belishova and Zhou
Enlai? They never achieved their aim. Beqir Balluku tried to do the
same, but his plot failed. But Iago has managed to do it this time. You
can call me whatever you want, I cannot stop you! But I am giving my
life for the party. My last wish is: protect the party and socialism from
Iago and Khrushchev because if you do not, the country will be run by
the Khrushchevites and that will be the end of socialism. If you
disregard what I’m telling you about our Iago and Khrushchev, then it
will not be my fault, my dear Enver, the responsibility will be entirely
yours. I have done my duty in the only way that has been left to me —
by killing myself.

Once again: protect the party from Iago and Khrushchev! Our party
has quite a few other cadres who are loyal to it.

Long live our glorious party and its Marxist-Leninist course!



Long live you, to ensure that the party will not be harmed by Iago and
Khrushchev, two of the most dangerous plotters of all time!

Down with imperialism — especially American imperialism! Down
with revisionism, especially social-imperialism (and Chinese
revisionism)! Long live communism! Down with the reactionaries!

My last wish — take care of Fiqirete, my sons (including Skënder and
Bashkim), their children and wives! You can say that Mehmet died
‘accidentally’ while handling his guns, if you think that it would be
better for the party, or make up any other story you like. Even if you
call me an enemy, I believe that time will reveal everything. The truth
never dies.

I’m dying an innocent man. Albania’s Iago killed me!

Mehmet Shehu

17 December 1981

(Blendi Fevziu: Enver Hoxha: The Iron Fist of Albania, I.B. Tauris,
London 2017, pp. 227–230)

With this, the “staunch Marxist-Leninists” will jump from their seats to applaud
this “bang”, this act of “heroism” in exposing the man who would go on to “destroy
socialism” in Albania, they transform themselves into “Shehuites.” But like his
former co-conspirator Nako Spiru, Mehmet did not go out with such a “bang”, but
with a whimper, as a coward. One ending their life over Party matters is an
admission of guilt. Truth and justice have always prevailed in Marxism-Leninism,
and if the Party of Labour of Albania was Marxist-Leninist (as Mehmet claims even
in his suicide note), then he had only to stand his ground and prevail against the
“Albanian Khrushchev”, Ramiz Alia.

But alas, he left with one last wish, for Enver to protect his family. The puzzle
begins to fit together! Mehmet Shehu was a selfish and pitiful individual. The
transmissions of the Yugoslav UDB relayed by Feçor Shehu to Mehmet to
“assassinate Enver Hoxha, even if Mehmet Shehu himself is killed” meant nothing
to him. He only cared about himself. He wanted to protect his honour, protect his
family and the only way he could do that was to end his life. These are the
conclusions reached by Comrade Enver Hoxha and the rest of the Marxist-Leninist
leadership atop the Party of Labour of Albania on the topic of the imperialist spy
Mehmet Shehu.

But let us investigate this “note” further, we see that Mehmet Shehu makes the
claim “I told you [Enver] that the enemy has always tried to drive a wedge between
us…” This is referring to the documents found in the various embassies of the U.S.,
USSR, China, and others, in which they refer to a plot of Mehmet’s to assassinate
Enver Hoxha. These were known to Enver Hoxha and Hysni Kapo since the 1960s,
but they believed Mehmet seriously, that the existence of so many documents could
only be explained by an imperialist plot to “drive a wedge” between them and
fracture the Party, especially when there was little first-hand evidence to
corroborate this claim. These documents were only revealed to Ramiz Alia on
December 18, 1981. It was then that Enver Hoxha reconsidered everything, and the
truth unfolded. This is why these documents were kept hidden for so long but “so



easily found” in just one day, the criticism the bourgeois historians launch to
“prove” Enver had Mehmet assasinated. Pirro Andoni, the man who stole the most
important document from the CIA, in 1988 confirmed it’s validity. The CIA is
quoted as saying that Mehmet proposed to:

“Invite Hoxha to dinner and slip poison in his drink to cause his death.
Our agent told us that this is the only way… Our friend [Mehmet
Shehu] considers it entirely possible that he will be elected to succeed
Hoxha and in time, approximately one year, he will begin to replace
Hoxha’s successors, replacing them with his trusted people.” (The CIA
plan to eliminate Enver Hoxha and protect Mehmet Shehu)

The 5 main plots of the point include:

“1. — Establishing formal relations with all the most important
countries of the West, mainly the United States of America. The
Albanian gold conflict will be resolved by the International Court of
Justice in The Hague.
“2. — Albania will become a member of the international economic
organization, the International Monetary Fund and other bodies
created for this purpose.
“3. — Make peace with neighbouring countries (Yugoslavia and
Greece) to first eliminate all the objections coming from the personal
and ideological war of Enver Hoxha and his group and by signing a
second treaty of peace, friendship and cooperation that opens the
borders of the country.
“4. — The government will be socialist, will not return to the previous
regime. Compensation to former landowners will not be recognized,
but Albania will abandon its policy of international isolation.
“5. — The new government will be elected within a period of 3–5 years,
accepting the rebirth of all political parties in a broad form.” (The CIA
plan to eliminate Enver Hoxha and protect Mehmet Shehu)

It is clear that behind the false “socialism”, what would have existed was Titoite
pseudo-socialism, all the backdoor deals with the IMF and the world bourgeoisie to
sabotage genuine socialism. And if he failed:

“If he fails in his attempt, it will be revealed. For this reason the agent
has requested and it is ensured that he will be given political asylum in
the U.S., and absence of this, in any friendly country. For this he has
asked and is assured that he will be given 3 million U.S. dollars… He
must be a very ambitious man, and such is his plan. He only joins us in
the question of coexistence with the West and its neighbours. We have
suggested that until the actions are carried out, he should be obedient
of Hoxha and his successors, otherwise the plan may be revealed.” (The
CIA plan to eliminate Enver Hoxha and protect Mehmet Shehu)

3 million U.S. dollars to live in West! Like the Albanian fascists of old, figures like
Ali Këlcyra and Mithat Frashëri, Mehmet would find his residence in the West after
betraying his country. Thus was the servile plan of the superagent, of the enemy of
the Albanian people, Mehmet Shehu, revealed by the Albanian ambassador to
Argentina, Pirro Andoni, who obtained this CIA document from the U.S. embassy in
Argentina.
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Much is still unknown about this personal relationship between Ramiz and
Mehmet, but it can be discerned that they were on opposite sides of the question.
Two years after Mehmet’s death, it was Ramiz Alia who discovered the definitive
truth about the events in investigating the enemy activities of Kadri Hazbiu, the
Albanian “Iago” which Mehmet refers to. Mehmet was a well-known coward and
refused to act upon his CIA and UDB orders because he feared the consequences,
realized how far he buried his own fate in selling out. And with the events in
Kosova, the Yugoslav revisionists could not handle the Albanian people united. So,
they tried to use Mehmet’s cowardice to disunite and scatter the Albanian by
provoking his suicide. In connection with this, the UDB ordered their more loyal
agent Kadri Hazbiu into action. At the secret meeting of the CC of the PLA on
September 12, 1983, Ramiz revealed that:

“Kadri Hazbiu certainly influenced the enemy Mehmet Shehu to kill
himself. That night, after the meeting of the Politburo, Kadri Hazbiu,
when he went to Mehmet Shehu’s house, said: ‘The plot has been
discovered’, it is even possible that he also told him: ‘I have an arrest
order tomorrow. Therefore, how are you going to do it? You either
come to the meeting tomorrow and I will arrest you because I am
obliged to do this, or you will find another way out.’ This is what he
may have said and Mehmet Shehu had the idea to do what Nako Spiru
did years ago…
“It is logical from the point of view of the Yugoslavs as well. In fact, the
Yugoslavs tasked Mehmet Shehu with assassinating Enver Hoxha, they
want to eliminate him. But the terrorist Mehmet Shehu was at his end.
Whether or not he was killed where he intended to carry out the
assassination or not, the Party and the people would hang him by the
rope.
“As a murderer, as a terrorist of Enver Hoxha, he had no escape, he
was running into a dead end. So the Yugoslavs eliminated him, burned
their agent for a bigger issue. They had the plight of Kosova.
Ultimately they thought: why do we love this card? In the first place to
save ourselves. When Yugoslavia was burning, it was worth the “rent
burden” to eliminate Mehmet Shehu. The Yugoslavs surely have
instructed Kadri how to act. This explains why Kadri Hazbiu started
keeping his distance from Mehmet Shehu in September. He started
coming here to our meetings and discussing other issues as well.”
(Ramiz Alia: Jugosllavët e vranë Mehmetin!)

So, the essence of the end of Mehmet and Kadri Hazbiu’s “rise” was exposed. He
was an agent provocateur of the Yugoslavs on a mission to cause the disunity of the
Albanian people. Further speaking on Kadri, Ramiz says:

“After that he started to rise like a rooster, because that was the order
of the Yugoslavs. When Comrade Enver said to Mehmet Shehu at the
meeting of the Politburo: ‘your alibi does not stand’, then Kadri Hazbiu
thought that Mehmet Shehu was stuck and that he was upset, that he
would be constrained and he could talk, he could tell the truth about
Kadri, then Kadri would be burned too, so Mehmet must be eliminated.
But how to eliminate him? There was no way he could do it himself.
Then he found another way: to frighten him, to frighten him in such a
way that he would do it himself. So Kadri must have said to him that
night: ‘I am the Minister of Defence, and now that I am being treated
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well, I am a member of the Politburo, therefore I and not Feçor Shehu,
have been charged to put you behind bars. I came here to share the fact
that this work will not be done any differently.’
“Fiqret [Mehmet’s wife] confirmed that Kadri came home and they
both entered the room with Mehmet. That Kadri said these things to
Mehmeti is so true that Mehmet, as she said, changed his attitude
immediately after Kadri’s arrival. That night, said Fiqret, she had let
him talk on the phone with Skënder [Mehmet’s son]. Fiqret said: When
Mehmet came from the meeting of the Politburo, he told me that he
would work because he had to prepare for tomorrow, that Comrade
Enver had told him that he had to prepare and give an explanation
again. ‘Therefore, tell Ner (Skënder) to call me tomorrow night.’
‘Besides,’ Fiqret continued, ‘he told me that the Politburo meeting could
end tomorrow morning, so in the afternoon we will pay a visit to
Hekuran [Isai] because his mother has died.’ So, all the circumstances
clearly show that he, before Kadri Hazbiu came, had not yet decided to
kill himself…
“Even in the evening, he told Fiqret that the next day they would go to
Comrade Hekuran for consolation, to tell Skënder that he would talk
on the phone the next day. He did not even talk to his son on the phone
that night, but if he had decided to kill himself before Kadri’s visit he
would have certainly talked to his son once more on the phone.
“All this proves that Kadri pushed Mehmet to kill himself.” (Ramiz Alia:
Jugosllavët e vranë Mehmetin!)

The “bang” that Mehmet that attempted to create with his suicide note was nothing
in comparison with the “bang” of this exposition of the facts by Ramiz Alia. The
criminal-terrorist element Kadri Hazbiu, who Mehmet regarded with such scorn,
was a not a result of political criticism but personal rage. He knew who forced him
into suicide. Mehmet even says himself “Albania’s Iago killed me!” Now, all the
facts surrounding the death of Mehmet became abundantly clear! And the great
fight which Enver Hoxha and Ramiz Alia spearheaded against the enemy activity of
Mehmet Shehu is put into full light. The modern Shehuites — the individuals who
level the same accusations at Ramiz Alia that Mehmet Shehu did — now know what
side of history they stand on.

The “Zeros”

“My opinion is that Enver Hoxha stands among the most prominent
personalities that our people have ever produced. Despite the fact that
today the passions and logic of anti-communist revenge rule, history
will give Enver Hoxha the place he belongs. Just as the National
Liberation War of our people against fascism cannot be denied, the
name and historical role of Enver Hoxha in the creation and progress
of the new Albania cannot be obscured and extinguished.” (Ramiz Alia:
Enveri, protagonist i historisë, 9 April 2005)

In reviewing documents on the collapse of socialism in Albania and the role of
Ramiz Alia in these events, I read a book from Hardial Bains on the fall of socialism
and pseudo-socialism, with a chapter on the topic of dialectics dated November 13,
1990 (Hardial Bains: Dialectics, 13 November 1990; in: Communism: 1989–1991,
Ideological Studies Centre, Toronto 1991, pp. 199–221). In this article Bains
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envisages the measurement of the ups and downs of specific systems to that of
temperature, specifically with the point where quantitative changes turn into
qualitative changes, the freezing point of zero degrees Celsius, the reference point of
society. Positive numbers are what are considered ups, negative numbers are what
are considered downs, the number zero being an exact neutral — a point of great
qualitative change between suprafreezing and subfreezing. But, naturally, each
system has a different conception of ‘zero’ for ups and downs. So, there are ‘zeros’ of
socialism, revisionism, and open free-market capitalism. In the experience of the
socialist Soviet Union, with V.I. Lenin and J.V. Stalin at the head, we learned a truly
socialist zero in practice. With the rise of the bureaucracy — Khrushchev and
Brezhnev — the Soviet reference point became a revisionist zero. And with the rise
of Mikhail Gorbachev to power in 1985, we saw the appearance of an open free-
market capitalist zero in the Soviet Union. The disappearance of an old zero always
creates a new one. Therefore, it was vital for a new zero to be created out of the old
one for Stalin and the socialist USSR. But the zero of Stalin’s time was transformed
into its opposite by Khrushchev, for whom the consolidation of the pseudo-socialist
system and “de-stalinization” was an up, a positive number, while the increasing
encroachments of open free market capitalism were a down. Then for Gorbachev, it
was crucial for a new zero to be declared as a positive for open free-market
capitalism and negative for the pseudo-socialist system as well as any chance for
“re-stalinization”. This too may seem to be a transformation of opposites, but unlike
the change in zeros from Stalin to Khrushchev, it was a mere change in form, not
essence. The lowest common denominator for Khrushchev and Gorbachev was the
negation of “Stalinism” and the genuine socialist system. So it may be said that the
different zeros, the different reference points for ups and downs have determined
history thus far. But, you may ask, what does this have to do with Albania? Well, in
the context of Enver Hoxha and Ramiz Alia, we must declare whose “zeros” belong
to who. For Enver Hoxha, his “zero” was precisely the kind of V.I. Lenin’s and J.V.
Stalin’s. But what about Ramiz Alia, was his “zero” the same as Khrushchev or
perhaps even as Gorbachev? The aims of the People’s Socialist Republic of Albania
in the years of 1985 to 1991 and the contributions of Enver Hoxha on the
transformation of the Soviet socialist state into its opposite, a capitalist state, will
provide the answers to this question.

When Comrade Enver Hoxha observed the state of the Soviet leadership during the
death of J.V. Stalin, there was a pronounced “lack of unity”, a mad rush to claim
posts for themselves, and a sense of carelessness towards the death of Stalin
himself, whom so much of the world was grieving for. Instead, they treated the
death of the leader of the liberated world as a spectacle so they could convince the
Soviet masses that they were “worthy” of filling the shoes of the 4th Classic of
Marxism-Leninism.

“The lack of unity in the Presidium of the Central Committee was made
quite obvious at Stalin’s funeral, too, when there was strife among the
members over who would take pride of place and who would speak
first. Instead of displaying unity at a time of misfortune before the
peoples of the Soviet Union and all the communists of the world, who
were deeply shocked and immensely grieved by the sudden death of
Stalin, the ‘comrades’ were competing for the limelight. Khrushchev
opened the funeral ceremony, and Malenkov, Beria and Molotov spoke
before Lenin Mausoleum. The conspirators behaved hypocritically over
Stalin’s coffin and rushed to get the funeral ceremony over as quickly
as possible in order to shut themselves up in the Kremlin again to



continue the process of the division and redivision of the posts.” (Enver
Hoxha: The Khrushchevites, The ‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House, 2nd ed.,
Tirana 1984, pp. 15–16)

The struggle between the Khrushchev and Beria cliques for supremacy began with
no regard to honouring the legacy of the great Stalin, only using his high status
among the masses to promote their own causes. Among those posts redistributed
on the very day of the death of Stalin was the post of Minister of Foreign Affairs.
Andrey Vyshinsky, the fiercely loyal and principled Marxist-Leninist jurist who
devoted his life to the Bolshevik Party, who for 4 years carried out the Stalin policy
against the Titoite revisionists and the Anglo-American war bloc with no
concessions, was removed from his post on the very day Stalin died. One later year,
there is good reason to believe he was assassinated by the Khrushchevite MVD
while in his new role of Permanent Representative to the United Nations.

When Comrade Enver himself passed, the Party leadership grieved. Even days
before his official passing, when the Party knew the inevitable, there was already a
deep and pervasive feeling on what was occurring. Those most emotional days full
of unallyable sadness were best described by Ramiz Alia in his Our Enver:

“This same spirit pervaded the meeting of the special Plenum of the
Central Committee, held on April 13. This was the first meeting we
have held without Enver Hoxha. Profound silence reigned in the hall.
In the faces of the comrades together with their grief one could see the
strength of the conviction in their hearts about the brilliant future the
Party has planned under the leadership of Comrade Enver. Their eyes
expressed their determination to apply his teachings without
interruption and in any circumstances.” (Ramiz Alia: Our Enver, 2nd.
ed., The November 8th Publishing House, Toronto 2021, p. 400.)

After several minutes of silence in honour and remembrance of the greatest son
that the Albanian people have produced, Ramiz Alia opened the special Plenum:

“‘Dear comrades, on our shoulders, the shoulders of the Central
Committee of the Party, a very heavy burden has fallen. We have to
carry socialism forward, to strengthen and defend our Homeland
without Enver Hoxha, without his very valuable daily advice, but with
the same persistence as we displayed under his leadership.’” (Ramiz
Alia: Our Enver, 2nd. ed., The November 8th Publishing House,
Toronto 2021, pp. 400–401.)

Adil Çarçani, on behalf of the entire Political Bureau, nominated Ramiz Alia for the
position of First Secretary. The Plenum unanimously agreed to the nomination and
on his election to this post, Ramiz Alia said the following in his speech:

“‘Enver Hoxha,’ I told them, ‘is irreplaceable. No one can perform this
task in those dimensions and with that wisdom with which he
performed it. Nevertheless the united strength of the Party, the joint
thinking and action of the Central Committee and the Political Bureau
can compensate to some extent for the great loss we have suffered.
Therefore,’ I said in conclusion, ‘with the sincerity of a communist, I
ask for your help and cooperation. Let us strengthen our unity, stand
by one another, combine our forces and ideas and, with confidence in
the Party and the people, follow the course which Enver set for us.’



“Then I went on to stress: ‘The loss of Comrade Enver is great, but the
Albanian communists can and will face up to it. We must find the
energy to turn our grief into strength, and Enver Hoxha himself has
made this possible for us. He left us a Party purged of any evils; he left
us an Albania with a powerful economy without debts, he left us his
teachings, instructions and tasks for every sphere of life and
development. The present moments require that we strengthen the
Party and ceaselessly temper its unity; strengthen the links with the
people, where our strength lies; guard the freedom and independence
of the Homeland like the apple of our eye from various enemies.
“‘Once again,’ I said closing my speech, ‘I promise you that I will strive
to justify your trust by remaining loyal to the line of the Party, by
learning from Enver Hoxha, by relying on the Party and the people,
and on your help, dear Comrades.
“‘Long live the Party!
“‘Party-Enver, we are ready any time!’” (Ramiz Alia: Our Enver, 2nd.
ed., The November 8th Publishing House, Toronto 2021, pp. 401–402.)

The “Marxist-Leninists”, properly Shehuites — who transplant the situation of the
Soviet Union, a situation of strife and conflict, onto the situation in Albania, a
situation of complete agreeance on the way to proceed forward — clearly see here
the weakness in their “analysis.” Was the zero, the reference point for Ramiz Alia, a
positive point for “de-stalinization”? On the contrary! There was no immediate
large-scale role changes like in the USSR, the only change was that of the First
Secretary of the Party — a position unanimously bestowed on Ramiz Alia.

The 9th Congress of the Party of Labour of Albania, described by Ramiz Alia as the
“Congress of continuity”, was a terrific exposition of Marxist-Leninist socialism
within the Albanian conditions of the time. Chiefly, Ramiz Alia’s Report gives many
clues as to what his “zeros” were. Let us, then, start off where Albanian socialism
began — with the figure of Comrade Enver Hoxha at the head. What does Ramiz
Alia say about his teachings?

“The name of Albania and the name of Enver Hoxha are inseparable.
The whole of its recent history bears the brand of his outstanding
personality, of his theoretical personality and his political activity…
“The struggle and teachings of Enver Hoxha remain the foundation-
stone of the general line of the Party, they represent the cardinal points
of orientation and reference for its daily activity. Loyalty towards
these teachings and their consistent implementation are the
assurance of the present and the guarantee of the future, are
decisive conditions for the triumph of the cause of Socialism
and communism in Albania.
“Comrade Enver taught us that we must safeguard and ceaselessly
strengthen the Party and its leading role. On this question he adhered
rigorously to the principle that only a party of the Leninist type, which
remains loyal to the doctrine of Marxism-Leninism and the
internationalist spirit, a party which remains at the head of the system
of the dictatorship of the proletariat and does not share its leadership
in the state and society with other political forces, a party incompatible
with factions and currents and in permanent struggle with the
bourgeois and revisionist ideologies, can defend the victories of the
revolution and lead the people on the road to socialism. He created



such a monolithic Party and led it for almost 45 years, with such a
hegemonic Party our people ensured all those victories that we enjoy
today.” (Ramiz Alia: Report to the 9th Congress of the Party of Labour
of Albania, The ‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House, Tirana 1986, pp. 6–7)

Further, he elaborates the struggle which Comrade Enver and the Party of Labour
of Albania waged against bourgeois-revisionist ideology in general:

“The Party and the people will never allow our state power to be
influenced by the bourgeois and revisionist ideas and practices,
labelled pluralist, self-administrative, the state of the whole people,
and so on.” (Ramiz Alia: Report to the 9th Congress of the Party of
Labour of Albania, The ‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House, Tirana 1986, p. 8)

And perhaps more importantly, confirms the validity of the internal struggle
against three of the most dangerous revisionists to ever threaten the people’s state
power in Albania:

“It was the keen class vigilance of Comrade Enver Hoxha, his political
acumen and revolutionary courage which assisted the Party and the
people to cope with the resistance of the overthrown classes and.
eliminate the gangs of saboteurs sent from abroad, to unmask
opportunists of the type of Sejfulla Malëshova and uncover
conspirators of the type of Koçi Xoxe and Mehmet Shehu, to foil the
interference of imperialists and the intrigues of revisionists.” (Ramiz
Alia: Report to the 9th Congress of the Party of Labour of Albania, The
‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House, Tirana 1986, p. 10)

In the economy, he defended the brilliant theses of J.V. Stalin in his Economic
Problems of Socialism in the USSR, that the socialist economy follows not anarchy
of production, the absolutization of the law of value as in the bourgeois countries:

“The high rates [of production] will give us the possibility to develop
the whole economy harmoniously and in correct proportions. The
national income and the social product, production and consumption,
the productivity of labour and real income, the product for society and
that for oneself, the supply of consumer goods and purchasing power,
exports and imports, will advance with the necessary priorities and in
a balanced manner. The realization of these laws and relations of
socialist reproduction will strengthen the stability of the economy and
increase the ability of our society to cope with still greater and more
difficult tasks in the future.” (Ramiz Alia: Report to the 9th Congress of
the Party of Labour of Albania, The ‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House,
Tirana 1986, p. 26)

as well as the great social benefits of this balanced development:

“The stability of the development of the economy, the employment of all
the new active forces in useful social work, the stability of the prices of
goods and services, the system of social security, the improvement of
the conditions of housing, work and holidays for the working people
and public order, are those social and economic factors which make the
life of our people prosperous and secure.” (Ramiz Alia: Report to the
9th Congress of the Party of Labour of Albania, The ‘8 Nëntori’



Publishing House, Tirana 1986, p. 60)

He also stressed the Marxist-Leninist thesis that the economy should proceed on
the path of democratic centralism, a safeguard against the danger of bureaucratists
that attempt to curb the initiative of the masses:

“Our economy is managed on the basis of the principle of democratic
centralism, which combines the centralized management of the state
from above with the initiative of the base and the masses from below.
The safeguarding and consistent application of requirements which
have to do with democratic centralism is an issue of principle.” (Ramiz
Alia: Report to the 9th Congress of the Party of Labour of Albania, The
‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House, Tirana 1986, p. 61)

Ramiz Alia put forward the view that the productive forces and the relations of
production as well as the collective and the individual are continuously harmonized
in socialism:

“In essence the relations of production are relations of interests
between society, the collective and the individual. Socialism
harmonizes these interests correctly.” (Ramiz Alia: Report to the 9th
Congress of the Party of Labour of Albania, The ‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing
House, Tirana 1986, p. 67)

He demonstrates the importance of fighting against petty-bourgeois indifference
and the bureaucratic tendency for personal interest:

“Manifestations of indifference and of seeking personal ease,
tendencies to dodge difficult jobs, attempts to gain benefits from being
in the ranks of the Party, or from the position held in it, damage the
pure figure of the members of the Party. The organizations and
committees of the Party cannot reconcile themselves to any such
phenomena, or to tolerant attitudes towards them from the first
moments they appear in any communist.” (Ramiz Alia: Report to the
9th Congress of the Party of Labour of Albania, The ‘8 Nëntori’
Publishing House, Tirana 1986, p. 78)

He mentioned the end of exploitation in socialist Albania, where man now lived
without the all-round savage oppression of the bourgeoisie and without worry and
anxiety for the future:

“Socialism has opened to all the way to live with dignity, through their
own toil, while guaranteeing work for everybody and ensuring the
ceaseless rise of the well-being. Our man is untroubled, because he is
not exploited by anyone, is not afraid that prices and taxes might be
increased, that he might lose his job, or be unable to get medical
treatment or schooling. The guarantee for all this is the socialist
economy which we have built, the new industry which is being
developed and intensified uninterruptedly, our ever more productive
agriculture, and our socialist national culture which is advancing
unceasingly.” (Ramiz Alia: Report to the 9th Congress of the Party of
Labour of Albania, The ‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House, Tirana 1986, p.
100)



He emphasized the class struggle as a motive force of socialist construction and the
only way to the destruction of the old society:

“Throughout its existence our Party has adhered consistently to the
principle of the class struggle and has waged it on all fronts, in all
stages of the socialist construction. It has proceeded from the principle
that the class struggle continues uninterruptedly, with its own specific
features, in socialism, too. This struggle is conditioned by objective
factors such as the remnants of the old society, the bourgeois and
imperialist pressure from abroad and the emergence on these bases of
elements who degenerate and turn into anti-socialists and enemies.
Our Party has always considered the class struggle as a main motive
force of our society which carries the revolution and the socialist
construction forward, which strengthens the unity of the people,
purges their consciousness, and tempers them as revolutionaries.”
(Ramiz Alia: Report to the 9th Congress of the Party of Labour of
Albania, The ‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House, Tirana 1986, p. 111)

Ramiz Alia continued the Marxist-Leninist line on the two superpowers and the
imperialist struggle between them:

“Today American imperialism represents the greatest
political, economic and military capitalist power… The
hegemonic course of the Soviet social-imperialists, also, has
been further intensified… Today the Soviet-American
confrontation constitutes one of the most powerful expressions of inter-
imperialist contradictions. It is turning the world into a battlefield in
which each superpower is trying with all its might to ensure its
political hegemony and economic domination over all continents.”
(Ramiz Alia: Report to the 9th Congress of the Party of Labour of
Albania, The ‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House, Tirana 1986, pp. 147–151)

Also defended is the role of J.V. Stalin in the development of Marxism-Leninism
against the Khrushchevite revisionists:

“The monopoly bourgeoisie, which has ridden roughshod over human
rights, was assisted in its struggle against the socialist system and the
communist ideology by Khrushchevite revisionism which came to
power after the death of Stalin. By slandering Stalin and discrediting
the socialist system Khrushchev and his followers enabled the
bourgeoisie to use the banner of democratic freedoms as a weapon
against socialism.” (Ramiz Alia: Report to the 9th Congress of the Party
of Labour of Albania, The ‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House, Tirana 1986, p.
160)

Fighting with the great contribution of Enver Hoxha to Marxism-Leninism on the
role of debts and economic relations between the imperialists and imperialized, he
continues:

“The economic relations which have been established between the
developing countries and the industrialized countries are utterly
unequal. The big capitalist monopolies impose low prices for raw
materials which the undeveloped countries normally produce, and
extremely high prices for the industrial and consumer products which



they sell them. The aim of this policy is to keep those countries as
producers of cheap raw materials and markets for profitable sales. The
international financial and monetary system, the domination of the
dollar and the other so-called strong currencies imposed and defended
by big world capital greatly favour this robbery.” (Ramiz Alia: Report
to the 9th Congress of the Party of Labour of Albania, The ‘8 Nëntori’
Publishing House, Tirana 1986, pp. 161–162)

In condemning the well-known views of the reformist and Bernsteinite illusions, he
denounces the

“…preaching of class harmony, conciliation between exploited and
exploiters, between oppressed peoples and their oppressors…” (Ramiz
Alia: Report to the 9th Congress of the Party of Labour of Albania, The
‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House, Tirana 1986, p. 170)

And stresses the importance of the purity of Marxism-Leninism against revisionist
confusion:

“Worse still, views which identify revisionism with Marxism-Leninism
and socialism are still widespread, and there are still people who have
illusions and think that it can be improved… Without fighting against
revisionism and opportunism the way cannot be opened to the
revolution and peoples’ liberation and socialism cannot be built and
defended.” (Ramiz Alia: Report to the 9th Congress of the Party of
Labour of Albania, The ‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House, Tirana 1986, p.
176)

In summation, the defence of the principles and main tenets of Marxism-Leninism
is paramount:

“The attitude towards Marxism-Leninism is a capital issue for a
communist party and the socialist state. Loyalty to its principles and
their correct application determines the fate of the revolution and the
successful construction of the new society. In today’s conditions, when
communism has been betrayed in many countries of the world, and
when the bourgeoisie, reaction and the revisionists in a united front
have hurled themselves against it in fury, for our Party, defence of the
Marxist-Leninist doctrine and its application in a creative way is a
very great task of national and international importance.” (Ramiz
Alia: Report to the 9th Congress of the Party of Labour of Albania, The
‘8 Nëntori’ Publishing House, Tirana 1986, p. 102)

At this point, we have nothing to apologize to those dogmatists who still contend
that Ramiz Alia’s “positive” and “negative” were, from the very beginning, identical
to that of the bourgeois-revisionist world. We only apologize for the length and
dryness of such a series of quotations in proving their metaphysics. But it is
necessary to do so, because the Marxist-Leninist party, in steel-like unity with its
leader Ramiz Alia, unanimously approved of these proposals and theses. The great
qualitative change that occurred in the USSR amidst the death of Stalin did not
occur in Albania with the death of Enver Hoxha— anything other claim is a pure
fantasy.

It is well-known that Ramiz Alia considering the signing of the law allowing



political pluralism the great failure of his life, that he defended the character and
figure of Enver Hoxha as well as socialism decades after its fall. An “Albanian
Khrushchev” who, even after years of torture and imprisonment, still refused to
condemn his mentor and greatest comrade, and refused to bend to anti-
communism. This was the “zero” of Ramiz Alia. For definitivity, let us quote
Comrade Nexhmije Hoxha:

“I want to emphasize here what happened in the two years 1990–1991,
Ramiz Alia was accused, by the communists themselves, of the main
responsibility for the fall of socialism, he was even called a ‘national
traitor’. He himself, in his latest book ‘My Life’, writes: ‘The
main responsibility for this falls on me.’
“I can say that, for better or for worse, the responsibility and merit
mainly belong to Ramiz Alia, who, unlike us, his supportive comrades,
as the leaders of the country, has been clear and determined in the
steps he took towards system changes, always with the aim of avoiding
destructive conflicts. In my opinion, such major events cannot be
managed by one person alone. Ramiz’s ‘burden’ fell on the main leader
of the Party in the most difficult period that the Party of Labour and
the socialist state had gone ever through. However, he was not
alone, because he had the support of the majority of the
Politburo and the Plenum of the Central Committee, he also
had the support of me and the vast majority of members of
the Party of Labour, despite the fact that this support was made by
some with conviction, by some others, with pain and with reservations.
“The accusation of ‘traitor’ or ‘national treason’ was made, in the first
place, against Ramiz Alia, but it was also made to the Politburo, to me
personally, and even to the entire Party of Labour, as if this were not
the Party that had been led for 50 years by Enver Hoxha himself!
Surprisingly, the communist group or party which made these
accusations was created and led by a person exalted by communist
ideas but who had not been a member of the Party of Labour.
“In my opinion, the term ‘traitor’ is given to a person who betrays his
nation and country. But Ramiz Alia with the comrades, tried during
those two years to save what could be saved, from the subversive
cyclone, which after the former communist countries of Europe,
included Albania. Therefore, Ramiz Alia cannot be considered a
‘national traitor’.
“On the contrary, Albanians in Albania and those across the border
have praised the undeniable contribution that Ramiz Alia has given,
both during World War II, for the Liberation of Albania and Kosova
from Nazi occupation, and alongside Enver Hoxha, in 45 years of
people’s power, in the service of the freedom and independence of the
country, as well as for the protection of the rights of all Albanians in
their lands beyond the border.
“I take this opportunity to say here that I feel obliged to make self-
criticism that, in an interview of those turbulent years, I also described
Ramiz Alia as a ‘national traitor’. I emphasize that this accusation was
made only once and it was expressed in moments of anger and
personal emotion, because of the way the issues of the protection or
non-protection of the statue of Enver Hoxha was treated. I have
emphasized above that, despite this, only a few days after the fall of the
statue, I stood by Ramiz Alia and defended him in front of the



representatives of the “Volunteers of Enver”, who demanded his
resignation, as well other cases, etc.” (Nexhmije Hoxha: Si e mbrojta
“tradhtarin” Ramiz Alia) (emphasis added)

We can safely establish that for Ramiz Alia, the point where quantitative and
qualitative met, the reference point for successes and failures, his “zero”, was
identical to Enver Hoxha’s.

Democratization and Its True Character

“It all goes to drive home the truth that a minor error can always
assume monstrous proportions if it is persisted in, if profound
justifications are sought for it, and if it is carried to its logical
conclusion.” (V.I. Lenin: “Left-Wing” Communism: an Infantile
Disorder in: Collected Works, vol. 31, Eng. ed., Progress Publishers,
Moscow 1974, p. 43)

Whole volumes could be put together only of works on this topic, in fact for a truly
Marxist-Leninist analysis such is necessary. But a lengthy section of this article
must do for now, and it is better than the currently existing analyses, which are few
and far between, and the ones that do exist are vastly unscientific. What were the
causes of capitalist restoration? None other than Ramiz Alia perfectly captured all
the factors that led to its overthrow, years later:

“The overthrow that took place was not an isolated
phenomenon that affected Albania. It engulfed our country after
the fall of the Berlin Wall and ‘socialism’ was overthrown throughout
Eastern Europe, including the Soviet Union. It was mostly
encouraged and intrigued from the outside, by the West.
Undoubtedly for our generation, who devoted our whole
lives to the construction of the new Albania and the creation
of a society where equality and social justice ruled, the
overthrow that took place marked a painful loss. This result, in
addition to the external factor, was also influenced by the weaknesses
and limitation of the internal system, as well as the mistakes that
had been made which created the ground for intrigues from
the outside.” (Ramiz Alia: Intervista qe Ramiz Alia la amanet t’i
botohej pas vdekjes) (emphasis added)

Indeed, he knew what these mistakes where, how they contributed to the intrigues
of the imperialists. Undoubtedly, he means the mistakes committed during the
democratization of socio-economic life. His admission to this is not something to
take lightly, but a true view into his self-critical character. Now, it is necessary to
examine the democratization, whether it had merits and mistakes, and what they
were.

The decision at the 9th Plenum of the 9th Central Committee of the Party of Labour
of Albania, on January 22, 1990, would go down as one of the most causal Plenums
in the history of the Party and the demise of the Party at that. It was at this meeting
that the idea of the “democratization of socio-economic life” was launched, in an
attempt to avoid the fate that befell the countries where bureaucracy and
revisionism reined and which were dismantled in 1989. Simply on the face of it, this
idea is scorned by many Marxist-Leninists as a departure from Marxism-Leninism,
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from the line which Enver Hoxha pursued for 45 years at the head of the Party. But
it is an objective fact that the external conditions created a weakening of the
communist ideology in Albania, thus beginning a growth of both liberalism among
the economic managers at the base and bureaucracy at the centre. If the Party had
only focused its struggle on the liberalism at the base, continued to allow a
bureaucracy to grow and inevitably usurp power, would the results have ended any
different? Would a state of Mehmet Shehus, of doctrinarist-bureaucrats who regard
the masses with the greatest contempt, be anything but an extension of
Khrushchevism and Brezhnevism into Albania? I think the obvious answer to this is
no. Therefore, some form of revolutionary action was necessary, a revolutionization
of society and it was this which not just Ramiz Alia but the entire Party recognized
as something imperative. Their scientific thinking matched the situation and met
the imperialist attack head on.

Let us first see from what perspective the democratization of socio-economic life
proceeded from. Was this a renegade idea arrived at by cunning intriguers who
wanted nothing more than the destruction of socialist Albania, or from genuine
Marxist-Leninist positions on the internal and external situation? Lets facts speak
for themselves!

The decision at the 9th Plenum was an important factor in understanding the
nature of which the Party reached the democratization of socio-economic life. In
order to avoid excessively extensive quotations, I will summarize the decision at
many points, because I would likely have to quote the entire decision. I beg the
reader to place trust in this summary and I encourage you to read it for yourself.

Noted was the great changes which the whole of Europe had been facing, the
blackest wave of reaction and mass counter-revolutionary sentiments since the time
of Hitler. This reaction was patently sponsored by the West and the USSR, and
unfortunately, the working class typically joined in this counter-revolution and
associated the shameful revisionist pseudo-socialism stemming from
Khrushchevism with the great name of Marxism-Leninism. (pp. 3–4)

Then, it mentions the great struggle which the Party of Labour of Albania had
waged against revisionism from its very beginning. It is explained that the end of
pseudo-socialism was not fortuitous, but something which Comrade Enver Hoxha
foresaw many years in the growth of both bureaucracy and liberalism. What
occurred was inevitable. (pp. 4–5) In this spirit, the decision reads:

“The Albanian communists understood the situation and struggled
with all their forces and means to make people understand the danger
of compromising socialism and the ideology and the revolutionary
policy. Nevertheless, the tragedy occurred. This tragedy grieves us but
of course does not make us despair.”

The USSR, in Stalin’s time, it was pointed out, did wage a struggle against
bureaucratism and liberalism, but this was only done through the perfection of
administration, with dogmas and general principles and not through the solution of
problems (we will see why this was resorted to later on, in examining the struggle
for democratic reform which Stalin, Zhdanov, and Molotov led atop the Bolshevik
Party, but which unfortunately failed). This all led to the growth of a revisionist
strata of intelligentsia, which was used as a social base for the bureaucracy. (pp.
5–6)



But, and this is made very clear, the fight which Albania must wage to continue
socialism would have to be waged against the interests of the two superpowers,
both the U.S. imperialists and the Soviet social-imperialists, who were, as Marx and
Engels spoke of, uniting in a holy alliance to exorcise Albanian communism. They
were determined and united in their fight to overthrow the people’s state power,
socialism, and even deprive the Albanian people of their freedom and
independence. It is stressed that Albania and only must decide its economic system
for itself. (pp. 6–7)

All this is objectively correctly and a great merit of the Party, they recognized the
external situation which required the deepening of the revolutionization and
democratization of the country, proceed further along the road of mass control to
prevent a bureaucratic counter-revolution as in the USSR’s fall from socialism to
pseudo-socialism. So much for the “liberalism” behind the intentions of the
democratization!

The necessity for democratization and debureaucratization was recognized not just
by socialist Albania, but also by the USSR in Stalin’s time. In fighting careerists of
all hues, at the 17th Congress of the CPSU(b) and the 7th Congress of Soviets, the
Marxist-Leninist leadership of the Bolshevik Party, Stalin, Molotov, and Zhdanov,
launched an anti-bureaucratism campaign. The main proposal was secret and
contested elections, with Molotov saying that the electoral reforms:

“will strike with great force against bureaucratic elements and provide
them a useful shock.” (V.M. Molotov, quoted in: G. Furr: Yezhov vs.
Stalin, 3rd. ed., Eyrthros Press & Media, Kettering 2018, p. 19)

The historian Grover Furr describes the goals of this electoral reform:

“To summarize, the evidence suggests that Stalin intended the new
electoral system to accomplish the following goals:
“* Make sure that only technically trained people led, in production
and in Soviet society at large;
“* Stop the degeneration of the Bolshevik party, and return Party
members, especially leaders, to their primary function: giving political
and moral leadership, by example and pursuation, to the rest of
society;
“*Strengthen the Party’s mass work;
“* Win the support of the country’s citizens behind the government;
“* Create the basis for a classless, communist society.” (G. Furr: Yezhov
vs. Stalin, 3rd. ed., Eyrthros Press & Media, Kettering 2018, pp. 20–21)

Describing the other reforms made by the bureaucratization, he says:

“Once the Party was out of direct control over society, Stalin believed,
its role should be confined to agitation and propaganda, and
participation in the selection of cadres. What would this have meant?
Perhaps something like this:
“* The Party would revert to its essential function of winning people to
the ideals of communism as they understood it.
“* This would mean the end of cushy sinecure-type jobs, and a
reversion to the style of hard work and selfless dedication that
characterized the Bolsheviks during the Tsarist period, the Revolution
and Civil War, the period of NEP, and the very hard period of crash



industrialization and collectivization.” (G. Furr: Yezhov vs. Stalin, 3rd.
ed., Eyrthros Press & Media, Kettering 2018, p. 20.)

These goals should be kept in mind as we move onto the points of democratization
in Albania. But first, to prove the seriousness and deep-going level of the
democratization in the USSR, two quotations should be presented. First, from
Molotov at the 8th Congress of Soviets in November 1936:

“This system… cannot but strike against those who have become
bureaucratized, alienated from the masses.… will facilitate the
promotion of new forces… that must come forth to replace backward
or bureaucratized [ozchinovnivshimsya] elements. Under the new form
of elections the election of enemy elements is possible. But even this
danger, in the last analysis, must serve to help us, insofar as it will
serve as a lash to those organizations that need it, and to [Party]
workers who have fallen asleep. (V.M. Molotov, quoted in: G. Furr:
Yezhov vs. Stalin, 3rd. ed., Eyrthros Press & Media, Kettering 2018, p.
23)

Secondly, Stalin, more strongly:

“…if the people here and there elected hostile forces, this will mean that
our agitational work is poorly organized, and that we have fully
deserved this disgrace.” (J.V. Stalin, quoted in: G. Furr: Yezhov vs.
Stalin, 3rd. ed., Eyrthros Press & Media, Kettering 2018, p. 23)

These elections were never held, due to the resistance of the bureaucracy,
particularly the First Secretaries of the Districts, people of the Khrushchev type.
Their aim and goal was clear, to erode the Party and state and to seize power, at
they did after Stalin. Albania learned from this failure and vowed not to repeat it,
calling on the Albanian people for mass initiative and for the democratization of
their own country to eliminate this ulcer.

Now, let us take a look at the specific measures for the democratization of socio-
economic life. There were four main points to the democratization.

1. The strengthening of the internal political and economic situation

• Political and propaganda work of the Party must be improved and intensified;
manifestations of formalism and bureaucracy must be eliminated; mass
organizations must be activized; press, radio, and TV must present convincing
arguments and not general slogans and phraseology.

• Revolutionary vigilance must be enhanced to cope with pressures, slanders,
and provocations by the enemies of socialism.

• Efforts to achieve economic goals must be enhanced; Communists must set an
example for the whole people.

2. The life of the Party must be revolutionized; the safeguarding of the leading role
of the Party; the line of the masses at the centre of the Party and state.

• Meetings of basic organizations must open to non-party members for
participation, allowing for the expression of concerns and becomes a school of
communism for the non-Party masses.

• Principles of elections must be extended to enterprises, factories, schools, etc.



• Competition to appoint cadres.
• Candidates for elections presented to the people after being nominated by

social organizations and approved by the Democratic Front; presenting and
voting for more candidates than necessary.

• Workers must control everything; formal restrictions eliminated; workers
control must be given full range of competing to fight alien manifestations,
bureaucracy, liberalism, discipline breaches, etc.

3. Legislation must become democratic and popular.

• Citizens guaranteed legal defence both in interrogation and in court.
• Good behaviour in society must result in rehabilitation for minor crimes.
• Ministry of Justice must be recreated.
• Village, precinct, and city courts re-examined and improved.

4. Foreign Policy must be an important factor to safeguard socialist victories;
Albania always friendly and peaceful; isolation not the line of the PLA, only the
enemies of Albania want it to be isolated.

• Strengthen relations within the Balkan region
• Developments in Eastern Europe and their impacts assessed for Albania (as

mentioned above).
• Strengthen Albania’s international position while observing the principles of

equality, non-interference, sovereignty, etc.

5. Guard the socialist economy in which developments can and must accelerate.

• Managerial activities transferred from the centre to the base
• Districts must have their own budgets and funds; state plan only sets out

tasks.
• Organization of production changed for penalties/bonuses for under- and

over-fulfilment of the plan, group contracts, piece work, etc.
• Economic possibility for enterprises to gain relative independence in

conformity with socialist economic laws; self-financing; independent
accounting; long-term credits replace state financing; state granted used only
in instances with ineffective expenditure by the enterprises.

• Wages formed not only on fulfilment of the work norm but also the final
results of the enterprise.

• Wholesale prices improved.
• Adjustments in retail prices; introducing the market and supply and demand.
• Build more homes with private funds; repair and expansion of existing private

homes; payments to citizens with an incapacity to work.
• Purchasing power of the workers increased.

The Party of Labour of Albania believed that these decisions would help strengthen
the situation, economic stability, the position of the Party, and the freedom and
independence of the Homeland.

Many of the actions in the 1st and 2nd sections parallel that to the reforms which
the Marxist-Leninist leadership of the CPSU(b) attempted to initiate. Those were
undoubtedly and unquestionably correct, proving the necessity of the
democratization of socio-economic life. Of note, in the main, is the 5th section on



the reforms in socialist economy. Did the CPSU(b) recognize the necessary to
dismantle the system of over-centralization at this time? No, they did not. They
opted for merely restricting it by the means listed in the 1st and 2nd sections. Ramiz
Alia and the PLA went a step farther. In the abstract, was such a decision, correct?
It was the only way to get out of bureaucratization permanently, it would have lifted
up Albanian society to a qualitatively higher form of socialism and brought them
significantly closer to the complete construction of socialism, the road to
communist society. Indeed, it would have been the closest thing to communism in
the history of socialist construction. I will the reader determine for themselves
whether such an action was correct.

In the preceding years, the years after the 8th Congress of the PLA, the productive
forces began to stagnate quite significantly. Quantity into quality, an objective law
of materialist dialectics, proved itself in practice once again. The productive forces
in Albanian society reached their limit under the current qualitative state of the
relations of production. Pushing forwards towards the complete construction of
socialism and towards communism, on the path of the revolutionization of the
relations of production, was the only way to increase the productive forces from
their current state. This was the goal of the Marxist-Leninist Party of Labour of
Albania, with Ramiz Alia at the head. In the face of internal and external struggles,
the Party boldly proceeded along the Leninist thesis that there is no fortress the
Bolsheviks cannot take, that this higher form of socialism was possible, in
opposition to the Trotskyite thesis of permanent hopelessness. At this point, the
Shehuite comparison of Ramiz Alia to Nikitia Khrushchev or Mikhail Gorbachev
falls on its face. These charlatans have simply seen the word “democratization” and
assumed liberalism (despite the resolution of the 9th Plenum explicitly aiming this
revolutionization against liberalism, as well as sectarianism, and for protecting
socialism in the face of the U.S.-Soviet joint imperialist onslaught). They have
entirely ignored the revolutionary goal of democratization, and moreover, they have
violated Marxist-Leninist principles in the qualitative advances from socialism to
communism, they want to halt development and scream that Ramiz was the “real
traitor”, aligning themselves knowingly or unknowingly with the fascist agent
Mehmet Shehu.

So, if such a lofty goal was set out, what went wrong? Why was this not achieved? In
fact, its mistakes led to the restoration of capitalism. Although the experience was
one with great aims, nobody else in history had set out on this road. A small
country, all on its own attempting to get out of the crises of the capitalist world, was
proceeding not from they knew was the correct path of development. None of the
classics, nor Enver Hoxha, ever described in depth what this process would look
like in depth. So, experiments were necessary. And this is precisely what it was — an
experiment, an act of finding out, of applying Marxist-Leninist principles in
connection with advancing society.

As mentioned, the decision mentioned that the managerial activities were to be
transferred to the base, districts would manage their own budgets and funds,
enterprises would gain a relative independence, and state financing was
significantly reduced. This was the experiment. Unfortunately, it had less than
desired results and the economic managers at the base usurped the power of the
socialist production, held it in hostage and created a situation of anarchy and crises.
This solution, from our perspective today, was greatly flawed. How could Albania
have prevented this, carried out the democratization of socio-economic life without
falling into capitalism? Commenting on the necessity for abolishing the over-



centralization in the USSR, Roter Morgen’s 1996 book When and Why Socialism in
the Soviet Union Failed, provides an alternate solution:

In some ways, the dismantling of over-centralization would have resulting in a
higher degree of centralization:

“Complete socialization presupposes, in some ways, a higher degree
of centralism than is possible and necessary in socialist society, but
in other ways it presupposes a dismantling of centralism.” (Roter
Morgen: When and Why Socialism in the Soviet Union Failed, Eng. ed.,
Red Star Publishers, New York 2020, p. 77)

But what exactly does this mean? Here, I will attempt to describe it through
quotations:

“As socially developed and conscious individuals… people will exercise
all partial functions with a view to the whole.” (Roter Morgen: When
and Why Socialism in the Soviet Union Failed, Eng. ed., Red Star
Publishers, New York 2020, p. 79)

In this, they will:

“understand that the central guidelines reflect objective economic laws
and are therefore an expression of the need, in other words in the
interests of society, to implement them in order to satisfy the
requirements of society.” (Roter Morgen: When and Why Socialism in
the Soviet Union Failed, Eng. ed., Red Star Publishers, New York 2020,
p. 78)

And the working class will become the ruling class in all aspects of society:

“To the extent that the class-conscious proletariat fixed its position ‘in
all pores of economic life’, formal centralism would be gradually
eliminated. By increasing the decentralized activities socialist or
communist centralism does not become weaker but stronger: decisions
of central authorities are then reduced to those spheres in which in
substance decisions can or must be made centrally. The sphere in
which central authorities make decisions is thus reduced, but the
decisions of central authorities take on a higher quality. At the same
time, the ‘central’ behaviour of decentralized levels and individuals,
that is, behaviour of decentralized levels and individuals which is
characterized by responsibility for society as a whole, is growing.”
(Roter Morgen: When and Why Socialism in the Soviet Union Failed,
Eng. ed., Red Star Publishers, New York 2020, pp. 79–80)

So, what this means is that while power over production is decentralized, that is,
put entirely into the hands of the working class, it is neither the case that each
enterprise gets put into the hands of its own workers nor that each enterprises gets
its own independence, on the contrary, the centralization and balance of economic
laws remain, however these decentralized decisions are made with the interests
of society as a whole. The power over production is decentralized, but production
itself is not decentralized, as part of the further harmonization of the interests of the
individual and the collective. That is the fundamental difference between the
proposal the PLA put forward and this alternate proposition to better continue



along the road of the construction of communism and socialism. This difference
was not a matter of antagonism or differences in principle, as proven, but a matter
of genuine mistakes. Finally, let us take a look at the results of those mistakes.

The phenomena of wreckers and rule-breakers appeared country-wide, anarchy in
production had emerged, absenteeism was wide-spread:

“Some individuals mistook the measures we took for the further
democratization of the life of the country and our society as laxity and
so they gave themselves the right to break discipline at work, to
infringe the rules, to encourage anarchy in production, demand
material benefits without increasing productivity and so on. It is a fact
that during the summer months, especially, there were many absences
from work.” (Ramiz Alia: The Strengthening of the People’s State
Power and the Improvement of the Political System Reinforce the
Democratic Developments, 6 November 1990, in: Democratization of
Socio-Economic Life, The November 8th Publishing House, Toronto
2021, p. 144.)

There are arose a new class struggle, a clash between the state and the enterprise
(i.e. a disharmony of planned production), due to the self-financing of enterprises:

“The new economic mechanism is two-sided: for the producer and for
the consumer, for the enterprise and for the state, for oneself and for
the others. In general, there is a unity of interests in this but there may
also be clashes of interests, especially if profit is sought not from the
increase of productivity but from the redistribution of the same
values.” (Ramiz Alia: The Strengthening of the People’s State Power and
the Improvement of the Political System Reinforce the Democratic
Developments, 6 November 1990, in: Democratization of Socio-
Economic Life, The November 8th Publishing House, Toronto 2021, p.
149.)

Instead of harmony between the individual and the collective, a disunity and an
extreme rupture with the socialist culture manifested itself, a petty-bourgeois
mentality of self-interest was created:

“A psychological climate has been created, even in our own
propaganda, when everybody speaks about and calculates what he
will gain himself from the application of the new regulations, but there
are very few people who rack their brains about how to increase
production for society.” (Ramiz Alia: The Strengthening of the People’s
State Power and the Improvement of the Political System Reinforce the
Democratic Developments, 6 November 1990, in: Democratization of
Socio-Economic Life, The November 8th Publishing House, Toronto
2021, p. 170.)

While the state and the workplaces showed extreme indifference and did nothing to
combat the on-setting liberalism:

“The question is what are we doing, how are we working, at what
rates, with what mobilization and organization, how are we
responding to the conditions which have been created? It must be said
that in work centres and in the countryside there is demobilization, to



put it mildly, there is lack of discipline and inexcusable liberalism. Why
should these entirely subjective shortcomings and weaknesses be added
to the objective difficulties? What are the state and economic organs
doing, why don’t they strengthen their control, why don’t they strictly
apply the law and the Labour Code in cases of breaches of discipline,
etc.?” (Ramiz Alia: The Strengthening of the People’s State Power and
the Improvement of the Political System Reinforce the Democratic
Developments, 6 November 1990, in: Democratization of Socio-
Economic Life, The November 8th Publishing House, Toronto 2021, p.
171.)

And the Party and mass organizations showed similar indifference:

“Why do the Party committees look on? At these moments the Party
and the mass organizations must intensify their work for the
mobilization of people to change the various processes and tendencies
of the economic development in a positive direction.” (Ramiz Alia: The
Strengthening of the People’s State Power and the Improvement of the
Political System Reinforce the Democratic Developments, 6 November
1990, in: Democratization of Socio-Economic Life, The November 8th
Publishing House, Toronto 2021, p. 171.)

As a result of all this, socialist relations of production were paralyzed. The economy
was:

“on the brink of a state of emergency.” (Ramiz Alia: The
Strengthening of the People’s State Power and the Improvement of the
Political System Reinforce the Democratic Developments, 6 November
1990, in: Democratization of Socio-Economic Life, The November 8th
Publishing House, Toronto 2021, p. 170.)

Thus, the experiment failed. The Albanian industry, controlled by the liberal
economic managers, held the people’s state power by the neck and slowly
suffocated and murdered it. Lenin’s immortal words that small mistakes turn into
monstrosities held true. The class struggle of the millions of Albanians who fought
heroically for socialism and communism were held with contempt by the
imperialists and their fascist bandit Sali Berisha, despite the fact that the Party of
Labour of Albania won nearly 70 per cent of the seats in the first elections, despite
the activation of the army who stayed loyal to a man to the very end in defence of
socialism, despite those heroic peasants who, fearing a return to feudal-era
exploitation and the domination of the landlords, held on to the memory of
Comrade Enver dearly as his statue was terrorized by thugs and criminals. When
Hardial Bains visited Tirana in 1991, he captured the essence of this situation:

“What was then, and what is now, is Albania within a hostile world —
a world which does not want it to be prosperous and free. Will the
wishes of the world prevail or those of the Albanians? This is really at
the heart of the struggle that is rocking Albania at the present time.”
(Hardial Bains: Albania, 30 March 1991; in: Communism 1989–1991,
Ideological Studies Centre, Toronto 1991, p. 135.)

To use the expression Ramiz Alia used on Comrade Enver’s passing — my pen never
felt so heavy as it does writings these words — this heroic people, a people that
defeated the Italian fascists and German nazis, a people who bravely safeguarded



their independence against the Yugoslav Titoites, a people that waged a courageous
struggle against modern revisionism of all hues, a people who fought for and built
their people’s state power and socialism successfully for 45 years, a people who
stood as a shining beacon of proletarian internationalism and of the world
communist movement, found one insurmountable battle — a battle they lost. The
finer details on why they lost definitely deserve much more than this article.

The Marxist-Leninists at the time of 1989–1991 Albania were no doubt undergoing
a period of unallayable grief in seeing that many people within a prosperous
socialist society were tricked by bourgeois illusions, by the manifestations of the
external and internal pressure of the imperialist-revisionist encirclement, that this
encirclement took advantage of a mistake. But what was the position of the true
internationalists? To support the Albanian Marxist-Leninists in their position on
the democratization of socio-economic life, in their attempt to save and advance
socialism in their country, or to scrutinize them, telling them that their solution was
incorrect? What this answer means is obvious to all:

“There is another voice too, besides the Voice of America, a voice heard
only in small circles, but which still causes grave damage. It is the
voice of those who say the Party of Labour of Albania (PLA) and Ramiz
Alia have turned revisionist. They are as indifferent to the fate of
Albania and to the difficulties she faces, and as brutal, as the Voice of
America. It is the case of a man who goes who into the house of a friend
who is facing great difficulty. Instead of lending a hand, he analyzes
who is saying what in the household. It is not much consolation to say
that the head of the household has turned revisionist and leave it at
that.” (Hardial Bains: Albania, 30 March 1991; in: Communism
1989–1991, Ideological Studies Centre, Toronto 1991, pp. 123–124.)

The true internationalists and friends of the Albanian people knew the line of action
which needed to be taken. An approach of support leads to an action of telling the
imperialist powers “Hands Off Albania!”, to let Albania decide their own economic
system. The approach of outside criticism leads to one becoming indifferent, to
sedentarism, doing nothing in support of the Albanian people. Is this justified?
When have Marxist-Leninists ever sat idle as a people are under imperialist attack?
Only when Ramiz Alia is perceived as “revisionist,” evidently! Can it be said that the
democratization of socio-economic life was so harmful that even if it had succeeded
in its aims, capitalism would have been restored? No! Not at all. The entire point
was not just the preservation of the socialist system, but its advancement to a
qualitatively higher stage of socialism. Today, with everything said and done, we
can discuss mistakes, and it is clear that the Party of Labour of Albania made
mistakes, as outlined in this article. However, the Albanian Marxist-Leninists were
trying to find a genuinely communist way out of the crises, and for all friends of
Albania, their aims should have been supported. This, of course, did not occur:
certain parties and organizations launched ill-considered, rigid, sectarian, and
unnecessary polemics on Albania during their most difficult time. Indifference to
the fate of a socialist country in the wake of a fierce American imperialist assault is
a grave crime against Marxism-Leninism. It is a great merit to those parties who
stayed beside socialist Albania, the Party of Labour of Albania, and Ramiz Alia to
the very end in their fight to protect socialism and Albania’s independence,
motivated purely by the well-being of the Albanian people.

In conclusion, it can be said that Ramiz Alia was a fierce fighter for the Marxist-



Leninist line of the Party of Labour of Albania for nearly 50 years on end. Looking
back critically, the analyses of the 9th Plenum of the PLA were entirely correct, but
certain mistaken solutions to those analyses were adopted not just by Ramiz Alia,
but even the most devoted Marxist-Leninists in addressing the external and
internal situation. The mistakes at that Plenum began a period of rapid
degeneration for certain figures at the head of the Party and state, as their options
for fighting the counter-revolution narrowed down to an impossibility, as their hope
for a socialist future died away slowly and painfully. Ramiz Alia expressed great
regret for these events. He always saw the successes of socialist Albania as his
successes and the failures of socialist Albania as his failures. Yet, we still have die-
hard dogmatists who refuse to see dialectically, that see Ramiz Alia as the sole
perpetrator of the fall of socialist Albania, as some sort of imperialist agent. So
much the worse for them; while we learn from the mistakes of socialist Albania and
advance our theory and practice, learn how to advance towards communist society,
these Shehuites opt for a simple answer to a very complex question — to curse
Ramiz Alia. As dialecticians, we know that the “zero” of Marx, Engels, Lenin, and
Stalin, the “zero” which Enver Hoxha and Ramiz Alia held, will inevitably triumph.
In connection with Ramiz Alia’s 2005 quote, “history will give Enver Hoxha the
place he belongs”, it is necessary to add that

“the Albanian people need deep-going transformations. Some wise-
acres may think that it is naive to think that it will happen. Others,
however, know that it is the order of the day.” (Hardial Bains:
Expressions About the ‘Naiveté’ of the Albanians, 19 March 1997, in: If
You Love Your Class…, The New Magazine Publishing Company,
Toronto 2002, p. 194.) (emphasis added)


