The electronic version of the book
is created by
http://www.enverhoxha.ru
************************

ENVER

HOXHA

FIRST SECRETARY OF THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE
OF THE

PARTY OF LABOUR OF ALBANIA

Volume Two we are publishing is the
chronological continuation of Volume O n e
of «Reflections on China» by Comrade
Enver Hoxha.
These notes, like those of Volume O n e ,
are extracts from his Political Diary covering the 1973-1977 period.
Both volumes were first published in
Albanian and distributed within the Party
in January 1978, whereas they were made
available to the public in Albanian and
some foreign languages in June and September-October 1979, respectively.

ENVER HOXHA

REFLECTIONS ON CHINA
II
1973 — 1977

EXTRACTS FROM
T H E POLITICAL D I A R Y

TIRANA, 1979

T H E INSTITUTE OF MARXIST-LENINIST STUDIES AT T H E
C E N T R A L COMMITTEE OF T H E PARTY OF LABOUR
OF A L B A N I A

Original title
«SHËNIME P Ë R KINËN»

T H E «8 NËNTORI» PUBLISHING HOUSE

1973

MONDAY
J A N U A R Y 15, 1973

SOME ANTI-MARXIST STATEMENTS BY
CHOU EN-LAI
In these first two weeks of January, amongst others, a delegation of the Italian Government, headed by the Foreign M i nister, Medici, and a Congolese delegation (from Zaire), headed
by the President of that African republic, General Mobutu, have
gone to China on official visits.
The two delegations were received by Chou En-lai, who,
of course, talked with them about political and other questions,
made statements and affirmed some of his political and ideological views which, I think, are especially important on account
of their «specific» character. This is what impels me to write
these notes.
Chou En-lai had a meeting with the Italian Medici, at which
the two exchanged views. However, nothing was reported in
the Chinese press apart from the announcement of a «cordial»
meeting, whereas the Italian press, radio and television reported
the trip and the Chou En-lai — Medici talks extensively and
especially highlighted this statement of Chou En-lai's:
China approves the European Common Market, approves
and considers correct the creation of a «United Europe», which
the states of Western Europe have begun to build.
At the official banquet which Chou En-lai gave for M o butu, amongst other things, he stated without reserve: «Despite
the form of the regime which is different from that of Zaire,

China, of course, like Zaire, is part of the third world...»
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This is an official statement which has appeared in the Chinese
press.
In regard to Chou En-lai's statements to Medici it could be
supposed that the Italian press is interested in concocting
things, by distorting these statements. Such a thing might well
occur, but since there has been no official denial from China,
these statements must be true. We recall that the Chinese ambassadors in the countries of Europe have expressed such views
about the Common Market and «United Europe» to our comrade ambassadors. Hence, in this case we have to do with a political directive issued from the centre, from Peking, with a line
and a directive issued by the Central Committee of the Communist Party of China and the Chinese Government. Thus, this
line is being applied without hesitation. Not only are we not
in agreement with this line and these orientations in any way,
but on the contrary we are opposed to them, because they are
wrong in principle and practice, because they are not on the
Marxist-Leninist line but in opposition to it. These are revisionist-opportunist views and do not assist the revolution, the
awakening of the people and their revolutionary struggle against
imperialism, capitalism, and the reactionary bourgeoisie.
Let us be more explicit. How do the Chinese comrades,
especially Comrade Chou En-lai, the protagonist of this line,
justify these key political attitudes stemming from this line?
Only with the «exploitation of contradictions which exist between American imperialism and Soviet social-imperialism»?
«We must struggle to deepen these contradictions», says Chou
En-lai. So far so good. But in whose favour do we deepen them,
and are these the only contradictions? Are there no other contradictions, known or unknown, which we must discover and
struggle to deepen in the interest of the economic and political freedom, the sovereignty and self-determination of the
peoples, in the interest of the revolution?
What is the cause of these contradictions which exist, and
are becoming more and more severe each day? What is the
source of them, and are they simple or complex? Are they merely
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contradictions between the two superpowers, or do they extend
further, more deeply? Should we Marxist-Leninists confine
ourselves merely to being interested in deepening the contradictions which exist between imperialist America and the revisionist Soviet Union, and forget the contradictions which exist
and must be deepened between the United States of America and its «allies», between the revisionist Soviet Union
and its «allies», between these two superpowers and the states
of the «third world», which are included in their respective
spheres of influence? Should we forget the major class issue,
the struggle of the proletariat, that is, the solution of the great
contradiction between the proletariat and the capitalist bourgeoisie, between capital and the proletariat, between the proletariat and the people, on the one hand, and the capitalist oligarchy and its state power, on the other hand? Should we forget that the state power of the bourgeoisie must be destroyed
through struggle and the dictatorship of the proletariat established in its place, that the bourgeois capitalist order must
be replaced by the socialist order?
If we neglect or forget these things, or use formulae as a
smokescreen, and in reality act differently, then we do not
see, do not judge, and do not carry out things like Marxists.
Let us take the issues one by one. It is true that contradictions exist between the United States of America and the
Soviet U n i o n and that we must deepen them. What is the
source and basis of these contradictions? They have their source
in the very character and the permanent aims of capitalism,
in the merciless exploitation of the proletariat and the enslavement of the peoples. Imperialism, the final phase of capitalism, is in the process of decay. It is fighting with guns, causing
bloodshed, as well as with policy and ideology, to keep the
peoples enslaved, to suppress the revolutions and to attack the
rivals which confront it in the international arena. Its decisive
enemies, who in the end w i l l wipe it out, are the peoples, the
world proletariat, and the revolution.
History proves that the

rivalry between

the capitalist
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groupings of one country and the capitalist groupings of another
country, or between the capitalist groups of a number of
countries and the capitalist groups of some other countries, to
rule the world, to create and extend their colonial empires, to
divide up the spheres of influence and markets, has created
conflicts and hurled the world into bloody wars, which have
been great crises for mankind. Their aim has been the exploitation and oppression of peoples, of nations, of the weaker
states by the more powerful. The demagogy of warmongers
and enslavers has deceived individuals and peoples, exploiting their sound aspirations, but despite this, nothing could
extinguish their sentiments for freedom, independence, liberation and the revolution. The strength of these sentiments and
aspirations has steadily increased. The oppressed and exploited
working masses have become the decisive motive force towards progress, the sternest opposition force to enslaving capitalism, against imperialism. Neither the transformation of
the Soviet Union into a capitalist country, nor the transformation
of a series of states of people's democracy into bourgeois capitalist states, has altered this trend of development in any way.
The revolution is marching ahead, socialism is ceaselessly proving its vitality, while American imperialism, the head of a
series of capitalist states, and Soviet social-imperialism, the
leadership of a series of revisionist states, are in a deep political, ideological, financial and economic, cultural and military
crisis.
It is the revolution, which is seething everywhere, as well
as the peoples' liberation struggles, in all the forms and at
all the stages of their development throughout the world, the
strikes, protests, etc., which bring these great death-dealing
crises to this decayed, declining world. This is the basis of our
struggle against imperialism and social-imperialism, these are
the decisive weapons which we must use in order to overcome
these enemies. The strategy and tactics of our struggle must
be built up in a correct way around this great aim and, in order
to deepen the contradictions between the enemies, we must
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base ourselves on these principles and not on phantasies, adventures or opportunist stands.
As everyone knows, American imperialism emerged from
the Second World War strong and with an aggressive economic
and military potential. It took upon itself the role of international gendarme and worked to revive all the capitalist reactionary forces in Europe, Latin America and elsewhere. American
imperialism was confronted with the great camp of socialism
and all the peoples of the world that aspired to and fought for
liberation.
W i t h i n a few years the United States of America revived
Bonn Germany, Italy, the French and British capitalist economies, etc., but for every change that was made in those countries, it took good care to protect its own «ration», that is, to
ensure that it got the lion's share. The United States of America
«relieved» these countries of their colonies, which it made its
own with new methods. In allegedly reviving these states, the
American imperialists strengthened their hegemony in the world
and harnessed their «allies» to their chariot with all kinds of m i litary and economic treaties. A l l these things served to strengthen American hegemony, first of all, to strengthen the reactionary bourgeoisie in each country, to suppress any people's
movement and aspirations in these countries and in the world,
and to create an iron bloc against the socialist Soviet Union
and communism. The cold war, the local aggressive wars, and
the threat of the United States of America to use the atomic
bomb never frightened the socialist countries or the peoples
of the world.
The great betrayal by the Soviet revisionists weakened the
socialist camp, but it was unable to halt the advance of the
world revolution or to eliminate socialism as a socio-economic
order or the Marxist-Leninist ideology; and likewise it was
unable to quell the desires and aspirations of the peoples to
fight for socialism. Marxism-Leninism is immortal and always
triumphant.
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But what happened? With the betrayal by the Soviet revisionists, could it be said that all the contradictions of our
time in all their complexity were eliminated? Not at all. They
were increased both for the United States of America and
the Soviet Union, and for their allies, regardless of the treaties, agreements, diplomatic accords, etc., etc. The contradictions
the American imperialists and the Soviet revisionists have with
each other can never be diminished or die out, on the contrary,
they are increasing and extending. Their source and basis
always lie in what I expounded above. At present, despite
the contradictions they have, the two superpowers are in alliance to fight the true socialist countries, to fight the MarxistLeninist communist parties, to fight the peoples' aspirations for
freedom, self-determination and sovereignty, to combat and
suppress peoples' just wars. In all these directions they are in
agreement. Thus, they are in agreement to fight socialism and
communism.
The United States of America is fighting to maintain its
hegemony in the world, the Soviet Union is fighting to establish
its hegemony. Hence, there is rivalry over the division of spheres of influence and the superpowers try to undermine each
other's alliances. This is part of the game for spheres of i n fluence and, of course, it has created and w i l l create new contradictions, serious frictions, and possibly even armed frictions.
Up till now the atomic bomb has served as a means of intimidation to prevent the outbreak of conflicts between the two
superpowers.
American imperialism and its European allies want and
are struggling to bring about the total weakening of the Soviet
imperialist power, so that it no longer poses a threat, not just
ideologically, but, if possible, is made dependent on them economically, and its aggressive military strength, of which the
United States of America is afraid, is weakened and the other
allies are in agreement on this. Therefore, their aim is to liquidate the dependence of the Warsaw Treaty countries on the Soviet Union. In this direction, they have scored many successes and
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w i l l certainly score others, because the satellites of the Soviet
Union in Europe, from Rumania to Poland, have turned their
eyes to the United States of America, the Federal German Republic, France and Britain. Backroom deals of secret diplomacy
are on the agenda. The imperialists are terribly afraid of the
peoples.
Despite their economic revival, the capitalist countries of
Europe are in a great crisis, and the peoples who live in them
are oppressed by the local oligarchies. Everywhere there are
strikes, demonstrations, armed clashes, up to the level of war,
as in Northern Ireland. What does this show? The decay of
capitalism and the rise of revolutionary forces. But apart from
the oppression and exploitation by the local oligarchies, these
countries are also under the savage heel of American imperialism. In this situation even these states want to escape the domination of Americans. But how? De Gaulle's breaking away
from N A T O , the creation of the independent atomic striking
force by France, the creation of the European Common Market
and the idea launched, and the continuous struggle which is
going on, for the creation of the «United States of Europe»,
do not have escape from the American dictate as their only
aim. This is one aspect. The other aspect shows that the bourgeoisie thinks that the uniting of big monopolies of these countries will create a compact economic, political and military
power, which will be more capable of suppressing the popular
revolts and revolutions which, already, have caused insurmountable problems and which later, because of chronic crises, will
be even more ominous for it. But all these reactionary plans
w i l l solve nothing for it. The oligarchies of these states want
to preserve N A T O , that is, to maintain the military aid of the
United States of America, since thus they are guaranteed against
the danger which comes from the Soviet Union. Here there
are a series of contradictions: the United States of America
w i l l maintain N A T O , but does not want the European Common
Market to become a barrier to itself, or even worse, the «United
States of Europe» to become a great power. Among the
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states which w i l l unite in this organization, which w i l l dominate? France, West Germany, or Britain? Thus more rivalries,
new «alliances», continual quarrels are being aroused, which we
Marxist-Leninists must analyse correctly, must foresee correctly
and must maintain correct stands towards them.
Now let us come to Chou En-lai's statements, to clarify
which I have been obliged to write these notes, perhaps rather
lengthy, but still incomplete.
The Italian press and radio are writing and speaking enthusiastically about the attitude of the Chinese, who, through
the mouth of Chou En-lai, are calling on Europe «to find its
unity in all directions». According to what Chou En-lai said
(again on the basis of the Italian press), «the process of European
integration constitutes an essential element in achieving a real
easing of tension». According to the same source, Chou En-lai
stressed that «this process must not be restricted to the economic sector, but should affect the fields of policy and defence».
It couldn't be clearer. Since there has been no denial, Chou E n lai has said these things.
These views of Chou En-lai's are anti-Leninist and reactionary, contrary to Lenin's well-known theses on the question
of the «United States of Europe». Thus, these views of Chou
En-lai's are in line with those of European reaction.
Chou En-lai is in favour of European integration in the interest of cosmopolitan big capital, that is, for its political, economic and military domination over the peoples of Europe, in
favour of the iron law of capital ruling the peoples of Europe.
With his theses, Chou En-lai (who poses as the theoretician of
the exploitation of contradictions) completely ignores the major
insurmountable contradictions between the proletariat and the
peoples of Europe, on the one hand, and the reactionary bourgeois regimes of their countries and the capitalist oligarchies
on the other, and likewise he also overlooks the contradictions
between these oligarchies themselves. Hence, Chou En-lai is
calling for the class struggle to be extinguished, calling for European integration, calling for the contradictions of European
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capitalism not to be deepened in favour of the proletariat.
Hence, the reactionary press is quite right to exalt Chou En-lai
and has every reason to do so.
The Italian proletariat is on strike almost every day. The
Italian bourgeoisie wants to escape this pressure. Italy has been
turned into a base of the United States of America against the
proletariat, but to no effect. Italian reaction is using the club of
the police, but cannot stop the strike wave; the bourgeoisie is
fighting for European integration, for the creation of the «United
States of Europe», and it is self-evident what the bourgeoisie
expects from this and what evils await the workers and peoples
of Europe. And here the bourgeoisie is being assisted by Chou
En-lai, who recommends to the peoples and the proletariat of
Europe that they should follow its leaders meekly, instead of
saying to them: «Rise against the class enemies, dig the grave
for them and push them into it, instead of allowing them to
push you in».
However, what impels Chou En-lai to come out so openly
against Marxism-Leninism? He proceeds from another idea and
thinks: We must encourage this European reactionary bloc,
because it confronts the American bloc, but especially the Soviet bloc. In this way, we deepen the contradictions between
the imperialist blocs in favour of socialism. But the question
arises: In favour of what socialism are these contradictions
allegedly deepened when calls are made to the workers and
peoples not to move, to integrate themselves like a flock of
sheep in the pen of the capitalist shepherd? In this case socialism is reduced to China alone, which is inspired by such ideas
of Chou En-lai.
Chou En-lai should be consistent in his ideas. Since he
calls on the European states to integrate themselves under
their capitalist oligarchies, then he ought to accept both the
Warsaw Treaty and the occupation of Czechoslovakia.
Chou En-lai declares that he is against Soviet hegemony
over these states, indeed in this instance, he is in favour of
«disintegration». Here he shows lack of consistency, or he is
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consistent in it that the satellites of the Soviet Union in Europe
should break away and integrate themselves with the other
«united» Europe, for the creation of which not only the monopoly bourgeoisie of Europe, but also Chou En-lai, are appealing.
Chou En-lai is not working to raise the peoples in revolution, to weaken the different links of the capitalist chain, is
not helping to burst the weakest links of this cruel chain for the
peoples, but, without expressing this openly, is preaching the
creation of different blocs to bring about a balance of forces in
favour of China, but not in the Marxist-Leninist, revolutionary
way. We must all fight in favour of socialist China, but this
we must do only for a socialist China and in the MarxistLeninist way.
Chou En-lai and the Chinese leadership say that they are
fighting on the two flanks: against American imperialism and
against Soviet social-imperialism. However, the struggle on
their part against the United States of America has been toned
down. A n d when? Precisely when it is waging its barbarous
war against Vietnam and continuing its aggressive struggle elsewhere. At such a time Chou En-lai pretends that «the revolution is knocking at the door of the United States of America».
At these moments of crisis for American imperialism, to give
it a hand, as China has done and is doing, not only is wrong,
but means to help it. Can it be said that Chou's theses that
«these things are done to deepen the contradictions between the
two superpowers in favour of socialism», are confirmed in this
way? Does Vietnam or the Middle East gain anything from
them? Were the links of the American imperialists and the
Soviet social-imperialists weakened because China accepted
Nixon's visit? None of these things came to pass. Apparently,
the Chinese policy is for the creation of closed blocs, which, of
course, will be in rivalry with one another and will be eroded
by great contradictions.
A few months ago Chih Peng-fei, the Foreign Minister of
China, made more or less this statement: «China, Korea, Vietnam, Cambodia, Laos, and the other countries of Indochina are
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one big family...», etc. Here, naturally, the words «bloc»,
«camp», «socialist countries» did not appear, but there is a flavour of a «yellow family», an «Asiatic grouping», which is not
Marxist-Leninist. Hence, today they are calling for «United Europe», for «one big family», and the «third world», and tomorrow may be calling for integration of the countries of Latin
America or the «black peoples of Africa». This is the tendency which is apparent in the Chinese policy, and this is not
Marxist-Leninist, not revolutionary. It means to divert the peoples' attention from the genuine revolutionary struggle.
Chou's statement at the banquet with Mobutu is flagrantly
anti-Marxist. He included China in the «third world». This
means to deny socialism, to conceal the true individuality of
China and the character of its socio-economic order from the
eyes of the world. This is an opportunist, anti-Marxist view.
As is known, it was Tito and his friends Soekarno, Nehru and
Nasser, who launched the idea of the «world» of the so-called
non-aligned countries, but they were bourgeois capitalists. They
themselves, their parties and states were and are linked
with the imperialists and the social-imperialists. W i t h many
of these bourgeois states, which the Chinese include in the
so-called third world, the socialist countries should certainly
establish relations, assist them in their struggle against imperialism, because they have profound contradictions with it, but
must not water down the identity of the policy of our socialist
order, or conceal the fact that we are socialist countries and our
parties are Marxist-Leninist, etc.
To declare that you are in the «third world» means either
that you are indulging in demagogy, trying to deceive others,
or that in reality, like Titoite Yugoslavia, you are not a socialist country, but completely a bourgeois capitalist country.
Such a declaration tells the world: «Let the revisionists
keep the banner of 'socialist countries', 'the socialist camp',
'socialist community' — we are of the 'third world'». No, this
thesis is anti-Marxist. We Albanians do not agree. Albania is
socialist and socialist it will be, even if it must remain alone.
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We w i l l continue to be a socialist country, and even if we remain like a tiny island on the world map, we w i l l fight with
confidence, according to our Marxist-Leninist ideology, with
confidence in the revolution, in the world proletariat and the
peoples, until socialism and communism triumph throughout
the world.
We Marxist-Leninists must distinguish when radical political changes of a truly democratic character are made in a
country and when changes which are not of this character are
made. We must support the former and not the latter, indeed
we must combat the reactionary political changes.
Political changes of a progressive democratic character
assist the socialist revolution. Thus, we, the socialist countries,
cannot and must not isolate ourselves from and fail to assist
these countries and states of the so-called third world when they
make democratic political changes and reforms, when they are
in conflict and at war with the imperialists, the social-imperialists, and other enemies of the peoples. But we, the socialist
countries, must not permit ourselves to be confused with them.
We, the socialist countries, such as Albania and China, must
always be in struggle against the capitalist and social-imperialist
world. It is our duty to draw the oppressed classes of the other
countries on to the right road through our example and militant
struggle, while making joint efforts to ensure that they hurl
themselves into the revolution against oppressing and exploiting capitalist regimes.
I am becoming more and more convinced that China is
not acting in this way. This emerges clearly in the two instances
I mentioned here, but there are many other instances. General Mobutu and his clique are reactionaries, the murderers
of Lumumba and other progressive individuals in their country.
China receives the representative of this anti-democratic A f r i can clique with great honours, and in order to please him,
Chou En-lai declares: «China is part of the third world». In
other words, he tells the Congolese people: «I, China, am M o butu's friend, support Mobutu, because he is a democrat, pro16

gressive», etc., regardless that Mobutu suppresses the people
and the proletariat, regardless that he declared to Chou in the
middle of the banquet in Peking: «We, Congolese, are what
we are, we w i l l remain what we are, and do not want other
ideologies», etc., etc. A beautiful outlook for socialism in the
Congo if we support M r . Mobutu!
But the prospects for the revolution and socialism w i l l
be equally gloomy if the Marxists and the socialist countries
support the «European Common Market», the «United States
of Europe», as China is doing, or Comecon and the revisionist
grouping of the Soviet Union with its satellites in Europe. No,
socialist Albania and the Party of Labour of Albania w i l l never
take this Wrong, anti-Leninist road of the Chinese. They must
withdraw from this wrong road immediately, or it w i l l lead
them very much farther afield.
It cannot be imagined that the Chinese comrades have
fallen into this error unwittingly, without understanding it.
For the moment they are waging some sort of «struggle against
the Soviet revisionists», regardless of the fact that it is clear
that they are not waging it from a genuine Marxist-Leninist
platform, but from a chauvinist platform which smacks of a
great-power policy, while tomorrow they may cease this struggle, and this must be expected from people who are unclear
on the Marxist-Leninist principles, or are clear on them but
want to apply their opposite.
The Chinese comrades know, as we do, that «capitalism
is international and monopolistic». The big capitalist powers,
whether those of yesterday or those of today, whether imperialist or social-imperialist, have not changed — they have
plundered and oppressed and continue to plunder and oppress
other peoples and nations. This is what the United States of
America is doing, this is what the revisionist Soviet Union is
doing, this is what Japan is doing, this is what the French,
West-German, British and Italian capitalists have done and are
trying to do. In order to do this better, the European capitalists
have created the European Common Market and are working
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for the creation of the «United Europe». In this course, they
have the support of socialist China which is opposing the true
task of a socialist state and the views of Lenin which have
such a contemporary ring when he says:

«From the standpoint of the economic conditions of imperialism — i.e., export of capital and the fact that the
world has been divided up among the 'advanced' and
'civilized' colonial powers, a United States of Europe,
under capitalism is either impossible or reactionary».*
This is as clear as the waters of a mountain spring.
What is this group of modern capitalists doing? It is e x porting capital and investing in other countries to exploit and
enslave the peoples of these countries. These are the neo-colonialists of the post-Second World War period. The Soviet revisionists come into this, too. We are seeing an organization of
a new colossal plunder, with new forms, by the imperialist and
social-imperialist bandits.
W i t h the creation of the «United States of Europe», which
Chou En-lai also supports, the capitalists of Western Europe at
present have no other aim except to peacefully share the sweat
and blood of the European proletariat and the European peoples. The capitalists want to give this division of the sweat and
blood of the peoples a «peaceful» colour, «prettifying» it with
such slogans as those about the «technical-scientific revolution»,
the «consumer society» and other such concoctions. But, as L e nin says, this division cannot be done on any basis other than
that of force. Therefore, this bloc of states for the sharing of
the plundered spoils is a source of aggressive imperialist wars.
Lenin says:

«Under capitalism the even economic growth of individual enterprises, or industrial states, is impossible. Under
_____________________________________________
* V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, vol. 21, p. 370 (Alb. ed.).
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capitalism, there are no other means of restoring the
periodically disturbed equilibrium than crises in industry and wars in politics.
Of course, temporary agreements between capitalists and between the powers are possible. In this sense
a United States of Europe is possible as an agreement
between the European capitalists... but what for? Only
for the purpose of jointly suppressing socialism in Europe, of jointly protecting colonial booty against Japan
and America, which feel badly done out of their share
by the present division of colonies, and which, for the
last half century, have grown strong infinitely faster
than backward, monarchist Europe, which is beginning
to decay with age»*
This is clear as the light of day; this was valid yesterday
when the great Lenin said it, it is true and valid to this day,
and so it w i l l be tomorrow, until the capitalist world is destroyed and replaced with the socialist world.

_________________________________________
* V. I. L e n i n , Collected Works, vol. 21, p. 372 (Alb. ed.).
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THURSDAY
JANUARY 18, 1973

RELIGION IS BEING PROPAGATED IN CHINA
The Chinese propaganda openly implies that religion is
not combated in China and that is w h y it speaks about religious
celebrations, about Easter, Bairam, about masses and prayers in
the churches and mosques in Peking. Hsinhua reported that
Bairam was celebrated with pomp in the mosques of Peking
and all the ambassadors of the Moslem countries accredited to
China took part. The line of showing the world that China
is part of the «third world», that it supports the Arabs and the
Moslems and their religion, is continuing! Great men of principle!!!
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SATURDAY
F E B R U A R Y 10, 1973

KISSINGER IN PEKING
In the history of the kings of France, and precisely in the
reign of Louis 13th, the famous cardinal Armand du Piessis de Richelieu, used his brother in religion, «le père Joseph»,
to hold secret diplomatic talks with the other states. This is why
«le père Joseph» is known to history as the «éminence grise»
or «the grey eminence», the cardinal of the darkness. He personifies behind-the-scene intrigues, secret diplomacy.
At present, at the end of the 20th century, Kissinger is
playing the same fiendish diplomatic role. He has become the
«éminence grise» of the American President, Nixon. This German diplomat (regardless of the fact that he is a Jew and fled
from Nazi Germany because he was in danger) faithfully serves
the most ferocious Hitlerite who has come to power since the
Second World War, President Nixon, the chief of American
imperialism.
In their practice of contacts and agreements, American imperialism and Soviet revisionism, as two imperialist superpowers, are employing secret diplomacy. This is understandable
— it is necessary for them because their policy and actions are
contrary to the interests of the peoples of the world, are gangster plots which have to be hatched up in the dark. They do
not want their plans and agreements on the division of the
world and the exploitation of the peoples to be disclosed, they
want to avoid troubles, problems and resistance of the peoples.
As far as possible, they want to iron out the contradictions
which they have and which emerge between them, secretly
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and at the expense of others. Only when they have reached
agreement, or when the contradictions between them are i n surmountable, do they allow something from the manoeuvres
which they carry on under cover of darkness to appear. The
two superpowers make efforts to impose this dirty secret diplomacy on others, who, sometimes wittingly sometimes unwittingly, are following this course.
Socialist China, too, has begun to practice secret diplomacy deliberately, especially with the Americans, and this is
where the danger lies. This practice is not correct and must be
condemned. Nobody, whether friend or foe of China, knows or
hears what is going on between the United States of America
and China. The friends of China, in particular, know nothing.
Kissinger goes to and from China secretly and openly, but what
is said, what is discussed, what is decided? Not a word is said.
Everything is kept secret, even from us. Nixon comes and goes
from China, but what is said, what is done, what is decided? We are kept in the dark about it all. Meanwhile the
whole world is allowed to read only the slogans of watery
communiques. Naturally, this watery soup does not go down
w i t h us, and we are fully within our rights to think, and
we think correctly and with no mistake, that the Chinese are
talking with the agents of American imperialism and taking decisions which they are not telling us or others, because this is
not in the interest of the Chinese, since they are not things
which can be told because they are unacceptable to the peoples
and to be condemned. No other reasons can be found for these
actions.
Let the Chinese claim that what they are discussing and
deciding w i t h the Americans serves to deepen the contradictions
between the United States of America and the Soviet Union.
This cannot be swallowed. It might well be the opposite, that
the United States of America is doing these things to deepen
the contradictions between China and the Soviet Union. Then,
let Mao Tsetung's China speak frankly what it is doing, so
that world opinion can judge whether it is exploiting the con22

tradictions correctly or wrongly, and what price it is paying for
these actions!
The Chinese leadership may say that if it discloses these
negotiations with the Americans, the Soviets w i l l learn about
them. Then, why not say openly that you are on the best of
terms with the Americans and have such faith in them that
you trust them and not us, your friends? Or have your «friends»
now become «boring» to you? But if you involve yourself in
such secret dealings, this means to join the circles of intrigues
and intriguers and to completely change your mentality, judgement and evaluation in regard to other peoples and their
problems and troubles.
The Chinese leaders may say: «We are with the peoples,
we are not changing our line, and everything we do is in the
interests of socialism». It is easy to talk platitudes, but the
secret diplomacy continues. The Chinese attack the Soviets
for secretly reaching agreement with the Americans. But what
are the Chinese leaders doing? They have started to do the
same thing and are continuing at a gallop. They are competing
with the Soviets over who w i l l get further into the «bonnes
grâces» of the fascist Nixon. Kissinger, Nixon's «Ribbentrop»,
is welcomed in Moscow, Peking and elsewhere like the Messiah of the Jews, in the hope that he w i l l bring them «manna»
from heaven to save them, w i l l bring them the blessed word
of the «god» of the White House. This is scandalous!
What do the other peoples, who are fighting American i m perialism and its lackeys, think and say when they see the
Chinese leaders, in particular, doing such things? Do these
dirty agreements assist their struggle? What are the Vietnamese, the peoples of Laos, Cambodia, the Arabs and peoples
of all continents, the revolutionaries, the genuine MarxistLeninists, saying? They are saying: Shame! Betrayal! Revisionist compromise! Violation of principles which defend the freedom, independence and sovereignty of the peoples!
Up to a point it was understandable that during the Second
World War, President Roosevelt, who was a cripple, bearing
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in mind the dangers of the war, should send his private adviser, Hopkins, to London and Moscow. But Nixon, who is now
using the same tactic with his «Ribbentrop» Kissinger, has
definite aims. He does not want to compromise the Department
of State, i.e., his state, in such deals, but uses a cat's paw, whom
he sends here and there to test the political atmosphere, for
espionage purposes, wherever possible, to see how much he
can get out of their pockets and heads, and if this envoy makes
some mistake, he can discard h i m like a squeezed lemon,
while emerging «with clean hands» himself. A n d to all those
who have welcomed this errand boy of the President it seems
as if they have brought the moon down.
Kissinger went to the satellite of the United States of A m e r ica, Thailand. There he reassured the clique of that country
about everything and about «the brilliant perspective which
awaits Indochina». From there he went on to Laos, talked,
intrigued, settled things, made promises, and declared that the
war there, too, would soon be over.
Today the representative of N i x o n and American imperialism, which for years on end has spread death and devastation in
heroic Vietnam, enters Hanoi with the olive branch in his
h a n d . . . It is unprecedented, unheard of, that the criminals, the
defeated in battle, should be welcomed by the victors as fine
fellows and people who are fighting «for peace and the good
of mankind»...
From Hanoi the American Messiah w i l l go to Peking. The
talks, lunches and dinners w i t h Chou En-lai, w i t h Chih Pengfei, perhaps also with Mao, w i l l go on for four or five days.
Everything w i l l be done in the greatest secrecy, as if the questions about which they w i l l talk interest them alone.
However, the secrets w i l l be revealed one day and the
stench w i l l rise from «le pot aux roses».
But the stand of the Chinese towards us is uncomradely,
iniquitous and anti-Marxist in the f u l l meaning of the term.
Before Kissinger went to Vietnam, our ambassador in Peking
asked for an official meeting w i t h Yu Chang to talk about the
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events in Vietnam. He was not given the possibility of a meeting, but a minor official told him: «We, too, know nothing
about what is going on in Vietnam, we are studying the treaties, but we have not yet drawn conclusions and do not know
why Kissinger is going to Hanoi. Kissinger w i l l come to Peking,
too, but we do not know what he w i l l raise with us. We shall
talk about our own affairs and nothing about others' affairs.
They have invited us to take part in the Paris Conference on
Vietnam and we have replied that we shall take part in it, but
do not know when it is to meet, and what w i l l be discussed
there», etc.
Even if we had asked an opponent state, it would not have
replied to us in such a way. The facts show that on these problems we have been informed by others who are not our friends.
Nevertheless, even if we are not informed, our own heads
are in order and we judge the situations by everything that
occurs. But what the Chinese are doing towards us confirms the
things I said above. They are not in order. We shall pursue
our own course unwaveringly. Time w i l l prove the correctness
of our judgement. The Sino-American alliance is developing.
We shall see how far it w i l l go.
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MONDAY
F E B R U A R Y 19, 1973

CHINA HAS CHANGED COURSE TOWARDS T H E UNITED
STATES OF AMERICA
From Hanoi Kissinger went to Peking where he stayed
five days. He is supposed to have left today, when I am writing
this note.
Long, «cordial and frank» talks have been held with Chou
En-lai and Mao. The two sides are satisfied and the foreign
news agencies are presenting the result of these talks as «very
hopeful and with good prospects for the world».
But everything is being kept absolutely secret, especially
on China's part, and this is scandalous. To talk with the savagest enemy of the peoples, socialism and communism, and to
keep these talks and decisions secret is anti-Leninist. To keep
those things, which are known fo the enemy of the communists and the peoples, secret from the communists, from your
friends, from the peoples, means in theory and practice to
reach agreement w i t h the enemy and to keep this agreement
secret — as it cannot be revealed because it would be condemned by world opinion. Lenin did not permit such ominous
hostile stands. He tore the mask from any such activity.
China has changed course towards the United States of
America. It describes the Soviet Union as the main enemy, while
it is treating America gently. Why? What are its strategic
plans and tactics? It is not revealing anything, not saying anything, it simply implies that «it knows what it is doing», that «it is
a socialist country», that «the Communist Party of China is a
Marxist-Leninist party». But the world is not satisfied with
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shibboleths, it wants deeds, wants to see proofs, wants to judge
for itself the stand which one or the other maintains. These
obscure actions cannot be explained as easily as the Ghinese
think with «exploiting contradictions».
But let them tell us concretely how they are exploiting
these contradictions between the Americans and the Soviets.
Do they think that we are so gullible and silly as to blindly
believe vaguely worded formulas? Why are they keeping their
talks with the Americans secret and not allowing us, either, to
judge how and to what extent they are exploiting these contradictions? Are these talks only in favour of the Chinese? But
what about the Americans, are they not getting any benefit
from them?
It has become customary to say that «problems of interest to the two countries were discussed». This is a deception.
It is an anti-Leninist stand to talk with the imperialists behind
the back of the peoples. How is it possible that these talks are
not of interest to the peoples and the revolution? How is it
possible that the enemies of the peoples and the revolution
should know the details of these talks, and the peoples and the
revolutionaries know nothing?
No, Chinese comrades. Here there is only one thing: the
secret talks which you are holding «behind closed doors» are
to be condemned, and you know this, that is why you are not
announcing them. You have reached agreement with the Americans about this, they have imposed their will and tactic on
you, you have accepted this, have submitted to them. Hence,
you have made concessions in order to gain something which is
harmful, ephemeral and very dangerous for China, socialism
and peace.
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FRIDAY
M A R C H 9, 1973

THE CHINESE H A V E F A L L E N INTO THE SOVIET TRAP
OVER THE BORDER DISPUTES
On the course which they are following and with the social-chauvinist spirit which characterizes them, the Soviet revisionist-imperialists have begun a bombastic provocative activity, removing all the old Chinese names from the villages or
rivers of a number of zones of Siberia and giving them new,
Soviet-Russian names. There is no doubt that these actions
are part of the anti-Chinese campaign and the mobilization of
the Soviet peoples with chauvinist slogans against China, against
the territorial claims by the Chinese at the expense of
their «socialist homeland». In this way and with these methods, the Soviet revisionists are inciting the chauvinist sentiments of the peoples of the Soviet Union under the slogan
that «the borders of the Soviet Union are in danger, therefore
we must defend them». This is also how they justify the massing of a million Soviet soldiers in Mongolia and other zones
bordering on China.
China is not failing to respond, but I think it is using the
same chauvinist methods, thus falling for the provocation which
the Soviet revisionists are hatching up. The Chinese defend
the thesis that these zones, villages and rivers, the names of
which are now being changed by the Soviets, are Chinese,
hence, these places belong to China, that they were seized
from China by the Czarist regime and Brezhnev and company want to perpetuate this. In this way the conflict is becoming more acute, but proceeding from ideological motives
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which are not correct, because the Chinese, too, are going over
to chauvinist positions, a thing which serves the revisionists.
Hence, instead of attacking from principled ideological
positions in order to unmask the Soviet revisionists and to
work to bring the Soviet and the Chinese peoples together
against their common enemy, the Chinese leadership is proceeding from chauvinist positions, therefore it is alienating the two
peoples and inciting them to war with each other. What is even
more serious, the Chinese press quotes American journals to
«support». its own theses. Their shamelessness is undisguised,
and their pretext of «exploiting contradictions» has no basis!
With this, the Chinese want to tell the Soviets, «the United
States of America is with us and not with you».
Both of you had better watch out because the American
imperialists are riding roughshod over you!
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TUESDAY
M A R C H 13, 1973

PROVOCATIONS BY THE CHINESE «SPECIALISTS» LIKE
THOSE BY T H E SOVIET REVISIONISTS
A long time ago the Chinese comrades began to slow down
the delivery of materials, machinery, and blue-prints, etc., to us.
They «justify» this failure on their part to fulfil contracts
with all sorts of excuses such as: «Lin Piao sabotaged everything, therefore we are making repairs, and many things which
we were to send you w i l l be re-made»; «we are backward from
the technical aspect, but we shall be better after three or four
years, and then we shall assist Albania more, because up till
now we have assisted it very little»; «the road to Albania is very
long and our transport is inadequate»; «China has to assist Vietnam to rebuild, as well as many other countries», etc., etc.
Likewise, the Chinese are not replying to the requests to
send some of our technicians to China to look into these matters there. In connection with this problem, the Chinese ambassador in Tirana either gives the usual reply: «I have no news»,
or repeats the same formula about «difficulties», or says, «many
Chinese specialists in China are engaged in the problems of
Albania», which indirectly implies, «there is no need for you
to send your specialists to China».
Apart from this, the Chinese ambassador is now using new
tactics. He says to our officials: «you have capacities which are
not fully utilized», and gives a number of examples, which
are not real, but which he uses «to support» their stand and say:
«You should not complain about the other things not coming
on time». Meanwhile the Chinese specialists, under instigation,
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are beginning provocations against our people. One of them (of
course, on instructions) said to one of our people: «Have you
any comment on Kissinger's being received by Mao?» Our comrade said, «No». «But what is your personal opinion?» continued
the Chinese. Our comrade replied, «Imperialism is our sworn
enemy, and that is what it w i l l always be until we wipe it out».
The Chinese said, «That is why Mao, like the old man of the
fable, lured the wolf into the sack and tied it up in order to k i l l
it more easily». Our comrade did not reply, and changed the
subject. The Chinese persisted, saying, «Why do you Albanians
have no trust in our aid?» Our comrade categorically rejected
this. Of course, the Chinese indirectly wanted to imply, «You
have no trust in our (Chinese) policy».
Watch out, Chinese comrades, because this is how the Soviet revisionists began to act against us and against M a r x i s m Leninism! We behave correctly, we speak openly with you in
a comradely way, but we do not yield to pressure or blackmail.
We are vigilant!
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SATURDAY
APRIL 7, 1973

HOW FAR WILL THE COOLNESS OF CHINESE OFFICIALS
TOWARDS US GO?
We cannot but describe the stands which the main Chinese
officials maintain towards our country as cold, especially recently.
Our ambassador in Peking is not informed about anything
of international or internal importance. Only occasionally,
when meeting at some reception, or in the lounge at the airport,
some second or third-ranking official, in a haste, tells him
something about those events over which all the foreign
agencies have been clamouring for the past four or five
days, and says nothing at all about Vietnam, Laos, Cambodia, Korea, the Soviet Union, or the relations of China with
the United States of America. Mystery and silence over the
whole front. From the foreign ambassadors in Peking we hear
things which the Chinese have told them.
Mao «was ill with rheumatism» and did not receive the
head of our government delegation, a member of the Political
Bureau. Chou En-lai «was very tired», therefore he did not
receive Reiz Malile, while in fact neither was i l l or tired, because those very same days, both the one and the other,
received foreign representatives, gave banquets, and visited a
British exhibition. It was Mao's duty to receive the head of
the Albanian delegation for the sake of the friendship between
our two peoples, but in particular it was up to Chou En-lai to
receive our deputy-minister of foreign affairs in reciprocity,
because Mehmet received the deputy-foreign minister of China
32

when he came to our country. In the past, Chou, and indeed
Mao, have received even some simple official of ours. Naturally,
this behaviour cannot fail to attract attention and make us keep
note in order to see how far the Chinese w i l l go with this stand
they are maintaining towards us.
However, we shall maintain our aplomb and continue to
be friends and good comrades with the Chinese people and the
Chinese comrades if they behave like Marxist-Leninists towards
the Party of Labour and our country. Such a thing is in the
interests of the two sides and on a correct internationalist course.
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SUNDAY
APRIL 15, 1973

MAO TSETUNG REHABILITATES TENG HSIAO-PING
Teng Hsiao-ping has emerged on the scene again with the
title of the Vice-Premier of the State Council.
The «Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution» conceived and
led by the «Great Chairman Mao Tsetung» not only came to
an end with «success», but now all those cadres who were
denounced by it as «enemies and agents number 2, number 3»,
and so on in turn, «counter-revolutionaries, members of the
Kuomintang», etc., have begun to be rehabilitated one by one.
Of course, the Cultural Revolution, which began against L i u
Shao-chi, Peng Chen, Teng Hsiao-ping and others, ended with
the disclosure of the «plot hatched up by L i n Piao» and his
death. As a result, the authors of the Cultural Revolution came
under a cloud and became «reactive» (like the jet aircraft; only
the Chinese know what was the meaning of this expression
which they used!), while those whom the Cultural Revolution
had put under a cloud and made «reactive» came out in the
sunshine and were raised like Teng Hsiao-ping who was made
vice-premier of the State Council! L i u Shao-chi, Peng Chen,
and some other leaders still remain under a cloud. For how
long? Perhaps, until «they correct themselves», because this
is the «infallible method» of the Chinese comrades. Teng Hsiaoping appeared for the first time at the official reception put
on for Sihanouk, when he returned from the liberated territories
of Cambodia. He figured below Li Hsien-nien and above Chih
Peng-fei. Thus he is already occupying his government position. Later he may also occupy the place he had in the leader34

ship of the party. «The little bit of gold», as Mao called him
before the revolution, «the number 2 enemy of the Communist
Party of China», as he was called during the Cultural Revolution, now, after the revolution, «has corrected himself» and
«recognized his mistakes».
The official version, which was communicated to the
ambassadors of the socialist countries, including our ambassador,
is that «at the beginning of the Cultural Revolution, Teng made
grave mistakes and, together with L i u Shao-chi, implemented
the reactionary bourgeois line». Mao himself has judged him
in this way, but allegedly said, «We should differentiate between
his mistakes and those of L i u Shao-chi». A n d thus, on the 14th
of August 1972 (following Kissinger's visit) «friend» Teng, who
is clever and senses which way the wind is blowing, «writes a
letter to the Chairman, admits his mistakes, makes a selfcriticism and promises to work well.»
In this case, the official version we were told runs as
follows: «Chairman Mao has made a note, which is a directive
document, which says: 'The prime minister and Wang Tunghsin (Candidate-Member of the Political Bureau and Acting
Secretary of the Political Bureau) must read this'. Teng Hsiao
ping's mistakes are grave, but he should be distinguished from
L i u Shao-chi for these reasons:
1) In the liberated zones, Teng was once condemned because
he defended the line of Mao when he was attacked by the
Central Committee, that is, by Wang M i n g .
2) He has no problems inherited from his record, has not
capitulated to enemies, has merits in the war, has headed the
delegation to Moscow against the Soviet revisionists.
I have spoken to you on this matter more than once,» says
the Chairman at the end of his note.
Hence, it is apparent that Chairman Mao gave the order
that Teng Hsiao-ping should be rehabilitated, and the Political
Bureau, of course, «after discussion», approved it.
The person who communicated these things to us, Chih
Peng-fei, the Foreign Minister of China, concluded with the
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official version that «this is the great and brilliant cadres policy
of Chairman Mao. The rehabilitation of Teng Hsiao-ping is a
great lesson for the Communist Party of China, which w i l l learn
from Marxism-Leninism and the wise teachings of the Chairman». He personally removed and restored him, no more no less.
First of all, one's attention is drawn to the fact that the
Chairman did not go himself to put forward these important
things to the Political Bureau but sent them to the members
of the Bureau through a «directive note».
The second question that strikes the eye is that this note
is directed specifically to the premier, first of all.
The third thing is that Mao says in the note: «I have spoken
to you on this matter more than once», which implies that they
had not wanted to listen to the Chairman.
Who was not in agreement? Could it be inferred that Chou
En-lai was not in agreement with this rehabilitation of Teng
Hsiao-ping?! Perhaps Chou En-lai wants to be cock of the
walk, while Mao wants two lines in the party, therefore he has
to create a «competitor» against Chou and gives the ultimatum
that «the little bit of gold» must take the place which he had.
Of course, Teng Hsiao-ping conies back with all his battalions
of supporters and all take the places they had. These supporters,
who were with Liu Shao-chi, were humiliated during the Cultural Revolution, «corrected themselves» later, and «have now
become lambs». Thus, under the banner of «the great MarxistLeninist» Mao Tsetung, the chaos and anarchy continues and
increases. There are many trends in power in China: the trend
of Mao, the trend of Chou, of Liu, of Wang Ming, of Teng, of
Lin Piao, of the Kuomintang (we had better stop here because
we won't have enough paper to list them all). Can these things
be Marxist?!!!
The Chinese ambassadors in different countries are singing
another refrain: «It is not Teng Hsiao-ping who has made mistakes, but mistakes were made against him. Teng Hsiao-ping is
a good and loyal comrade of Chairman Mao».
But why was all this hullabaloo created, and what w i l l
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happen after this? I may be wrong, but this is not a simple
matter. Undoubtedly, this is a Chinese puzzle like all the rest.
Now the official spokesman says that Teng Hsiao-ping has
been «resolutely opposed to the Soviet revisionists»! Well, he
might have been as «resolute» as his comrade of the same ideas,
L i u Shao-chi, or as his friend, Chou En-lai, before the beginning of the Cultural Revolution.
At present, a course pro the United States of America is
being followed, and Chou En-lai is guiding it. China now has
two representatives in Washington: one is the ambassador of
Chou En-lai, and the other the envoy of the Hsinhua agency.
The United States of America is manoeuvring as it likes. The
Chairman developed a «great policy», and instead of «deepening the contradictions between the Soviet Union and the United
States of America», he linked the two more strongly together,
placed himself between two cannons, and now does not know
how to get out of this fix. Then it is possible that the fertile
mind of the «brilliant» Chairman gave birth to an idea: he
brought out Teng Hsiao-ping who was to begin a policy of
smiling first to the one side and then to the other. The British
advised the «brilliant» Chairman that he should adopt their
«bascule» policy, or the policy of walking the tight-rope: «Good
relations with both, and not good with one and bad with the
other, or bad with both». Mao cannot live at all with the
number one, he always lives with the number two. Thus one
morning we may see a crawling to the Soviets, beginning with
small things to achieve the «balance». A n d no doubt this tactic
w i l l be trumpeted as «brilliant».
Then China w i l l come to the standard of its «brilliant
policy» of peaceful coexistence, of the third force, which was
boosted by Chou En-lai in an interview or a banquet, I don't
remember which. That means to follow the example of the
«communists» Tito and Ceausescu. «Good relations with the
two superpowers, both the United States of America and the
Soviet Union», give and take in the two directions, intrigue
here intrigue there, allegedly because the contradictions are
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being exploited, and all this covered with the idea that «I am
a great power and nothing can be done in the world without
me». «We must continue this way until we become three superpowers with all their features», indeed without any disguise at
all, because such work leads to tearing the disguises one after
another, as they were torn from the Soviet Union.
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FRIDAY
APRIL 20, 1973

T H E BOURGEOIS «WASPS» GATHER HONEY AND
RELEASE THEIR POISON IN THE GARDEN OF
«A HUNDRED FLOWERS»
With utter shamelessness, the Director of the Foreign
Directory of the Central Committee of the Communist Party
of China, Keng Piao, tells our ambassador in Peking and a comrade of ours (who has gone there for medical treatment) in front
of all the main personnel of his Directory:
«The Marxist-Leninist movement in the world is steadily
advancing, but time is still needed for the Marxist-Leninist
groups and parties to affirm themselves. We do not publish
the propaganda material from the newspapers of the MarxistLeninist communist parties for two reasons:
a) If we publish such articles in our press to make known
some success which a Marxist-Leninist party has just achieved,
we shall attract the attention of the enemy who w i l l take
measures against it, and such a thing is both to our disadvantage
and to the disadvantage of that party itself.
b) From the experience of several years of work it turns
out that it is not necessary for us to propagate the actions of
these parties much, because the enemy acts; thus for example,
the majority of leaders of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of India have been killed or imprisoned».
According to Keng Piao, the leaders of these parties cannot go to China because the police are watching for them,
because the enemy has created an espionage network, and so
on. «In the case of Japan, however,» said Keng Piao, «the
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situation is different». «The representatives of these parties and
groups,» he continues, «want to come to us thinking that this
can have an influence in strengthening their internal work. We
cannot tell them not to come, therefore we invite them as
friends. Thus even persons from parties that have fought and
slandered us come to visit us. When Nixon and Tanaka came,
w h y should the others not come? Indeed, Nixon came for his
own electoral needs. Let even Chiang Kai-shek come, if he
wants to.»
He speaks openly and cynically as an anti-Marxist, admits
with his own mouth that China has given up the revolution,
that it no longer assists the revolution, the Marxist-Leninist
parties and groups that are fighting throughout the world. It
hides itself behind the smokescreen that allegedly it must not
compromise these parties and groups in the eyes of the enemy,
while in reality it is China that wants to demonstrate to imperialism and the bourgeoisie that it is neither assisting nor supporting their enemies, the communists. What perfidy! The communists in different countries of the world have launched their
revolutionary struggle, legally and illegally, have looked death
in the eye, while the Chinese are so shameless as to say that
«these communists want to come to China to strengthen their
internal positions». These comrades seek the aid of China
because they think that it is socialist, while the China of Mao
Tsetung does not speak about them, does not propagate or
re-publish their articles, does not assist them, but merely
observes that all the leaders of one or the other party have been
killed. What shamelessness!!
«Socialist China» receives the communist comrades in the
same way as Nixon, Tanaka, and the revisionists, just as it
might receive Chiang Kai-shek. This means blatant treachery.
They are acting against the Marxist-Leninist communist parties
and revolutionary groups in the same way as the Soviets. The
Chinese are afraid that they w i l l get a «bad name» and ruin
the «good reputation» which they established in the ranks of
the American and world bourgeoisie.
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Therefore the Chinese cannot be in accord with the revolutionary Marxist-Leninist line of our Party. They are not in
agreement with the whole of our internal and external policy,
either. And this they are displaying. Chou En-lai, Li Hsien-nien
and Mao have cut off their contacts with us, and the contacts
which they maintain are merely formal diplomatic ones. Albania
is no longer the «faithful, special friend». For them it comes
at the end of the line, after Rumania and Yugoslavia in Europe,
after Korea, Vietnam and Cambodia in Asia. China does not
take part in our political manifestations because it is afraid it
might compromise itself! It sends us the acrobats, football
and volleyball teams (since they are making tours of Europe)
and nothing more. They are maintaining the economic agreements, though with delays, but it is quite obvious that their
«initial ardour» has died.
How could China be in agreement with our foreign policy
when it is establishing relations with the United States of
America, with Japan, with Federal Germany, with Franco's
Spain, at a time when we not only do not establish relations
with them, but continually expose their imperialist and fascist
policy? H o w can China approve the revolutionization of our
country, the struggle against religion and the Vatican, when
Yu Chang, a top functionary of the Foreign Ministry of China,
tells our ambassador, «We are quite unable to do these things
you are doing, because over 50 million of the Chinese population comprise elements from the overthrown classes and their
families»? It couldn't be otherwise because, while religion, the
Church and the Vatican are fought in our country, in China, in
Peking, they are opening Catholic and Orthodox churches and
cathedrals and attendance is propagated by the Chinese press.
The Catholic press world-wide has raised a slanderous campaign against us and puts us in opposition to China; the bourgeois-capitalist press attacks us because we do not establish
diplomatic relations with the United States of America and
puts us in opposition to China.
Likewise, the world capitalist press, summing up the op41

portunist stands of China over many international problems,
does not fail to point out our stands towards the same problems, and naturally comes to the conclusion that contradictions
exist between China and Albania, that «Albania has become
totally isolated and has been abandoned by China», etc.
The same stand, which China has maintained towards the
Marxist-Leninist communist parties and revolutionary groups,
of not publishing anything about them in order to avoid «compromising itself», it is now maintaining towards the People's
Republic of Albania and the Party of Labour of Albania. They
are publishing nothing about us, apart from the welcoming
and farewelling of football and volleyball players and Chinese
acrobats. Everything else in regard to Albania has disappeared
from the Chinese press. With this stand the Chinese want to
tell the capitalist and revisionist world openly that they have
no special relations with socialist Albania and the Party of
Labour of Albania. They now consider Albania the same as
Yugoslavia and Rumania. But socialist Albania and the Party
of Labour, for their part, tell the world communist movement,
the Chinese, and the capitalist and revisionist world that they
remain unshaken, granite-firm, on the revolutionary MarxistLeninist road, that they have not moved and will not move a
fraction from these stands and will triumph. China has identified itself with Titoite Yugoslavia and revisionist Rumania,
and not with us.
The policy of the opening of the doors of China continues
«successfully» not only in state relations, but also «on the broad
road of proletarian internationalism». Together with the opening
of the doors of China, as a state, to every kind of foreigner,
from Nixon and Tanaka to Chiang Kai-shek, if he likes, the
doors of the Communist Party of China have been opened
to those anti-Marxists who have fought and cursed it. Yes, yes,
they have been opened to foreigners.
They have distributed to the foreign specialists who work
in the Chinese institutions, for them to read and approve, a
draft-order entitled «About the Improvement of the Work with
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the Foreign Specialists Working in China». This draft bears the
brand of the speech which Chou En-lai delivered a few days
ago, about which an article was written in the Chinese press.
Thus the official Chinese commentator says: «The foreign specialists should be acquainted w i t h the life of the Chinese people,
should be acquainted with the materials of the party, with
which the party and non-party masses in China are acquainted.
They can form party organizations, can even be admitted
as members of the Communist Party of China, can take part in
the educational forms, either with the Chinese or on their own,
as they wish. Care must be taken of the families of the foreign
specialists to send their children to nurseries and kindergartens,
to ensure that they can take part in the Young Pioneers' organizations or in the Communist Youth, attend school according
to their age and live in hostels together With the Chinese. Young
foreigners should not be hindered from establishing friendships, falling in love with and even marrying Chinese girls. The
respective organizations should help to carry out explanatory
work among the Chinese families to combat the hang-overs
which exist in connection with this question. The Security
Service, also, must improve its work to protect the foreign specialists who work in China. They must be given good economic
treatment,» etc., etc. In brief, this draft-order was a whole liberal-revisionist «poem». All the doors of China are being opened to foreign capitalist-revisionist filth.
This is clear. «Who should we be afraid of?» ask those
who are governing in China and leading the Communist Party
of China. And they answer: «Of the dogmatists, the sectarians,
and not the liberals». Since they themselves admit that «fifty
million of the population of China is reactionary», let a million
or so pour in from outside! «What harm will they do us? They
will be drowned in the Chinese sea. In the future we will overflow the world. Are we not the biggest people in the world?»!
Chou En-lai himself has intervened personally with our
embassy for measures to be taken against a few Albanian
students who were associated in a purely comradely way with
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some Chinese girls. A n d this occurred many years before the
Cultural Revolution, thus they cannot attribute these views to
L i n Piao. Between that time and this, what «flower-strewn»
roads and what «flowers» have blossomed and will blossom in
the land of China «blessed» by Confucius!
What rubbish w i l l be introduced into China! How many
of them w i l l marry! How many legal and illegal societies
w i l l be created! H o w many churches and cathedrals w i l l be
opened! How much of this rubbish w i l l be granted Chinese
citizenship and how much of it w i l l enter the ranks of the
Communist Party of China and fight for the CIA, the Soviet
K G B and for world capitalism, under the banner of Mao!
Truly, the centre of the Trotskyite International w i l l be
created there. A l l this garbage w i l l pour into China disguised
as «leftist», «Maoist» and people «persecuted» in their own
countries. They w i l l find aid and support in China, and with
a comforting support and the «seal of Mao» they w i l l begin
and continue the struggle against genuine Marxist-Leninists, to
w i n over the revisionist parties and to draw them from the
influence of the revisionist Soviet Union.
From this a very dangerous activity of «Maoist» revisionists
w i l l begin. We must be very vigilant. The struggle against
Soviet revisionism from revisionist positions leads to the revisionist road; to rely on American imperialism in order to fight
Soviet revisionism leads to the road of raising the dirty banner
of Trotskyism to fight Soviet revisionism and to take its place
as a great power and a «great ideological leader».
Hence, it appears that the United States of America and
China have agreed to weaken their main rival — the socialimperialist Soviet Union. Both on the part of American imperialism and on the part of China, the aim of separating the
satellite «people's democracies» from the Soviet Union always
exists. Li Hsien-nien, surrounded by four or five deputy
ministers, commenced this work by receiving the economic
representatives of Czechoslovakia and Bulgaria.
China has good relations with Tito, Ceausescu and Carrillo.
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Without doubt it w i l l extend these relations with the other
revisionist parties and the «Maoist» Trotskyites. The bourgeoisie will issue the slogan that its «wasps» go to gather the
honey and release their poison in the garden where «a hundred
flowers blossom».
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FRIDAY
M A Y 18, 1973

A LETTER OF MAO TSETUNG TO HIS WIFE
In a «self-critical» speech which Chou En-lai delivered on
the 8th of March to foreign specialists who are working in
China, he said, «I shall read you some party documents in connection with the exposure of L i n Piao».
The «first» document, translated into seven languages, was
read to the foreign specialists, including ours, who work in
Radio Peking. This document is a letter written by Mao to
Chiang Ching and dated the 8th of July, 1966.
Mao writes to his wife: «After I left Hangchow, I lived ten
days in a cave and now I am in Changsha (a place of white
clouds and the yellow stork!). After these ten days without
information, your letter was very interesting and f u l l of new
things... The leading organ of the Central Committee hastened
to send me the recent materials for approval and I shall approve
them. My friend (the reference is to L i n Piao) has delivered
a report about 'the coup d'etat' and has made an analysis of
this problem which no one else has made up to date. Some
of his ideas made me think deeply and worried me. It had
never occurred to me that my books would have such a miracleworking power, therefore spontaneously I am reminded of the
sayings, 'What is greatly stretched is easily broken', 'The higher
you rise the heavier you fall', 'The more a man's glory increases
the more difficult it is for him to be worthy of it'.
«The circumstances compelled me to fulfil the request of
certain people... This is the first time that I have agreed with
others against my own desire, to act against my will. Now
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I have the features of both the tiger and the monkey, but
mostly those of the tiger. This is the main and most important
thing. I instruct you not to become conceited from this fame,
to be cautious, and listen to the advice of comrades... and
Chen.» (The reference is to Chen Po-ta, but when the Chinese
comrades were asked by the foreigners who these comrades
that Chiang Ching had to listen to were, they said: We do not
know them!) «Now I am the monkey who became king, because
there is no tiger in the mountain. In our time when there are
no heroes, I, an unimportant person, have been raised so high.
I am a hero because there were no others. You must not tell
anybody all these things because they coincide with the evil
sayings of the rightists. To the leftists they will be like a cold
shower poured on their heads, while they will assist the rightists. The main thing now is the struggle to partly overthrow the
rightists. The things I say do not suit the taste of the leftists
and the masses. After we purge the rightists we shall have to
do another purge, indeed several of them. Once in seven or
eight years there is a shake-up in the world, and during these
shake-ups the evil comes to the top. Perhaps, after my death
these sayings of mine will become known and the rightists
will use them for their own ends, but the leftists, too, will
use other sayings of mine, organize themselves and defeat the
rightists, etc. The rightists w i l l be defeated like Chiang K a i shek.»
This letter of Mao's is astonishing for many reasons, bearing in mind the year in which it was written and the events
taking place in China from that time.
First of all, Mao writes to his wife and displays openly
that he trusts her alone, when he tells her that «she should
not tell anyone of his thoughts». Chiang Ching is his only support. This is what emerges. He does not speak about the party
at all, as if it does not exist. For Mao two currents exist: the
rightists and the leftists who are fighting for power, while Mao
is entirely isolated from the party, the masses and the comrades.
Is this letter against his «friend» L i n Piao, who is carrying out
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the Cultural Revolution? It seems to be so, because he attributes
the allusions to the build-up of his personal cult to L i n
Piao. However, when the rightists are defeated, Mao ensures
that L i n Piao is appointed vice-chairman of the party under
the Constitution, at a time when he had this same L i n Piao on
his list for future purges of leftists. Double dealing!? No reliance on the party, on the masses. Indeed he himself says in
the letter that «the masses will not understand me», but who
does he think will understand him? This is not apparent anywhere. One thing is obvious, that in the future the rightists in
China w i l l rise and fall on the leftists, who w i l l then organize
themselves and purge the rightists, and so on continually, once
every seven years.
Long live chaos and anarchy! Whoever is the stronger, let
him take power. One time the monkey will become king, another time the tiger! A fine theory! What trust can sound cadres
have in such theories? There is nothing but struggle for power
by the two sides, the anti-Marxists and the Marxist-Leninists
must submit to the beliefs of one or the other side!?
What must be the purpose of spreading this negative letter?
There is no other purpose except that it is supposed to seem
positive that Mao detected from the start that Lin Piao was a
leftist and had no faith in him, but used him as the lesser
evil, and then liquidated him.
With this he tells the others, «This is what w i l l happen
to you tomorrow, nothing is secure. The question of the two
lines in the party is my theory, and I am the tiger who decides
whether the sun w i l l shine or the rain w i l l fall on these two
lines»! However, as we do not know the facts, we have to
rely on imagination for any deductions about the Chinese
affairs, therefore we must think of other versions, too.
We said above that this letter was written in July 1966,
when the Cultural Revolution had begun, when the plot of the
rightist group of L i u had been discovered and was
being exposed, thus we must examine its content in the light
of the events of that time. Mao had been involved in this strug48

gle and there is no reason why his reference to Lin Piao's
report about the «coup d'etat» should be «interpreted» as irony
on his part. Hence it was clear that the aim of the Cultural
Revolution led by Mao was to fight to liquidate the coup
d'etat of L i u Shao-chi, and that L i n Piao was pro this fight,
hence, pro Mao.
In his letter Mao tells Chiang C h i n g : «Consult with the
comrades...» The first name is not mentioned, but there is no
doubt that it is the name of L i n Piao which has been removed
and replaced by a row of dots. W h y was it removed? This can
be understood if we bear in mind the later events and the
accusations against L i n Piao. The other name is Chen. Who is
this Chen? When the Chinese comrades were asked about it
they said they did not know. This is not true, they know but
they w i l l not admit it. Logic leads you to think that it refers to
Chen Po-ta. The question may be asked: W h y did they leave
the name Chen (without Po-ta) and remove the name of L i n
Piao? Why did they not leave or remove both of them? Precisely here lies the Chinese puzzle of the matter: they have
exposed Chen Po-ta by name, but have not exposed L i n Piao
yet. Or can it be that the question of L i n Piao is not cleared up
yet? Or perhaps, although he has been exposed within China,
the circumstances still remain obscure? («How did L i n Piao
betray?! How did he clear out to Mongolia?! H o w did he want
to k i l l Mao?! How was he pro-Soviet and anti-American?»
etc., etc.)
In other words, studying the letter from the viewpoint of
the time at which it was written,... (a name replaced by a row
of dots) and «Chen» emerge as friends of Mao. Chou En-lai does
not appear anywhere, hence he did not figure among Mao's
«trusted followers». Then, where did this figure, who was so
important after Mao and Liu Shao-chi, stand?
If we pursue this interpretation of the letter then the
questions arise: Why has this letter come to light now?! Who
does this serve?! Does it serve the existing situation, or will
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some new situation, a new «upheaval», occur, as Mao preaches
in the letter and prepares the terrain for it?
Many events have occurred, everything has been done in
the name of Mao and at the turning-points Mao found the
remedy. L i u acted «under the banner of Mao», Mao came out
against him; the Cultural Revolution was carried out «under
the banner of Mao», Mao came out against L i n Piao; Chou En-lai
fights «under the banner of Mao», Mao approves Chou, however,
this we shall watch. At present he is silent more than he
speaks, brings out a letter and a Teng Hsiao-ping from some
hole.
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SATURDAY
M A Y 26, 1973

THE WEST WIND IS BLOWING IN CHINA
Prior to the Paris Conference, at which the agreement on
the «establishment of peace in Vietnam» was signed, China
had announced that its Foreign Minister, Chih Peng-fei, would
make visits to various countries of the world and had even
set the dates for this. At the head of the list, before all the
other states which the Chinese minister was to visit, came
Albania, the «close ally of China». This was a correct and
dignified decision.
The Paris Conference in which China was to participate,
represented by Chih Peng-fei, took place, and the plan of visits
was upset and postponed for latter. Fair enough!
Now it is announced that Chih Peng-fei's journey is to
commence, but the itinerary is no longer the original one. There
is no mention of when Albania is to be visited, let alone of its
being visited first. It has been announced that in June Chih
Peng-fei w i l l go to London and from there to Paris, and later
it is said that he w i l l visit Rumania.
It is quite clear that the West wind and not the East wind
is blowing in China!
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WEDNESDAY
JUNE 27, 1973

THE BANKER ROCKEFELLER IS WELCOMED WITH
BANQUETS IN CHINA
In a communique the Chinese announced to the world that
they had exploded an atomic bomb. This is a good thing and
a worthy reply to the Soviet-American declaration about «atomic war». But we shall see what w i l l happen later.
It is said that Kissinger is to go to Peking in autumn, Chou
En-lai is to go to the United States of America, and Nixon is to
go to China again in 1974. Meanwhile from Peking, Hsinhua
reports: The famous American banker, Rockefeller, is in China,
where he is holding talks and being welcomed with banquets,
while Chiang Ching is busy with the American swimmers and
other sportsmen through whom she sends greetings to Nixon
and his wife.
Where are they heading?!!
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SATURDAY
JUNE 30, 1973

THE PEOPLES WILL NOT FORGIVE CHINA FOR THESE
DANGEROUS STANDS
Brezhnev went to and returned from the United States of
America. His talks with Nixon were very cordial and spectacular. The whole world is cackling about it: The Soviet cowboy
even met the «stars of Hollywood», the cowboys of California,
embraced and kissed the cowboy actor who plays the role of the
«bandit». Very significant! A n d just as significant was Brezhnev's appearance on American television, wearing a jacket
sporting the American eagle, which Nixon presented to h i m !
Brezhnev changed his shirt, changed his Soviet jacket for an
American jacket. These things have only one meaning: he sold
out to American imperialism. The American multimillionaires
with whom Brezhnev held a long and cordial talk, were very
pleased and described Brezhnev as a «real American», who
«ran the meeting just like an American». Why mention at all
the rest of his buffoonery, which created a sensation in the
whole world and lowered the prestige of the Soviet Union to
rock-bottom.
The clown followed the clown: Khrushchev arranged the
«betrothal» and went for the «honeymoon» to the United States,
while Brezhnev went there, to Camp David and California, to
complete the «marriage» between the Soviet Union and the
United States of America, to consumate the «marriage» between him and Nixon. As his dowry Brezhnev took to Nixon the
wealth of the Soviet Union, the land, political freedom, sover53

eignty and prestige of the Soviet Union, in return for a handful
of dollars.
Our views about these problems have been expressed in
the theses which I gave for the articles which came out in
«Zëri i popullit», but the more deeply you go into these matters
and however much you write about them, it is never too much.
These are problems of world importance, about which dangerous
intrigues of an international character are being concocted.
It is a great mistake to fail to make an open assessment,
publicly in the press, of the agreements reached between the
Soviet Union and the United States of America, which are now
known world-wide. This is a mistake being made by the C h i nese, who are content simply to express their opinion to our
comrades in Peking and no doubt to others, too, in the corridors. The Chinese are not maintaining any open official stand
over the meeting between Brezhnev and Nixon and what they
achieved and agreed upon. Although it has its own importance,
the explosion of an atomic bomb by China is by no means
sufficient on its own. But the Chinese think that this is enough
to explain everything and to foil the fiendish Soviet-American
plans.
The Chinese silence is not in order but very significant. It
shows that China does not want to speak. Why? Because if it
speaks it must expose the two «bandits», as the Chinese comrades describe them in the corridors. In order to avoid exposing the one with which it is on its «honeymoon», China does not
expose the other, and assumes an olympian pose, implying:
«I am saying nothing, but I think and work in silence». « B r i l liant method!», but one which doesn't go down, because no one
likes it, approves it, or trusts it. Your head may be full of all
sorts of fine things or rubbish, but people have learned to
judge from deeds and not from appearances.
You, China, are a great country, but you are not speaking
out even at the crucial moments when all countries, all the
peoples, are very concerned about the great international plot
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which the two imperialist powers — the Soviet Union and the
United States of America, are concocting.
To say that the Soviet Union and the United States «concluded nothing between them», either means that you fail to
see, and this is great political shortsightedness, or means that
you understand, remain silent and fail to speak out because you
have ulterior aims.
The two big imperialist gangsters reached agreement «urbi
et orbi» on important problems between themselves and on
international problems. These agreements have been signed and
announced openly, but there are also secret agreements which
have not been announced, about which nothing is being said,
but which can be inferred from what has been written in order
to conceal something. The two of them can keep nothing secret,
not because they w i l l come out to proclaim these things loudly
on the radio and the television, but the world w i l l learn of
them when they are put into practice, because those secret
decisions have been taken for action at the expense of other
peoples. «There are contradictions between the Soviet Union
and the United States of America,» say the Chinese. Of course
there are and w i l l be, but these agreements which have been
achieved between them are intended to soften the contradictions.
In connection with these agreements, one day the saw w i l l strike
a nail, therefore the nails must be driven home to ensure that
the saw strikes them.
It is a fact that the United States of America emerged
the winner from this encounter. It ensured new major colonial
markets there where it could never have dared to hope for
this — in the Soviet Union. Once the United States of America
was in a hostile position w i t h the Soviet Union, almost at war
with it, because the Soviet Union was a socialist country, a
sworn enemy of capitalism and imperialism. However, with the
coming to power of the Soviet revisionists, the situation changed
and everything was bound to come to the point that has been
reached. The great and powerful state of proletarians was
changed into a capitalist state, a social-imperialist state, ready to
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reach agreement with another imperialist state. There was no
doubt that the agreements reached would not be on the basis
of equality. The United States of America was superior to
the Soviet Union in its economy, technology, industry, agriculture, and from the military angle. The Soviet revisionists allowed
their country to fall behind. In its switch over to capitalism,
the Soviet Union suffered all kinds of defeats, and this humbled
it, made it strike its flag and seek the aid of the United States
of America to prop up its house, which was in danger of collapse.
Regardless of the fact that he was the representative of a
great country, Brezhnev went to Washington personally and
begged so abjectly that he kowtowed to the American senators
and rendered a detailed account to them over the Soviet Jews,
about citizens of his state: how many he has sent to Israel, how
many others are to be sent, how many remain, and what is to be
done with them. A n d what was the reason for this scandalous
abasement? To seek dollars, and with these dollars, which are
dripping with blood, to buy advanced American technology, and
at the same time, to find a market to sell the wealth of the
Soviet people to the American multimillionaires. This matter is
clear and requires no comment. The «wiseacres» w i l l say: «This
is a tactic of the Soviet Union to overtake the United States
of America.» Can it be that American imperialism has come on
the market to mortgage its own strength, to weaken itself, and
to strengthen its adversaries?! Or «the clever but silent politicians» pose as if they understand everything, and do not
fail to say openly and publicly: «The Soviet revisionists are
more dangerous than the American imperialists».
W h y is it necessary to discuss who is the more dangerous,
when the two are equally savage enemies of the peoples, of
their freedom, independence, and sovereignty?! To present the
problem as these unprincipled and bankrupt politicians do,
means to line up on the side of the «weaker», and for them
the weaker is the United States of America. It w i l l exploit
the Soviet Union, w i l l draw fabulous profits from it, which
w i l l serve to strengthen its world empire. Besides this, the
56

introduction of American capital into the Soviet Union w i l l
cause even the smallest remnants of the victories of the Great
October Socialist Revolution to be eliminated very quickly, will
bring about the dismantling of the Soviet Union as a union
of republics. This is the objective of American imperialism: to
destroy the Soviet Union as a dangerous rival capitalist power.
The «wiseacres» w i l l say: «This w i l l be difficult to achieve».
On the contrary, this is easily achieved when you come off the
rails of Marxism-Leninism. Revisionism contains within itself
the whipping up of nationalist sentiments, and the United States
of America w i l l vigorously fan this flame. The «wiseacres» say:
«This cannot be achieved». But what do the facts show? K h r u s h chev came to power, but what did he bring about and what was
done in the Soviet Union? Khrushchev fell, the Brezhnevs came
to power, but where are things leading to in the Soviet Union?
To the sell-out to the United States of America. Tomorrow, those
who succeed the present leaders w i l l destroy the Soviet Union
even as a state. Whether the revisionists like it or not, that is
where their road leads, the aid from and alliance with the
United States of America are intended to achieve the objective
of «divide and rule», because it is absurd to think that imperialism w i l l assist you to grow strong and dig its grave.
The agreements which were signed between the United
States of America and the Soviet Union ensured the development of this process, but both the one and the other, each maintains its own reservations and aims, which they dare not admit
to each other, but which are known to both of them because
they understand each other. In order to develop this process
they had to sign a «sensational» agreement about the «banning of war between them». Though uncertain about its effectiveness, the United States and the Soviet Union extended this
agreement at its formulation. They made themselves the g e n darmes of the world, decided and stated openly that they would
intervene anywhere if their interests were threatened, at any
time or place that «peace is endangered», according to the terminology which they use.
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The development of this process initiated by the United
States of America and the Soviet Union shows that this is a
normal, classical imperialist process. The results of this process
do not affect these two countries alone, but w i l l be felt throughout the world. These two superpowers want to dominate the
world, want to exploit it, want to have it under their feet,
under the whip of the lords of the Soviet Union and the United
States of America. Therefore they have divided their spheres
of influence. These spheres are both defined and undefined.
There are written alliances over these things, but there are
unwritten alliances, too. In both the written and unwritten alliances the interests of these two overlords w i l l collide. A n d the
point of their secret agreement is that these collisions should
not make a big bang, but that the two should reach agreement
between themselves and especially to prevent the peoples, at
whose expense these deals are being made, from rising in revolt.
In this case they have laid down two courses: the first course,
that the two bandits should agree over the spoils; the second
course, in case the victim rises in revolt, they must smack him
and say: «Hush!», «You are endangering the peace», meaning
peace for the bandits, of course.
Here there is no mention of «disarmament», but of the
maintenance of armaments, the preservation of the atomic
monopoly. There is talk about the efforts to put everybody into
the two separate spheres, that is, under the atomic umbrellas
of the Soviet Union and the United States of America. China
and France, which have the atomic bomb, are considered heretics, therefore the Americans and the Soviets, each have their
eye on them to bring them to their knees, «to admit them to
the club» in order to wring their necks.
In the light of the Soviet-American alliance, the treaties
and agreements of all kinds entered into by the United States
of America and the Soviet Union with their respective
partners, have taken another significance, another course. Now
the two big shots see everything simply from the angle of the
alliance which they signed, and their partners in bilateral or
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multilateral alliances are nothing but pawns in this game of
chess.
Everything w i l l serve the aims of this ill-famed alliance
first of all. Their collaboration, mutual aid, trading agreements
and other deals w i l l change their meaning and direction. Since
the spheres of influence have been divided, the Soviet Union
thinks it has «ensured» its domination over its satellites. Even
before this, it ordered them about with the whip over them, i m posed a thousand restrictions and forms of economic blackmail,
while from now on the screws w i l l be tightened so much that
the «allies» w i l l be reduced to real slaves. The Soviet Union,
which is selling its wealth and its soul to American imperialism,
is not in a position to maintain its commitments towards its
satellites, therefore it w i l l try to drive them harder, to bind them
hand and foot to its chariot, to drag them along w i t h it. This
is the outlook for Comecon, for their integration, with the Warsaw Treaty hanging over their heads. The fruits of the new
Czarist empire w i l l be used, administered, and divided with new
criteria, inspired by a «new» ideology, hostile to the ideology
of K a r l M a r x and Vladimir Ilyich Lenin.
Meanwhile, American imperialism has its own set course.
It has long had its partners tight in its grip. Its task is to get
them even more firmly by the throat, to have them submissive
and obedient.
The great world crisis which has broken out, has a stranglehold on the United States of America and the Soviet Union
together with their satellites. The crisis gave birth to this
alliance, which is intended to get them out of their difficulties,
that is, from the grip of the revolution. The United States of
America and the Soviet Union have jointly decided to suppress
the revolution, uprisings, and national liberation wars, to unite
in their aims and, if the occasion and the need arises, to suppress
even their capitalist-revisionist partners. For this reason the
agreements signed in Washington and California have aroused
the anger, indignation, suspicions and resistance of all the peoples, in all states of the world, regardless of their political colour.
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Some openly, some in undertones, all are saying, «The United
States — Soviet Union alliance is to our detriment».
In this tangle which has been created, although the United
States of America and the Soviet Union are the strongest, they
feel themselves isolated and completely surrounded by a
powerful spirit of anger. They have planned «to clear up» this
situation w i t h demagogy, threats and blackmail. They know
that this alliance cannot last long, if each separately and both
jointly do not put their own houses and alliances in order, that
is, discourage and intimidate the stubborn and favour their
obedient partners. Corruption through the ruble and the dollar
w i l l be on the order of the day, along with demagogy, intrigues
and arms to keep the cliques in power and to bring in new
ones when their power is endangered. «The status quo and
peace» w i l l be the motto for both of them.
Certainly it won't be all smooth-going for the two aggressive superpowers. They w i l l encounter reaction and resistance
to their fiendish plans and activities. This resistance is already
appearing all over the world. With the exception of our socialist
country, the European states, all the capitalist revisionist states,
are included in blocs. Even those states like Yugoslavia, w h i c h
pose as non-aligned, are within these wasps' nests. Hence all
these states and these cliques have pricked up their ears. They
are taking part in the dance, but internally, opposition to the two
superpowers is seething.
Meetings are held in Helsinki and Vienna, speeches are
made, but no one puts any trust in words, all of them look
at one another with suspicion, because they know that their
own hides are at stake there, that the views and interests of
the two big powers which want «to placate» Europe, and
to do so according to their own appetite for domination,
predominate there. Here they encounter more or less differentiated opposition.
Even Bonn Germany, the most favoured state in this situation, sees its hegemony in Europe threatened by the two big
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powers. It was able to benefit previously, when affairs between the United States of America and the Soviet Union had
not been settled, while now it has two jealous and sly mothersin-law, who w i l l not allow the wayward bride to fatten as she
pleases. The two mothers-in-law w i l l each strive to w i n the
bride's support, but both of them want to have her against
insubordinate France.
France is more aware about the danger which threatens
her from the two big partners, as well as from Bonn, which
is gaining advantage from this situation. The French government is openly expressing its stand of opposition to the SovietAmerican alliance as well as to the new Charter of the Atlantic
Pact which puts the countries of Western Europe more completely under the yoke of the United States of America. Bourgeois France is trying and the current trend of its policy is obvious, to channel the dissatisfaction and fear which this alliance
has aroused and, within alliances to concretize an opposition to
the American-Soviet plans in Europe and the world.
Capitalist Europe, like France, is deep in debt to the United
States of America, which has penetrated its economy deeply and
maintains armed forces there. The capitalist countries of E u r ope are discontented with the United States of America but
cannot exist without it, cannot do without American aid and
the American army. They may grumble about the Americans
but still they plead: «Please, America, don't go away, don't
leave us alone face to face with the Russians!» Of course, they
are afraid of Russia, but they are afraid of the revolution, of
the uprising of their peoples, in particular. That is w h y the tendencies to revolt in the bourgeois policy of France go round
and round in this vicious circle. The main aims of the two
bandit chiefs are «to settle» Europe and to have their hands free
to manoeuvre outside it, because they know that a lack of calm
in Europe has consequences and incites troubles on other continents. The role of Europe in the world has not been eliminated.
Asia, Africa, South America and the Middle East are even
more angry and disturbed about this situation which has been
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created. It is clear that in the Middle East the two imperialist
superpowers make the law, have defined their spheres of
influence and work in accord on everything. The United States
of America supports and arms Israel and has turned it into a
pistol at the head of Egypt, Syria, the Palestinian people and
the Arab peoples in general. In these countries which we mentioned, the Soviet Union has become a supplier of arms, which it
does not allow them to use without its permission and imposes
a state of «neither war nor peace» on these peoples, while at the
same time it is strengthening its dominant position as an undesired, false ally. Of course, the United States of America does
not have only Israel in this zone. It also dominates Lebanon, Jordan, Saudi Arabia, the principalities of the Persian Gulf and Iran
itself. Its oil empire is there. The Soviets are making approaches to Iraq in order to exploit it, and in agreement with the
United States of America, are inciting the contradictions between Iraq and Iran so that the two big powers, each on its
own account, can have them more thoroughly under control.
The Far East presents more complicated problems for
them, but there, too, both of them aim to establish themselves
more firmly, the one through threats, the other through smiles.
Their strategy is aimed at China and Japan. The links of
Japan with the United States of America are known. The
Soviet Union is inviting it to share in the Siberian «cake».
Without doubt Japan w i l l participate. The Soviets' aim is to
neutralize Japan and to prevent the rapprochement between
China and Japan in order to encircle China. Japan has always
taken account of this prospect, but has its own reservations,
because it is afraid that, between these two biggest wolves, it
might get eaten. Therefore, Japan, also, has its eyes on China,
hence the three of them are looking in that direction.
The Soviet Union threatens China, exerts pressure either
to achieve rapprochement or to push it towards the United States
of America, which is smiling at it. A n d China adopted a strategy which we think is mistaken, to say the least of it: in fact
it abandoned the struggle on two fronts, against the Soviets and
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the United States of America, and adopted another policy:
hostility with the Soviets and friendship with the Americans.
Why did China adopt this policy? «In order to exploit the
Soviet-American contradictions,» it says. But what are these
contradictions and how is China exploiting them? The voice
of China has not been and is not being heard in Europe. In fact,
China had publicly neglected Europe. Now it has begun to take
an interest in it but Europe is complicated, like a Byzantine
court, Machiavellian, and does not easily fall for Chinese
tricks. China is keeping clear of the Middle East. In all the
other countries of the world, China has only a potential weight,
not a real weight. The two superpowers are manoeuvring everywhere. The peoples want to escape this grip, want the aid of
China, its moral, political, economic and military aid, but China
is not in a situation to give them the aid they need and as much
as they need, because its positions in the international arena
are not correct, they are wrong.
In this great crisis, on this agreement between the United
States of America and the Soviet Union, instead of taking
its position to divide the two, while fighting both of them
and polarizing the dissatisfied around itself in this situation of
fear of and anger against the Soviets and the Americans, China
has opened its policy towards the United States of America.
China's calculations are clearly wrong. W i t h this policy it cannot
win the trust of the peoples, does not increase the contradictions between the United States of America and the Soviet
Union in this way, but assists and strengthens the United States,
this ferocious and powerful imperialism.
China is pursuing such a wrong policy because it fears a
Soviet attack! W i l l the United States of America defend it? O n l y
a fool or a reactionary could imagine such a thing. What follows? Y o u need aid and credits? So do the Soviets. Then you
w i l l follow the road of the Soviets, while being in struggle
against them. This is not a policy in the Marxist-Leninist spirit.
The Western capitalist states also pursued a policy like this
after the Second World War. They relied on the United
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States of America which financed them and gobbled them up.
Fear of the Soviet Union at the time when the great Stalin was
alive and running things, made the capitalist states of the world
harness themselves to the American chariot. Now these states
and countries are feeling the heavy burden of the chains with
which the United States of America has bound them, and want
to break them.
China is seeking to try the same experience, and for this
there is a very appropriate saying of our people: «I'll sleep with
the miller to spite my mother-in-law». Hence China, being afraid
of the Soviet revisionists, wants to join the Americans. Should
it do such a thing? No, because not only is this not MarxistLeninist, but it is a fatal mistake. China ought to resist the two
superpowers to the end and gather around itself the dissatisfied peoples and nations, which are not few, but are a colossal
force. The strength of the peoples aroused in revolution and in
struggle with the two superpowers is invincible. These are the
contradictions which China should be exploiting first, and it
should not go hunting for hypothetical contradictions, not follow
those tracks Which lead to political enslavement, but should
march on the revolutionary road, difficult but revolutionary.
We need go no further but take up the question of France.
Gaullist France, the France of Pompidou, has had and has cool
relations with the United States of America. In the present situation, it is afraid of both the United States of America and the
Soviet Union, as well as of Bonn, at which these two big powers
are smiling. France feels itself in danger and is seeking to resist
this great pressure. It is quite obvious that it is trying to put
a spoke in the wheel of the European plans of the two hegemonic superpowers. It is trying to create a resistance group with
the other European states, but this is difficult to achieve. France
is also seeking support outside Europe. It has turned its eyes
to China. We know that Chih Peng-fei met Pompidou, and
told him: «Beware and be vigilant against the Soviet Union!».
D i d French capitalism need to wait for Chih Peng-fei to tell
it to be vigilant against the Soviet Union?!
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Friendship with China is of interest to France, of course,
in order to direct it against the Soviet Union. Here France's
aims conform with those of the United States of America; at
the same time this eases the pressure of the Soviet Union on
France. It has differences with the United States of America,
but w i l l never quite break its links with it, because it wants
it as the gendarme against Teutonic revanchism and a Soviet
attack. Meanwhile France wants to open relations with China,
wants markets in order to escape the crisis and the economic
pressures which are exerted on it and which w i l l be increased
to make it submit.
What w i l l China do? We shall see. W i l l its smiling at France
serve the revolution or w i l l it serve to get a capitalist state,
which is also seeking hegemony in Europe, out of its difficult
position? Of course, France also takes account of China's friendship with the United States of America, but this does not worry
it much. It is reckoning on and likes China's hostility towards
the Soviet Union. In other words: China is to pull the chestnuts
out of the fire for it.
In our opinion, the position which China has taken, the
course which it is following in its foreign policy is neither right
nor revolutionary. It is allowing moments very favourable to the
revolution to go by, moments of a grave major crisis for American imperialism and Soviet social-imperialism.
The peoples and the Marxist-Leninists w i l l not forgive
China for these very dangerous, very negative and harmful
stands.
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DURRËS, FRIDAY
J U L Y 13, 1973

A FORMAL DELEGATION
In Durrës I received the delegation of the Chinese army
which had come on the occasion of the 30th anniversary of our
People's A r m y . It leaves tomorrow.
I asked the leader of the delegation how he had enjoyed
his trip around Albania, although it was short and by aircraft,
and what impressions our army and the people, with whom he
had contact, had made on him. Of course, he told me nothing,
just a few well-known formulas used by every Chinese whom
we have met. It is difficult to talk with such members of delegations, because you get no response, get no answer to what
you ask. A l l your ideas, all the conversation you try to make, run
into an impenetrable wall (apparently), because you do not
see any reaction, any reasonable reply, apart from tasteless,
stereotyped platitudes.
This is what I experienced with the leader of this Chinese
delegation. I began to speak about economic questions in order
to come round to other problems of the army and policy. I noticed that while I was speaking, the leader of the delegation
was staring at the ceiling, at the pictures and the walls. Then
I used another tactic to stir h i m up: in the middle of the talk I
stopped and asked what he thought, how China judged this
or that problem. Several times I stressed: «We are happy when
top-ranking delegations come, because we can exchange opinions on capital problems of interest to the two sides». But
Shu Yu never budged from his muteness.
Nevertheless, I expressed my opinions on many questions
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and the members of the Chinese delegation took notes. At
least, let those who w i l l read these notes draw the conclusion, if
they like, that the sending of such formal delegations without
individuality (judging from their silence) has no value. Even
what they were to write in the book of impressions at the m u seums which they were to visit in our country, they had
brought from Peking carefully numbered. This cannot be stomached!
When I finished my remarks, the leader of the Chinese
delegation began to speak in platitudes. He said that this summer they would hold the congress of their party and that
they had decided not to invite representatives from the fraternal parties. I replied that this was their affair, but we regretted
not taking part in the congress of their party, at which Mao
would certainly speak. No reaction at all. Then he spoke about
the «great victory» of the Vietnamese people, and so on. In
the middle of his talk I said that this was not a great victory, since Thieu was still in Saigon and powerful, etc. No
impression, no reaction, or to put it better, with his attitude
he implied, «I have come to express our formulas and nothing
more». He did not say a word about Cambodia, I spoke about it.
In the end he issued the «sledge-hammer slogan» which,
according to them, «justifies» their opening up towards the
USA, that the Soviet Union is more dangerous but is not recognized as such by the others. I said that this is not very
well-based, because now, everybody in the world knows what
the Soviet Union is, that it has exposed itself with its own actions, and the Soviets are just as dangerous as the Americans.
In other words he wanted to bring out that the Americans
are less dangerous. After he had uttered these formulas, the
Chinese kept looking at his watch in order to get away as quickly as possible, because he was afraid the conversation might
be drawn out, but I kept him and talked in a friendly way
«à bâtons rompus» (jumping from one theme to the other) until
finally I let h i m go and farewelled h i m with warm words,
despite his mummy-like attitude.
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DURRËS, SUNDAY
J U L Y 29, 1973

WHY DID T H E CHINESE POSTPONE THE CALLING
OF THEIR PARTY CONGRESS?
Our ambassador in Peking informs us that the C h i nese comrades, in their usual way, let us know through interpreters, about important decisions which their leadership takes.
Six or seven days ago the Chinese interpreter to our press
representative told h i m that there is nothing important to translate in «Renmin Ribao», because «the leaders are very busy
and not giving receptions». To be very busy and not to give
receptions does not mean to say that life is at a standstill in
the country, but apparently the Chinese wanted to say that «the
leaders are at a meeting».
Yesterday the Chinese interpreter repeated this refrain
to our comrade who said: «Of course the leaders are very busy
because they are preparing for the party congress». The interpreter replied: «No, the congress w i l l not be held, because it
has been postponed for later». Hence, as emerges from this
manoeuvre of communicating things, the congress which was
to be held, is not immediately imminent. Of course, it is difficult to know when it was left for. A n d w h y it was left for later,
this, too, is not known for sure. Can we trust what interpreters
tell us, even though the interpreters say nothing apart from
what they are instructed to tell us?!
If the congress has been postponed, what are the reasons?
This is an important question. It cannot be ruled out that there
are technical reasons, but I do not believe so. If the congress
of the party is postponed, this is certainly for political and
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ideological reasons. Apparently the Chinese leaders have not
agreed on major political-organizational problems and, in our
opinion, there are not just one, but many such problems. The
policy which the Communist Party of China is pursuing on
many major problems, in our view, remains hanging and
swinging from side to side like a pendulum. We must wait
and see.
In regard to internal problems, of course, there are many
of these and we know nothing apart from those which were
left unresolved by the Cultural Revolution and especially the
«question of Lin Piao». This problem, as I have said in many
earlier notes, is complicated and mysterious, but many party
problems are linked with it: the problem of reorganizing the
party and the mass organizations, the development on the
right road of the economy, which Lin Piao had sabotaged, according to what the Chinese say, as well as the question of
cadres.
The question of cadres must be complicated, because their
ideological views have an influence in this direction and because
in all that disorder Marxist-Leninists are milling around with
L i u Shao-chi men, people with the same ideas as L i n Piao, and
finally w i t h supporters of the line of Chou En-lai, etc. A l l these
advertise themselves as followers of the line of Mao Tsetung,
some have been «newly corrected», some have been «rehabilitated», and some others «are being educated». Understand what
is being done if you can, and at a time when the party «was
being reorganized».
But who reorganized the party? On what principles and
what criteria was this reorganization carried out? A n d those
who reorganized it, were they up to this great task and in a
position to be guided in this work by rigorous Marxist-Leninits principles? A l l these internal problems cannot fail to burst
out now in the work for the preparation of the party congress.
Unless it has been decided that every congress must lead to such
disturbances and unclarity, correct solutions must be found to
these problems. But the Chinese leadership might have decided
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in such a way, because in the letter which Mao wrote to Chiang
Ching, speaking about the L i u Shao-chi group, he told her that
they would purge them, then they would purge the others,
and later, others again, and so on in turn. Of course, it depends
on what they mean by a purge in China and how it is carried
out, who is purged and who is left, and after this process, who
is re-admitted to the party from amongst those «purged».
For us there are many problems in the foreign policy of
China which are obscure and which, of course, must be analysed
and defined in the report to the congress of their party. But
perhaps these problems which are obscure to us, and the wrong
stands of the Chinese comrades towards them, may appear to the
Chinese comrades to be completely solved, and moreover
«solved correctly». In our opinion the Sino-American relations
began on a wrong road and continue to develop on a wrong
road. What is occurring and what is being done with the Americans? Two whole years have gone by and nothing is being
whispered. Kissinger comes and goes mysteriously to China,
makes contact with Chou En-lai, and they hold tête-a-tête talks
with each other. Nixon came and went, many delegations of
American senators, bankers, scientists, tourists, football players,
artists, and spies of every type come and go to China. What do
all these do?! What do they say?! What results from all this
traffic?! Not a word is being whispered! Only Chou En-lai and
those close to him know all about this. A n d Nixon, too, of
course. The world knows only that these people go to China,
are welcomed with banquets and then leave. A nasty great
mystery which lays the Chinese open to suspicion and condemnation. Everyone has the right to ask: «What is being hatched up
behind the back of mankind?» When Brezhnev meets Nixon,
of course, they take secret decisions, but some of them at least
are published. The Chinese publish nothing. What did this
mysterious policy bring the Chinese? No good among public opinion, only great harm. The world thinks: What is this China?!
What is it up to?! What line is it following, what are its aims?!
W i l l the Chinese comrades explain this line and these
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results to the congress of their party? We can rack our brains
in vain at a time when it is very easy for the Chinese «to settle» this matter: either to present it to the congress as a flowergarden, or to tell it nothing. Such a solution may seem surprising, but this is nothing to wonder at with the Chinese comrades, because they can say both to the congress and to the world:
«We do not have to declare anything today, tomorrow you
will see what you w i l l see. Y o u should trust us, because we
are never wrong, never deviate, leave us in peace to work in
secrecy because something w i l l emerge from the darkness so
brilliant that it w i l l dazzle the world»!
The Chinese w i l l receive Kissinger before the congress.
He has stated that he w i l l talk about many things (mysterious, of
course) with the Chinese and also about the problem
of Cambodia. At this time, when the American Kissinger makes
such a statement, Sihanouk gets up and goes to Korea, certainly as a sign of protest. A n d he does very well because, while
Cambodia is being bombed by the Americans, China is holding
secret talks with the United States of America! How w i l l they
tell the congress these things? How w i l l they explain the «great
peace in Vietnam» to the congress, when, on the other hand,
they say that Le Duan is a revisionist, a loyal ally of the Soviet Union and a secret collaborator at present, but tomorrow
an open ally, of the Americans and the westerners who w i l l
give him credits?
W i l l they tell the congress all these things?! Could it be
that these problems and many others like these have become
obstacles so that they have postponed the congress? Perhaps
yes, perhaps no! Let us wait and see!
Behar Shtylla is to go as ambassador to China. He is getting
ready at present. Their agreement w i l l be sought, and if the
Chinese postpone the congress, he can leave immediately.
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DURRËS, WEDNESDAY
A U G U S T 1, 1973

T H E CHINESE H A V E COOLED OFF THEIR POLITICAL
CONTACTS WITH US. WE MUST TRY TO
BREAK THE ICE
I expressed the opinion to Mehmet that the time has come,
perhaps in March or A p r i l next year (this we must look at and
decide), for a delegation with him at the head to go on a friendly visit to China. A l l these events have taken place in China,
«the Cultural Revolution is over», «Lin Piao has been l i q u i dated», China has opened its doors to the United States of America with its policy. Since that time the Chinese have cooled
off their political contacts with us. They are doing nothing,
making not the slightest effort to exchange opinions with us
on the many important international problems, although from
our side, from me personally down to other cadres, we have not
failed to express our opinions to them. The Chinese remain silent and indeed have reached the point that their press does
not reflect any of our writings and does not even speak of the
successes of our country. They have the representatives of
their news agency in our country, who transmit only short
daily news items.
Of course, this reflects their predisposition to carry an
with their own policy; they were annoyed and certainly did
not like the opinion we expressed in regard to Nixon's visit to
China. But what came out of this meeting with the Americans,
in the end? Nothing that we can see and they themselves are
saying nothing. They are keeping everything secret. Our criticism was an internal one. In all this it was made clear and
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distinct that we had changed nothing in our stand towards the
United States of America, continued and w i l l continue to struggle against it, while the Chinese softened their struggle. Perhaps they wanted us to do the same as they, but this we did
not do and are not doing, and we are on the right road. Nevertheless, despite the contradictions which exist between us on
these problems, we must try to break the ice created through
no fault of ours. This is in the interest of our country, China
and the revolution.
Then it is necessary for us, through contact with the main
Chinese comrades, to learn the reality about the internal s i tuation in China, the reality about their party, about their policy and the economy; we need a clearer understanding of the
policy of China towards the Soviet Union, the United States of
America, etc. Likewise, we need to know what the Chinese
think about the future development of the situation and events
in the ranks of the communist and workers' movement of the
world.
Of course, our delegation w i l l go there after the congress
of the Communist Party of China and the Assembly have met.
By that time many things w i l l have occurred, many questions
will have been decided and our contacts can be more fruitful.
On this occasion, the delegation should also go to Korea,
Vietnam and Pakistan. In this way we make contact with our
friends, and this is good for us both internally and externally.
Mehmet was in full agreement.

73

DURRËS, TUESDAY
AUGUST 21, 1973

T H E TACTIC OF MANY LINES IN CHINA — A PRACTICE
RAISED TO A PRINCIPLE
China's voice is still not heard in the international arena.
Each state has its holiday periods but the Chinese holidays in
international policy are going on for a long time, while the
other big world powers are continuing their efforts and intrigues. The Soviet revisionists and their satellites attack China
every day, accusing it of collaboration w i t h American imperialism, of being anti-Marxist, and of splitting the so-called socialist camp. China is not replying to these attacks. The antiChinese propaganda of the Soviets is assuming more concrete
forms and is expected to continue to do so. At the conference
of the «non-aligned» held in Algiers, the Soviets are preparing
to operate through Fidel Castro, whom they are supplying with
at least a million and a half dollars a day. In recent months, the
bearded Castro attacked both China and Albania, but without
mentioning them by name. According to him, the Soviet Union
is a genuine socialist country and part of the «third world».
This gramaphone of the Soviets w i l l put forward these theses
in Algeria, too.
«The Soviets, members of the third world!!!» Why not!
Chou En-lai has also proclaimed this thesis about China. Then,
hurry up, who will be first to get into this «third world»!
But who is left to get into the «second world»? Who takes part
in the first? They can also create a fourth and a fifth so that
no one knows where his place is! The purpose is how they
can best disguise themselves.
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In the face of this intensive anti-Chinese political activity
China is silent. A Chinese ambassador tells one of our ambassadors, «We are also preparing a political offensive against the Soviets over the question of Sino-Soviet borders». H o w true is
this? In any case it is deplorable.
Nixon and the United States of America are wallowing in
a filthy scandal, in a grave crisis. The Soviets are helping Nixon
out of the mire. What are the Chinese doing? They are silent!
The Chinese newspapers are saying nothing about what is going
on in the United States of America. There they are proceeding
with typical Chinese «delicacy», to avoid breaking the eggs
which Chou, Kissinger and Nixon are hatching. The Chinese
newspapers publicize the comings and goings, the lunches and
dinners which are put on in honour of American delegations to
China.
Kissinger had announced that on the 15th of August he
would go to Peking to «tidy up» Cambodia, but he did not go
because Sihanouk whisked away to Korea in order to avoid
discussing this problem with him. The plans were ruined.
The Chinese had told us officially that in August or the
beginning of September they were going to hold the congress
of their party and summon the National Assembly. Perhaps
they w i l l do so! But there is no sign of it. August is over and
autumn is coming. Talk among diplomats says that the plenum of the CC of the Communist Party of China was held and
did not reach agreement on holding the congress; «Chiang
Ching and Yao Wen-yuan are in opposition to Chou En-lai. The
Congress has been postponed». The ambassador of China to
Paris told our ambassador there that Pompidou is to go to
Peking on the 11th of September. If this is the case, then it
w i l l be difficult for the congress to meet before the celebrations
for the 1st of October.
The A F P reported last evening that in recent days Chou
En-lai has had a meeting w i t h Dutch parliamentarians and i m plied to them that he «puts the Soviet Union and the United
States of America on an equal footing in regard to the danger
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they pose». Who can you believe? Let us base ourselves on our
desire that this is the case, but if there is a shred of truth in
this, then something must have occurred in the mysterious
meetings of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of
China! One line must have got the better of the other, for
a time! As it appears, the tactic of two lines, or many lines,
in the Communist Party of China is a current practice and
raised to a principle. Without doubt these different lines also
have their leaders and their followers, who shelter under the
banner of Mao Tsetung. Mao Tsetung «gives half-hearted approval» to one of them and leaves it to «time to prove its correctness». If time does not confirm it, he turns to the other
line, but «he leaves it to time to prove this», too. And so on
in turn! At each about-face Mao pronounces a «phrase», a «quotation», and the Chinese world rotates about these, the people
reflect and take the road: some take that of power, the others
for a certain time, that of the «school for re-education». Lin
Piao alone «committed suicide», because he had plotted. The
others are rehabilitated and later come into the party and the
state only to relinquish their posts to others again.
But are these conclusions correct?! From the facts at our
disposal, it is difficult to draw any other conclusions.
The Chinese comrades are maintaining a great silence,
saying and writing nothing. One does not see any analysis of
problems or situations being made, or obvious political activities which might lead to other conclusions. A l l the facts and
data which we gather with care and which we analyse objectively in a very friendly spirit, do not allow us to come to
any other clearer conclusion. Let us leave it to time to prove
it, as Mao Tsetung does.
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DURRËS, THURSDAY
AUGUST 23, 1973

CHINA SHOULD NOT NEGLECT EUROPE
We have always been of the opinion, and this we have
expressed to Li Hsien-nien, that China ought to come out in
the international arena with an active policy in order to strengthen its revolutionary positions in the world, to encourage the
world proletariat in the struggle against capital, to assist the
progressive peoples who are fighting to w i n and defend their
freedom, independence and sovereignty, and to liberate themselves from the claws of American imperialism and Soviet social-imperialism. We have told Li Hsien-nien that a merciless
struggle must be waged against these two superpowers, without
giving way on principles. We must deepen the contradictions
between the two of them without taking the side of one or the
other. The situations must always be analysed in connection
with the circumstances created in the world, and such tactics
must be used that do not come into opposition to our strategy,
or combat it. Our great slogan, «Proletarians of all countries,
unite!» must not remain a dead letter.
We also hinted to Li Hsien-nien that China is neglecting
Europe and that this is a problem of great importance. The
major interests of imperialists and social-imperialists collide in
Europe. Here they have their main lair, from here they have
gone about the colonizing of the world, the oppression of peoples; here they develop their theories and regionalize them
throughout the world. By this, we told Li Hsien-nien, we do not
mean our intensive struggle in the four quarters of the world
to be forgotten. China ought to play a decisive role for
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the revolution everywhere, in Asia, Africa and Latin America,
but it should in no way neglect Europe.
Now China has begun to interest itself in Europe, but
not always following correct tactics. There is no need to
repeat this matter which I have expressed in my earlier notes.
Pompidou's going to China in early autumn this year shows
that the Chinese are using a good tactic. France wants to make
gains, but China gains, too, if these contacts are properly exploited.
W h y is Pompidou going to Peking? In my opinion, serious
contradictions, which have been inherited from the time of De
Gaulle, exist between France and the United States of America.
They seemed to have been reduced when Pompidou came to
office, but they became acute again, because the United States
of America wants to subjugate France economically, politically and militarily. The main partner of the United States of
America is the Federal German Republic. Bonn is becoming
dangerous to France, too, not only endangering its authority
and economy, but also threatening it from the military angle.
Hence for France, revanchist German imperialism is an additional permanent rival besides the United States of America.
Whereas the Soviet Union has become a third great danger to
France.
France sees that the two superpowers are reaching agreement to its detriment in particular, while Bonn is standing
between them and gaining ground. Hence, the United States
of America, the Federal German Republic and the Soviet Union
are becoming a threat to France. France, for its part, wants to
break and split this powerful bloc and now has chosen China
to rely on. Therefore Pompidou is going to Peking. Of course,
Pompidou w i l l elaborate on the questions about which France
has views in common with China, which may be: «The stand
in opposition to the bilateral collaboration of the two superpowers to decide on international problems and their spheres of
influence in the world; opposition to the deals of the two superpowers over the so-called reduction of armaments, which
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has as its aim the monopoly and balance of armaments of the
two superpowers and the disarmament of other countries; opposition to the interference of the two superpowers in the i n ternal affairs of other countries, to their expansion over the seas
and oceans, and so on.
China w i l l certainly be in agreement over these matters,
but we shall see how it w i l l manoeuvre to make the most
gains, because it sees things «with only one eye», it sees
the Soviet Union w i t h powerful binoculars and the United
States of America and Bonn with weak ones. But in all this it
must not forget the proletariat, the revolution and the peoples
of Europe who are fighting against capital.
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SUNDAY
SEPTEMBER 2, 1973

T E L E G R A M OF CONGRATULATIONS ON THE 10th
CONGRESS OF T H E COMMUNIST PARTY
OF CHINA
The Chinese comrades have reported in the press and on
the radio that they have held the 10th Congress of their party.
Chou En-lai delivered the political report. A second report was
delivered on the new constitution of the party, and the constitution was adopted.
Today, on behalf of the Central Committee of the P L A and
on my own behalf, I sent the Central Committee of the Communist Party of China and Mao Tsetung a telegram of congratulations on the occasion of the 10th Congress.
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SATURDAY
SEPTEMBER 8, 1973

THE 10th CONGRESS OF THE COMMUNIST
PARTY OF CHINA
The 10th Congress of the Communist Party of China was
held between the 24th and 28th of August 1973.
Two main reports were delivered: the first, which was the
main one, was delivered by Chou En-lai, and the second one,
on the constitution of the party, by Wang Hung-wen. The proceedings of the congress were held behind tightly closed doors,
in great and, one might say, «exemplary» secrecy. The Chinese
comrades justify this secrecy with the need to prevent the Soviet revisionists from sabotaging it(!). Well, that is their business.
But the secrecy continued even after the congress. This occurred precisely at the time when our ambassador to Peking,
X h o r x h i Robo, Candidate-Member of the CC of the P L A , was
making his farewell visits because he was leaving this post.
Although he asked, the Chinese comrades did not even tell
him that the congress had met and would be announced. Still,
this is of no importance.
The 10th Congress approved the line and overall activity
of the Cultural Revolution and the line of the 9th Congress.
Now they have defined the Cultural Revolution more correctly,
as a revolution of a political and ideological character. We defined this revolution in this way, when unclear and frequently
incorrect definitions were given in China.
The congress implied that mistakes were made during the
Cultural Revolution. We have seen such mistakes, have discussed them with one another, have criticized them in the close
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circle of our leadership and have been justifiably astounded
about how such anti-Marxist mistakes were permitted. To the
extent we could judge from the press reports, because the C h i nese gave us no information, since they considered these problems internal matters, I believe we have not been wrong in
essence in our assessment of matters. Of course, we are still
unable to judge these problems in the necessary depth because up t i l l now no thorough analysis has been made by the
Chinese themselves of the Cultural Revolution, the ideas, trends
and tendencies which were expressed and confronted one another up to the point of armed clashes, during the carrying out
of this revolution. The Chinese may have made such an analysis
internally, but there is no public analysis, and apart from the
condemnation and the reasons for the condemnation of the
groups of L i u Shao-chi and L i n Piao and Chen Po-ta, we
know nothing else.
The 9th Congress is approved en bloc, and it is said that
at this congress L i n Piao made no contribution «apart from
reluctantly reading» the political report, because it had been
written by other comrades under the leadership of Mao, while
the report prepared by L i n Piao and Chen Po-ta was rejected(!).
The 10th Congress condemns the «criminal anti-party»
activity, etc., of L i n Piao and his group. He is described as an
agent of the Soviet revisionists, and one who plotted to murder
Mao. This group and its hostile activity «have been completely
eliminated everywhere with success. This group had committed
great sabotage». The Congress «fully and unanimously approved
the correct Marxist-Leninist line of Chairman Mao» and stressed: «the struggle for the exposure of the treacherous figure
of L i n Piao must be continued», and «we must draw lessons
from the negative example».
It seems to us that the 10th Congress speaks clearly about
the foreign policy and the tasks of the Communist Party of
China and correctly defines the great danger of the two i m perialist superpowers, the Soviet Union and the United States
of America, «the struggle against the two», which want to bite
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China and dominate the world and the peoples»; lays down
that «proletarian internationalism must be strengthened and
defended, unity with the proletariat, the peoples and the oppressed nations must be strengthened», etc. What is fine and
contrary to certain former manifestations is that the 10th Congress stresses, «We must unite with all the genuine MarxistLeninist parties and organizations throughout the world and
carry the struggle against modern revisionism through to the
end».
Our Party has been beside the Communist Party of China,
defended it both in good times and in stormy ones. But our
Party has criticized it, likewise in the Marxist-Leninist way,
whenever it has considered that certain matters were not right.
It has made these criticisms and expressed these opinions at the
proper time and within the accepted norms.
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SUNDAY
SEPTEMBER 30, 1973

AT T H E RECEPTION GIVEN BY T H E CHINESE
AMBASSADOR TO TIRANA
Last evening, at the reception which was given at the
Chinese Embassy, after I had warmly congratulated the ambassador on the congress and on his re-election as a candidatemember of the Central Committee, he informed us about the
preparation and proceedings of the congress, as well as about
the enthusiasm that this event has created in China. Everything that he told us was known to us, because it was reported
in the Chinese press and radio. The ambassador gave us a paraphrase of Chou En-lai's report.
He did not give me any concrete answer to the questions I
asked in connection w i t h Pompidou's visit, but after I had
spoken about how we judged the present standpoints of French
policy, he took the cue from me and fully approved our views.
We asked h i m about the future of Cambodia. The Chinese
ambassador displayed some reserve saying that the Cambodians
still have to struggle, they need to temper themselves, to grow
stronger, to liberate many other centres before they take Phnom
Penh, that Lon N o l still has an army much bigger than that
of the Front, that other forces are being infiltrated from Thailand, and the United States of America is continuing to assist
Lon Nol, and others.
After I asked, he said, «The South Vietnamese allow the
weapons which we (the Chinese) supply them, to go through
to Cambodia».
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1974

TUESDAY
APRIL 2, 1974

WHY A R E T H E CHINESE AGAINST OUR BUILDING
THE FIERZA HYDRO-POWER PLANT?!
Why is the Chinese leadership treating the question of the
Fierza hydro-power plant, a major question for us, in a wrong
and, we can even say, hostile way? As the Chinese experts
have presented the problem, they are telling us openly that
we should abandon the building of this hydro-power plant.
But why? Can it be «a question of lack of geological studies»?! This is not true! These studies have been done, and
have been found complete even by them, and we have signed
joint documents on them. What then?!!
Could this be a hostile act of certain Chinese experts who
have reported the matter wrongly to their leadership which
has reached the point of saying to them: «You are right, we
must avoid a possible catastrophe»? This thesis is possibly correct, because this same Chinese deputy-minister of energy, at
one time defended the thesis that the «Vau i Dejës hydropower plant would be a catastrophe». We opposed this, and the
power plant was built. Chou En-lai declared that the Chinese
experts were wrong, while the Albanian experts were correct.
The Vau i Dejës hydro-power plant is sound and well.
Let us hope that this is what w i l l occur with the Fierza
hydro-power plant, too. We shall see how the exposition, which
Rahman Hanku (1) w i l l make to the Chinese minister of energy,
is received. If they persist in their mistaken view, here too,
we w i l l knock at doors higher up until our just cause triumphs.
_______________________________
1 Minister of construction.

87

Rahman H a n k u reports to us from Peking that the leaders
of the Chinese experts for the Fierza hydro-power plant informed
Petrit Radovicka (1) that «the Chinese experts are not retreating from their standpoint». In other words, this means that
the hydro-power plant should not be built. Radovicka replied
that our experts are not retreating either, because we are right.
Rahman w i l l seek a meeting with the respective Chinese m i n ister and present the question to h i m according to the instructions we have given him.

_________________________________
1 Leader of the F i e r z a hydro-power plant design group.
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WEDNESDAY
APRIL 10, 1974

THE «STORM» OVER FIERZA ENDED IN DISGRACE
FOR THE CHINESE
The «storm» which the Chinese comrades raised over the
Fierza hydro-power plant turned out to be just «a storm in a
tea cup». The whole problem was to create a situation in
which to say to us: «You take responsibility for the design of
the hydro-power plant, and we shall assist you w i t h everything
as before». The Chinese were afraid of the responsibility. We
told them that we agreed, we assumed responsibility, and with
this the roadblock was removed. However, I think that the
Chinese experts have been influenced (we don't know how) by
the Yugoslavs who have raised the same problems and in the
same form and with the same content with our comrades in
connection w i t h the Fierza hydro-power plant. Of course, it
would be of great advantage to the Titoites if the building of
the hydro-power plant were blocked, because such a thing
would cause political difficulties between China and us, as we
would be damaged economically. But everything has been settled. They have signed the official document; the Chinese admitted to their shame that they are afraid of the responsibility.
What can't they stomach!!
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FRIDAY
M A Y 24, 1974

TENG HSIAO-PING IS BEING GREATLY PUBLICIZED
The foreign news agencies are continually speaking about
the «withdrawal» of Chou En-lai from management of the state
and say that he is being replaced by Teng Hsiao-ping. On these
occasions they indulge in a great deal of speculation, alleging
that he «was defeated because of his pro-American policy», and
«because of his liberalism and opportunism in line», etc. The
bourgeois-capitalist news agencies also say that dazibaos have
gone up in some factories, describing Chou En-lai as a «lickspittle of foreigners», etc. Of course, the enemies of socialist China
have always speculated over such things.
What is occurring in reality? As far as we know and from
what the Chinese comrades have told us, the fact is that Chou
is extremely tired from the great burden of work he has carried, especially at his advanced age. Likewise, it is a fact that
he had monopolized the work in relations with the foreign
world, that he did not allow any foreigners to leave China
without meeting and talking with them, without welcoming and
farewelling them at the airport, putting on dinners and lunches
for all visitors, from heads of state to American senators, scientists, journalists and table tennis players, in a word «every man
and his wife». Not only was this overdone, but it was harmful to
the prestige of China, therefore Li Hsien-nien, Teng Hsiao-ping
and others have told us that a decision has been taken that
Chou should rest and give up all these protocol matters. They
are implementing this and in reality Ten Hsiao-ping is replacing him in this direction.
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In a talk which he had w i t h Behar, in connection with
Chou's tiredness Li Hsien-nien also let out this phrase: «When
the cadres get old they also make ideological mistakes»! Behar
corrected him, saying: «When they get old they become weaker
physically but not ideologically». Li Hsien-nien immediately
corrected what he had said and agreed that Behar was right.
What did he want to say w i t h this?
The facts show that Teng Hsiao-ping is speaking more
openly against the United States of America both at the U N O
and elsewhere. According to the news agencies, the Chinese
closed a club which the Americans had opened in Peking for
the children of various diplomats, and likewise they asked that
the marines guarding the American mission be replaced with
civilians. As it appears, these things had been permitted earlier,
at the time of the «honeymoon» with the United States of
America. Now, following this «experience», there must be «disillusionment» with this line, and they have tightened up their
line against the Americans. This pleases us. Perhaps this is a
new change Which they are making with people returned to
power, one of whom is Teng Hsiao-ping. But as far as we can
judge at present, Chou has not been «dropped», as the Western
news agencies say. In fact he is tired, but is still running things,
only with new forms and methods. Perhaps they intend h i m for
president of the Republic if they hold the meeting of the Assembly.
The fact is that they are greatly publicizing Teng Hsiaoping and preparing a soft seat for him. Yesterday the Chinese
ambassador, Liu, officially handed over to our Ministry of Foreign Affairs a big bunch of «publicity photographs» from Peking
which show that Teng is «triumphing», that they receive and
farewell him with great pomp when he is going to the U N O ,
show him welcoming statesmen, etc. Such a thing has not
been done in this way for Chou, or even for Mao. With whoever he meets, the Chinese ambassador here never tires of talking about Teng and boosting him. This is a directive and is not
done without a purpose. We shall see these things more clearly
later.
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SUNDAY
M A Y 26, 1974

THE CHINESE AGAIN POSTPONE THE VISIT OF
OUR PARTY AND GOVERNMENT DELEGATION
Behar informs us that by means of Li Hsien-nien, the Chinese told him that they cannot receive the delegation of our
Party and Government headed by Comrade Mehmet in the
second half of this year, but are postponing its visit for the
first half of 1975. Of course we accept this, but were we in
their place, we would net do such a thing. We made this request
nearly a year ago and they put it off for this year. We wanted
the visit to be made in the first half of 1974, but the Chinese
proposed the second half of 1974 because their calendar of receptions was heavily laden. This was quite possible and may
have been normal, while this second postponement is not normal.
What are the reasons? No reason holds good. Think what you
like of it! Imagine a thousand reasons!
This is the substance of what Li Hsien-nien said: «You
must understand, we have given your request special consideration and have seriously studied it, and next year, bearing in
mind the internal and external situations, we w i l l be more
prepared to welcome your delegation. We shall satisfy you better next year. At present we are busy with the campaign against
L i n Piao and Confucius», etc.
These «excuses» are astounding. A r e these excuses?! If
there is something else, whether in the internal or external situations, they can tell us. We can suppose many things, but we
had better wait and see.
A r e they putting off the visit of our delegation because
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they have contradictions with us?! We have and w i l l have contradictions next year, too, but these contradictions have been
internal ones and are no reason to hinder visits from our delegations. These contradictions which exist between us have not
been made public, but the public has drawn its own conclusions,
as for example from our stand against American imperialism.
However, life shows that the Chinese have suffered disillusionment with the policy of open doors to the United States of
America. After this new stand of the Chinese towards them, the
Americans ought to have gradually weakened their links with
Taiwan, on the contrary, however, they sent a new ambassador
there, and moreover a former assistant secretary of state. Therefore in the analysis which the Chinese may make of the
contradictions we have had with them, they must come to the
conclusion (if they want to draw a conclusion) that we have
been and are right. Therefore I think we cannot exclude the
possibility that the Chinese comrades are postponing the visit
of our delegation to China in order to avoid a confrontation
with us, otherwise, they would have to make self-criticism to us.
We have also had arguments over technical matters of
carrying out projects on credit, but they have been ironed out
with comradely discussion. In the campaigns against the enemies of the party and state in China we have supported them.
They themselves openly admit this. Therefore in these directions no reason can be found to explain this stand of the
Chinese comrades.
Then must we imagine internal reasons? What could they
be? Suppositions: «Chou En-lai is tired», «Chou En-lai is ill».
He has been withdrawn. But to what extent has he been w i t h drawn and in What directions?! Is there any political problem
connected with him? W i l l he continue to be premier or
w i l l he be replaced by Teng Hsiao-ping, who is being boosted?
What w i l l become of Chou? Perhaps he w i l l become president
of the Republic. In that case the National Assembly must be
called together. Perhaps this may be the real reason. We shall
see. Could they have told us this? That's what should have oc93

curred. However, they have been telling us for two or three years
on end that the Assembly w i l l be called together «this year, next
year» but, it has not met yet. Perhaps they no longer want to tell
us because this stand is not serious. Then, who knows what
w i l l emerge? It has always been like this. There are some murky
waters in their leadership. Confusion can be seen among the
people who welcome and farewell their friends. Frequently
one sees leaders who should not be there and does not see
those who should be at these welcoming and farewelling ceremonies.
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FRIDAY
DECEMBER 13, 1974

CHINA IS NOT IMPLEMENTING THE POLICY OF
INTERNATIONALIST AID BETWEEN SOCIALIST
COUNTRIES
A delegation of Chinese economists sent by the Chinese
Government has come here to study, together with our people,
the requests we have made for the coming five-year plan.
Today they reported to me on the speech which the leader
of the Chinese delegation made after our people had presented
to them the outlines of our requests for projects. A. Këllezi
seems to me rather optimistic, but I am not optimistic, and I
shall say why. I told this also to Mehmet and Hysni and the
comrade secretaries of the Central Committee, who must instruct our comrades engaged in this work to be careful and discuss matters with the Chinese in a comradely way, but to defend our views properly.
What did the Chinese say that has a discordant sound to
us? Apart from the usual formulas about our friendship, t h e
commencement of his exposition was: «China is a big country,
with a population of more than 800 million people, with great
needs, and is a developing country. China is supplying aid to
80 states, and has many international commitments. Its greatest
aid has been given and is being given to Korea, Vietnam and
Albania. Albania has been accorded greater aid than both these
other friendly countries, not to mention the others». This was
the clear presentation of the problem.
He continued: «In your current plan you have nearly 20
projects which you have started or have not started, and which,
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naturally, you must include in the future plan». This is the second criticism. He knows that work has not started on these 20
projects because the Chinese have not been able to supply us
with the things necessary to commence and continue work on
them.
The Chinese representative went on further: «You must supply us w i t h f u l l data so that we can judge on what and how
well your demands are based,» and he brought out the views
of Chou En-lai: the labour force, the countryside, the building
capacity, and many other details.
After reading me the speech of the Chinese, A. Këllezi told
me, «We shall supply them with all the detailed data». No, I
answered, we must give them data, but it is not necessary to
give them the details about everything.
I told Mehmet and the comrade secretaries of the Central
Committee, and they agreed, that, «As I see it, the Chinese have
two tendencies: to take all the data about our economy, but
not give us what we ask for, to raise many obstacles and give
us little. Therefore, in these two directions our comrades must
be very careful, must give them those data which are necessary
and ensure that they fulfil all the obligations they have towards us, and not give a great deal and get little».
It is true that we must supply the Chinese comrades who
are going to accord us the credits, which we need to build a
number of projects, with the data to support and justify our
requests. It is their business also what possibilities they have
to assist us. However, we made our requests clear to them,
if not completely, the great bulk of them, in the government
letter which we sent them. For their part, they could have
spoken to us in a manner different from that in which they
opened this conversation. Up till now, every time one of our
people has gone to China, all the Chinese leaders have never
failed to say, indeed on behalf of Mao, Chou En-lai, that, «We
have given Albania very little help and should help it more,»
etc.
We understand the needs of China, its extension in the
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world, the aid which it is giving, but as Marxists and internationalists, we think that China should give less to bourgeois
governments (we know what they do with these credits, who
profits from them, whom these bourgeois governments are linked with and how they are bound up in capitalist and revisionist
enslaving credits) and should not refuse us our reasonable requests. The Chinese should not forget the ideological, political
and military position of our country. Therefore we hope that
the Chinese comrades w i l l solve this problem correctly, implementing the policy of internationalist aid between socialist
countries.
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SATURDAY
DECEMBER 14, 1974

T H E CHINESE WANT TO FEEL OUR PULSE
The Chinese ambassador in Stockholm tells our ambassador that the Chinese are hesitating about taking part in the
ceremony of awarding the Nobel Prize to the Soviet dissident
Solzhenitsyn. But these were only words because the Chinese
took part and no mistake. Of course, we did not take part, not
because Solzhenitsyn is anti-Khrushchevite, but because he
attacks Marx, Engels, Lenin, Stalin and communism. We told
the Chinese this, but to them it is enough that someone should
be against the Soviets and immediately they say «amen». Thus
they respect Solzhenitsyn regardless of the fact that he attacks
Lenin and Stalin! Shame on them!
The Chinese ambassador in Belgrade also tells our ambassador there, informing him about Yu Chang's talks in Yugoslavia:
«We Chinese have demanded of the Soviets that they make
self-criticism about what happened at the Bucharest meeting
and restore the borders with China to the status quo of the time
of Khrushchev»! Why, is it only what happened at the Bucharest meeting which divides the Chinese from the Soviets?! A p parently the other things have no importance for them. But what
happened at the Bucharest meeting was only the first symptom
of Khrushchevism, the real filth came after the Bucharest meeting. That means, if the Soviet revisionists say that «Khrushchev acted hot-headedly in Bucharest», the Chinese are ready
for reconciliation with them. Astounding! W h y do the Soviets
not do this?!
A r e the Chinese comrades in their right mind, or are these
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just words of their ambassadors? But it is hard to believe that
the Chinese ambassadors would express such enormities w i t h out directives from above. They are trying to feel our pulse,
but from the reply they receive they certainly see that our
pulse is beating as always communist, revolutionary, and antirevisionist.
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MONDAY
DECEMBER 23, 1974

NO, CHINESE COMRADES, WITH THE YUGOSLAVS
WE ARE NOT «LIKE T H E T E E T H WITH THE LIPS»
Yu Chang, Deputy-Foreign Minister of China, who was in
our country for the celebration of the 30th anniversary of Liberation as a member of the delegation led by Yao Wen-yuan,
went from here on a «friendly» visit to Belgrade. There he had
meetings and «cordial» talks with officials right up to the prime
minister.
When he returned to Peking, Yu Chang had a meeting with
our ambassador, Comrade Behar, to whom he spoke about these
talks. He told him that «the Yugoslavs see the world situation
as complicated. The Soviets are exerting pressure on them», «the
Soviets are organizing not only the supporters of the Cominform, but also the ustashi», «the Yugoslavs are resisting them»,
etc. In this direction the Yugoslavs filled the Chinese with tales
and they were pleased about these Soviet-Yugoslav «deep
contradictions». Then they spoke about the «third world», in
which the Chinese take part, and the «non-aligned world», in
which the Yugoslavs take part. As a conclusion, «the Yugoslavs were satisfied with our explanation, and now they understand the Chinese position on this problem properly»... Because
they had not understood it before!!!
A n d in these talks, they did not fail to discuss the stand
of Albania towards Yugoslavia, with the Chinese allegedly
using our statements. The Titoites, for their part, did not fail
to spread their «incense», saying that they «wished Albania
well», that they wanted to live «in friendship», that their ports
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were opened not only to Soviet ships but also to American
ships, that those were economic questions, while from the m i litary angle they were vigilant, etc., etc. And «our friend» Yu
Chang told Behar in conclusion that he had told the Yugoslavs
that this was how the friendship should be between the Yugoslavs and the Albanians, because the two sides were «like the
teeth with the lips».
The «Chinese Pope» gave his blessing to the «YugoslavAlbanian friendship» with a base revisionist Confucian parable.
It is hard to know whether he said this from stupidity or because
he was carried away in the «flood» of stereotyped formulas
which they use, or because he wanted to tell the Yugoslavs:
«We have a hand in this policy and approve it in as much as we
consider you to be in such intimacy and close interaction with
each other like the teeth with the lips.»
How asinine! What perfidy! This «biblical» figure of the
Chinese means that, according to him we are at one with the
Titoites in head, in heart and in body, that we follow the one
policy and the one ideology! H o w can one call this foolishness?
How can you call these things a slip of the tongue?! He not only
said this to the Yugoslav Prime Minister, Biyedich who joyfully
approved it and himself repeated this «gem», but also to our
ambassador. Naturally, we will never be in agreement with what
he said and its implications, but will be opposed to it, because
the Titoites are enemies, renegades, revisionists, agents of imperialists and revisionists.
To hell with Yu Chang and the comrades who think like
him in China. Apparently, revisionism has deep roots in China,
and the great broom has not cleaned things up there as it
should have done and where it should. Not only is rubbish stuck
in the corners in China, but some of this rubbish has been
elevated to high positions of trust and is acting openly. Who
knows what else Yu Chang discussed with the Yugoslavs, but
the fact is that he came away satisfied. Let h i m keep his satisfaction to himself, because it does not go down with us.
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1975

WEDNESDAY
APRIL 23, 1975

THE CHINESE A R E DELAYING THE VISIT
OF AN ALBANIAN DELEGATION TO CHINA
The Chinese comrades are still not giving the green light
for the visit of our government economic delegation to Peking.
Various directors of central government departments of China
have told our comrades, «We shall welcome your delegation
at the beginning of April, or by the 15th of April, or at the
end of April». But all these dates have gone by. M a y is aproaching and they are giving us no word, at a time when delegations of every type, every nature, and every colour from other
countries are going to China.
Why is this? «We are studying the materials», say the
Chinese comrades, materials which were sent nearly a year ago,
together with our requests. Two or three groups of main delegations from the PR of China have come here, allegedly to study
the requests we have made, but in fact they studied the economic situation of our country with the aim of according the
credit later, on the basis of their judgement. They lavished
«praise» on us for our progress, for the major successes we have
achieved, for our good economic situation, etc. They told us,
«We benefited greatly from the rich experience of Albania».
It is all very well for them to praise us, but they are still
not informing us when our delegation should set out. We are
waiting for this, while they continue to tell us, «We are studying the materials»!
The ambassador of the PR of China to our country asked:
«When w i l l your delegation go? Li Chiang, China's Minister of
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Trade, is waiting for it». Our comrades quite rightly replied to
h i m : «When Peking tells us». When Li Chiang went for lunch to
Behar, he poured out all the usual platitudes in praise of our
country. After this praise he told him, «China has a big deficit,
C h i n a does not have foreign currency, does not have pipes for
oil, is still weak in industry, the world crisis has affected it,
too, China is assisting the whole world, it w i l l help the two
Vietnams, w i l l help Cambodia, w i l l h e l p . . . even Malta to prevent the penetration of Soviet influence there», etc.
The conclusion is clear: «Albania must stand on its own
feet». And Mr. Li Chiang tells us, as Mikoyan told us in the past:
«Develop trade with the capitalist states, extend your relations
with them». The villain! The revisionist! Behar Shtylla gave
h i m his answer. Before he left, Li Chiang asked: «When is
your delegation coming?» Behar replied: «When you give
permission».
In the stands of the Chinese towards us we see two tendencies. One is the political tendency. Wherever you go and whomever you meet in China, from the common people up to many
of the cadres, both at the centre and in the provinces, especially
in the enterprises and people's communes, they speak with
sympathy, indeed with great affection for us, while in the
upper spheres the stand is somewhat reserved, not to say cold.
The other is the tendency in economic relations. In regard to
economic matters, we cannot say that the Chinese have not
helped us, but their aid has not come on time, and only after
many arguments which we have had. In these arguments some
Chinese leaders have expressed opinions which have not been
reasonable. We already know that China is to accord and, in fact,
is according aid to others, but to speak to us about the situation
in China in the way Li Chiang did, to advise us like Mikoyan,
that the visit of our government delegation with Comrade A d i l
Çarçani at the head, must be delayed and, even worse, to appear
to have forgotten our request to send another government delegation with Comrade Mehmet at the head, such a stand is not
friendly.
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TUESDAY
JUNE 17, 1975

STRONG CHINESE ECONOMIC PRESSURE HAS BEGUN,
BUT WE SHALL NEVER GIVE W A Y
After the facade of the welcome, after the usual speeches
with stereotyped formulae, Chou En-lai received A d i l Çarçani
and the other comrades of our government delegation for fifteen
minutes at the hospital. He asked after our health, and as
they were leaving, said: «Tomorrow I am to have an operation,
therefore I received you beforehand. I am having this operation
to extend my life». This could be the case but it could also b e . . .
«Farewell, don't ask to meet me again».
Today we received a radiogram from A d i l which informs
us about the talks which Li Hsien-nien, the head of the government delegation of the PR of China, held with him officially,
following the presentation of problems by A d i l .
The reply of the Chinese to our requests for credits and aid
for the coming five-year period was despicable: the Chinese are
according us only 25 per cent of the credits we sought, of which
50 per cent for projects and 50 per cent for materials. Military
requirements are also included in these credits. This amount of
aid is just enough to avoid saying we shall not accord you any.
The reasons the Chinese give for this are a mockery: «We
are a very poor country». However, five years ago, when they
were a «very much poorer country» they accorded us a credit
several times greater. The fact that they have still not supplied
twenty of the thirty-five projects which are in the agreements
concluded and these, of course, are left for the coming five-year
plan, is another matter, but even the projects which we are
building they are postponing beyond the current five-year plan.
For five years on end, every Chinese official, from Chou
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En-lai down, has said to us: «The aid which we are according
you is very small, but in two years' time and in the coming
five-year plan we shall accord you more, because we shall be in
a better position». Today, however, according to Li Hsien-nien,
it turns out that the situation in China is allegedly «worse», that
China has allegedly become «a very poor country», and the
words «we shall help you more» have been translated to ludicrous aid.
To us it is clear that this stand of the Chinese is not because
they are «poor», on the contrary, their country has advanced
greatly, but this is an action in opposition to the resolute M a r x ist-Leninist stand of our Party and state about their internal
and foreign policy. The Chinese are not in agreement with our
foreign policy, because we do not follow their political stands.
We do not accept that «American imperialism is less dangerous than Soviet social-imperialism», as the Chinese claim.
We say, «Both of them are dangerous and must be combated
sternly». The Chinese have declared that they are members of
the «third world». We say that we are a socialist country and
support the correct national, anti-imperialist and anti-socialimperialist policy of any people or state of the so-called third
world, second world and whatever else they call themselves
and put themselves into. Albania is a socialist country, is not
confounded with any other and has an independent MarxistLeninist policy. The Chinese support N A T O , the European C o m mon Market and «United Europe».
We are against such stands and do not consider them M a r x ist-Leninist. A l l these treaties and organisms are means in the
hands of American imperialism and the other imperialist countries which use them to suppress the peoples and to launch a
third world war for hegemony. The Warsaw Treaty, the «Socialist Community» and Comecon are the same. These two groups
and communities must be fought with the greatest severity. In
his time, Lenin exposed, condemned and fought hard against
such organisms of the capitalist bourgeoisie.
The Chinese make a friend of any state, any person, whether
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Trotskyite, Titoite, or a Chiang Kai-shek man, if he says, «I
am against the Soviets». We are opposed to this principle. We
know how to deepen the contradictions between the enemies
of socialism, and we deepen them as much as we can, but first
of all respect our principles. We always call a spade a spade.
It is clear that the Chinese do not like these and other
stands of ours, because they tear down the Marxist-Leninist
disguise they want to maintain, therefore they are exerting
pressure on us. This pressure is economic, because politically
and ideologically they have never made us yield and w i l l never
be able to make us yield. This is the beginning of the powerful
economic blockade which they are imposing on us. But they will
fail in this direction, too. We shall never kowtow to anyone,
either the Chinese or anyone else.
It is clear that this stand from their side is part of a great
imperialist-revisionist plot which has been hatched up against
the Party of Labour of Albania and socialist Albania. This act
of the Chinese cannot be considered separate from the great
political, ideological, propaganda, economic and military pressure exerted on us by the United States of America, the Soviet
Union and their satellites, including those states of the «third
world», as the Chinese consider Yugoslavia and Rumania to be.
Their pressure is not imaginary, but took concrete form in the
military and economic plot headed by Beqir Balluku, Petrit Dume, Hito Çako, Abdyl Këllezi, Koço Theodhosi, Lipe Nashi, etc.
The aim of these traitors was the liquidation of the Party and
its Marxist-Leninist leadership in order to turn socialist Albania
into a revisionist country. The Soviets, the Yugoslavs, the
Chinese and others dream of such an Albania. They are all in
opposition to and struggle against the Marxist-Leninist policy
of our Party, therefore they have organized the plot with their
agency within our country, have assisted and continue to assist
this agency, even now that we have uncovered it and are liquidating it. With their acts, these states continue to incite this
agency defeated by the blows we have dealt it, continue to encourage it, and think that with this activity they w i l l weaken us,
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exert economic pressure, etc., so that we w i l l not impose harsh
sentences on the traitors. This is the aim of the present economic blockade which the Chinese are imposing on us.
Agents of whom were the traitors we unmasked? This is
not important. They were mainly agents of the Soviets and the
Yugoslavs, but the Chinese, too, have a hand in this, because
precisely at these moments when we are in difficulties, they
are trying to increase our difficulties with their stand.
Can it be said that friends act in this way? No! How did we
act when China was in great difficulties and isolated from everyone? We assisted it with all our strength, stood alone facing
the great storm which struck China and fought together with
it through to the end. Not only were Beqir Balluku and his
group old agents of the Soviets, but they were also linked with
the Chinese. The inimical strategic plan that Beqir Balluku was
preparing was drafted on the suggestion of Chou En-lai. Beqir,
himself, told us: «Chou proposed this plan to me», while
we rejected his proposal as hostile. Beqir Balluku worked secretly in the direction that Chou En-lai proposed to him, that
is, for «retreat to the mountains» and for «alliance with Yugoslavia and Rumania». This sums up the whole Chinese revisionist
strategy, and not only its military strategy, but also its political and ideological strategy. We rejected this hostile strategy,
because it was in favour of N A T O and the Soviets, as well as
in favour of the Chinese. The aim of this strategy was to turn
Albania into an arena of intrigues for the rapacious imperialist
powers. Is not the Chinese plan very sinister? A n d how have
the Chinese acted in recent years in their economic relations
with us? The very least we could say is that they have not
been at all correct.
It is true that the Chinese accorded us a good credit for
the 5th Five-year Plan, but they are far from the fulfilment
of all their obligations. Of a total of 35 projects which they
were to supply to us, they gave us only ten or fifteen. A number
of projects we have not even begun, and this for no fault of
ours. Three major projects, the metallurgical complex in Elba110

san, the Fierza hydro-power plant and the deep oil processing
plant at Ballsh, over which we had to wage a great struggle,
we began with difficulty. Despite this, their completion has
been postponed for one or two years beyond the time limit set by
contract. This postponement, also, was for no fault of ours.
All these things occurred at that time when Beqir Balluku
was organizing the military plot and Abdyl Këllezi and Koço
Theodhosi were sabotaging the oil industry and the economy
in general. Can we call this co-ordination in aims and in time
fortuitous? But when we liquidated the traitors' military putsch,
when we struck the blow at A b d y l Këllezi and company, didn't
the Chinese show us their wolfish snarl? It is highly probable
that, being the Yugoslavs' man, A b d y l Këllezi was the man of
the Chinese at the same time. Hence, this turns out to be a
very extensive plot with the participation of many enemy states
which want to change the situation in Albania through violence.
I believe China has a hand in this plot, but which China?
This is the hand of revisionist China, of the revisionist current
which must be strong and in power.
We w i l l certainly overcome this difficult situation successfully. We shall mobilize the colossal energies of the people
and the Party, their ardent patriotism still more and w i l l smash
this blockade, too, as we have smashed all the others. We shall
proceed with caution. It w i l l not be we who w i l l blow up the
bridges of friendship with China. We shall express our opinions
and our dissatisfaction openly and in a comradely way to the
Chinese comrades, therefore we have prepared an official reply,
which A d i l w i l l give them orally, on what we think about the
extremely small aid which they accorded us. We shall tell them
that we cannot understand this action without any basis and
contrary to everything they have told us previously. We shall
tell them that this stand on their part w i l l damage us seriously,
not only economically, but also politically.
The Chinese comrades must be made to understand that
they are making a mistake, and that we understand what the
source of this mistake is and what this stand of theirs is
intended to achieve.
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WEDNESDAY
JUNE 18, 1975

THE CHINESE A R E NOT SUPPLYING US WITH A L L
T H E INDUSTRIAL PROJECTS
We received a radiogram from A d i l . The Chinese working
group, headed by Fang Y i , communicated the industrial projects
with which they w i l l provide us. From the twenty we sought,
ten have been cancelled, that is, they w i l l give us ten. Of
these ten with which they are leaving us, apart from one or
two, the others are reduced in capacity from what we wanted. Of these ten which they removed from the list, the most
important for our economy are the Koman hydro-power plant
(they have given us the Bushat hydro-power plant which
is a small one), the plant for the production of urea, and that
for the production of soda, which is very profitable for us,
because we shall have its products for export, too. Of course,
we must first tell the Chinese what we think about the aid
w h i c h they are according us and, if they do not budge, then we
must demand that they give us these three main projects which
I mentioned, and remove two or three of those which they have
granted us and which we can do without. We shall wait until
F r i d a y for the next radiogram after today's, which w i l l tell us
about the remainder of our requests and the materials we have
sought, and after we have studied them together, we shall send
our final opinions and instructions to our delegation in Peking
by the Chinese aircraft on Saturday.
Together with Mehmet, Hysni and Haki, we decided on
which projects we must ask for within the limits of the credit
which the Chinese allocated us. These projects are: the Koman
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hydro-power plant (in place of that of Bushat), the complete
urea plant for the production of fertilizers, the plant for the
production of soda, as well as equipment for the mines, and
explosives.
For the other variants, A d i l has lists of what he should ask
for. We authorized Mehmet to give him some supplementary
instructions about these.
On the 20th of June, A d i l w i l l certainly send us a letter
by the Chinese aircraft about the materials which they
accord us.
We shall see what effect our statement w i l l have, but we are
not hopeful. Politically, they are not disposed to look at the
problem in favour of socialist Albania.
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SATURDAY
JUNE 21, 1975

CHINA IS GETTING CAUGHT UP IN THE POLITICAL G A M E
OF THE TWO SUPERPOWERS
China is showing itself in favour of and supports the
European Common Market and «United Europe».
What is China's strategic aim and is it based on MarxistLeninist principles? In order to determine this, we must define
the aims of these organisms which China defends or supports.
When it was created, the European Common Market had as
its aim the development of economic and commercial relations
between its members, which were six at first, and then became
nine. The aim of this institution was to enable the capitalist
bourgeoisie of each member country to make the maximum
profit, as well as to strengthen the capitalist economy of each
separate state and all of them in general. Of course, together
with the regulation of the problem of customs conventions, a
series of other problems, such as prices, money, and bilateral and
multilateral relations, were tidied up, too.
At first the European Common Market could not avoid
taking account of the powerful American economy and took its
steps allegedly separate from it, but, in fact, coordinated w i t h
the steps of American imperialism. Immediately after the Second World War, the latter contributed to the economic revival
of Western Europe with the «aid» it provided, but at no time
did it forget its own interests which were and became major
ones. Hence, with the creation of the European Common M a r ket, on the one hand, the efforts of American imperialism to
dictate its economic and political policy to this institution con114

tinued, and on the other hand, the efforts of the members of
the European Common Market to liberate themselves from
American tutelage also continued. In this way, contradictions,
which grew steadily deeper, arose between them.
The so-called cold war concealed these contradictions to
some extent, because even though the members of the European
Common Market began seriously to display their economic
independence, from the angle of defence, they were obliged
to live under the American atomic umbrella. Naturally, the
United States of America knew how to exploit the feeling of
fear of a war with the Soviets, which emerged in the countries
of the European Common Market, to its own advantage.
The Khrushchevites' betrayal freed the capitalist bourgeoisie from their fear of the revolution and communism, assisted
world capital and gave it the possibility to draw breath. The
Khrushchevite betrayal split the revolutionary forces of the
whole world, put off the proletarian revolution, fostered nationalist manifestations and gave the capitalist bourgeoisie time and
the possibility to strengthen its weak internal position at the
expense of the proletarian revolution and to undertake other
activities and enter new combinations among states in the international arena. Filled with nationalist sentiments, the K h r u s h chevite social-imperialists aspired to turn the Soviet Union
from a socialist state into an imperialist atomic superpower, and
they worked until they achieved this aim. Thus two superpowers competing for world hegemony were created. The law of
both of them — the United States of America and the Soviet
Union, is the law of the fight for plunder, the law of the enslavement of the peoples. This law is associated with the achievement of monstrous «alliances», with the capture, through disguised force, of strategic points to be used for the preparation of
war, with their arming to the teeth, and the build-up of ever more modern atomic weapons, is accompanied with the plunder
and the economic and political gobbling up of many states by
means of intimidation, blackmail, credits and «aid», and subversion.
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In these ever changing situations, Western Europe took
more courage. France under De Gaulle developed a policy more
independent from the Americans and the Anglo-Saxons in general. De Gaulle left N A T O , respecting only the treaty. Of
course, De Gaulle, too, dreamt of a European Common Market
and a «United Europe» in which, without neglecting Adenauer's
Germany, France would dominate. De Gaulle was filled with a
great nationalism, a thing which he sought from his other partners, but channelled to such a Europe as he dreamed of. Of
course, De Gaulle's aims could not be achieved, because his
partners had their own aims, ambitions, and fears. Not all these
states conceived the role of the United States of America in
Europe and in the world in the same way. West Germany, first
of all, at present divided from the rest of the country, prefers
to make certain concessions to the United States of America
in other fields, without following the course of France of breaking away from the American defence. Germany and the other
partners place little value on the «atomic strength» of France
or of Britain, or indeed of Britain and France taken together.
They consider this strength a «dwarf», compared with the
Soviet or American nuclear strength.
A l l these imperialist powers, whether the two superpowers,
«United Europe», or Japan, aspire to hegemony. Since the time
that the grave crisis of the dollar began, and the American
military defeats in Southeast Asia — in Vietnam, Cambodia
and elsewhere, «United Europe» has began to restrengthen its
internal political positions and to aspire more strongly, as a selfcontained organism, to turn into a new capitalist and imperialist
superpower. This, then, is the «United Europe» which the
China of Mao Tsetung encourages and assists. The France of
Pompidou and later of Giscard, also, encourages and assists this
«United Europe». Not only is France trying to preserve and
further develop its nuclear strength, but it has begun to revive
its old colonialist policy more actively under the neo-colonialist
cloak, in French-speaking Africa, the Middle East, and the Far
East. Its economic strength does not permit France to compete
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with the others, but to the extent that it can, this is what it is
doing. The stand of France towards the United States of America
is no longer like that of De Gaulle and Pompidou. Now this
stand is somewhat softer. Despite this, however, its independence is apparent. Britain, too, is continuing to strengthen its
lost economic influence in the Commonwealth countries to some
extent, while Bonn is intervening economically in Central
Europe, in the Balkans (apart from Albania), in Turkey, and
wherever it is able, around this region.
A l l these efforts of theirs may increase their joint economic potential which is a necessary factor in order to be a superpower. However, in order to become a superpower, this factor
alone is not sufficient. This «United Europe» lacks the nuclear
strength which the two superpowers have. On the other hand,
in this «United Europe» there are such great political and economic contradictions between the states which comprise it that
it will not be able to attain the political and military potential
which the United States of America has, even for dozens of years.
From many viewpoints, the «United States of Europe» is not
like the United States of America. It is difficult for these European states to become assimilated as those states of the American continent from which the United States of America was
formed, have been assimilated. Each state in Europe has its
own individuality as a nation, formed historically through the
centuries. Each of them has its own history, its own social, economic and cultural development, different from the others. W i t h in each capitalist and revisionist European state there are
strong class contradictions, which make not only external unity,
but also internal unity, difficult.
Hence, to support a course of European capitalism which
aspires to hegemony, aspires to become a superpower, as China
is doing, is wrong in principle. To act in this way means to
leave the road of the revolution in oblivion and to become
caught up in the political game of the two superpowers, struggling and manoeuvring from the standpoints of their policies,
while overestimating the manoeuvres of the superpowers in the
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changing situations of the contradictions which they have,
underestimating the world proletarian revolution, and underestimating the struggle of the peoples against the superpowers
and the capitalist bourgeois states. China is wrong when it
preaches that «the main enemy is the Soviet Union, while the
United States of America is less dangerous». It is true that the
United States of America has suffered defeats, but it remains
an imperialist power. To weaken the struggle against it means
to weaken the revolution and assist American imperialism. The
Chinese w i l l be making the same mistake, if the United States
of America starts «to show its wolf's teeth»; then China w i l l
begin to say that the «Soviet Union is less dangerous, whereas
the United States of America has become more dangerous».
China is wrong when it puts itself in the position of Don Quixote towards the old capitalist Europe, allegedly because it will
become a counter-weight to the Soviets, on the one hand, and
the Americans, on the other, while «China will benefit», since
it supports «United Europe».
The contradictions between imperialists must be deepened
and exploited in our favour, but only from the class positions,
from the positions of the proletarian revolution. China is not
doing this, but doing the opposite by telling the peoples of
Europe, America and the «third world»: «Support your capitalist and imperialist bourgeoisie, because the main enemy is
Soviet social-imperialism». This road is not Leninist, does not
encourage the revolution, but defends that opportunism which
the Second International defended and Lenin exposed. Hence,
we cannot agree with this strategy and tactic of China. For
us, the main struggle against the imperialist superpowers and
world capitalism is the peoples' struggle, the proletarians' struggle, the world proletarian revolution. From this angle, and while
supporting these just struggles, we must manoeuvre and benefit
from the situations that develop by helping to deepen the contradictions.
The contradictions and crises within imperialism, socialimperialism and world capitalism have their source in the op118

pression of peoples by the capitalists and in the struggle which
these peoples wage against capitalist oppression and exploitation.
Then, either you must encourage and assist the struggle of the
peoples against the capitalists, or you must assist the latter to
manouvre, to fatten themselves, and to wage war on one or the
other imperialist by telling the peoples, «Go and get yourselves
killed for me». The Marxist-Leninists must encourage and assist
the peoples' struggle and unite their forces with it, with the
struggle of the proletarians against the imperialist superpowers
and world capitalism. This is the road which our Party of Labour
has followed and will continue to follow.
Mao's mistaken foreign policy in this direction gives the
impression that it is simplistic. In this policy the Chinese not
only do not proceed from proletarian class positions, but without
saying so, indeed while denying this in words, they are proceeding on the road of a great power. China is not a superpower,
but its influence in world affairs is and can be great. China
can and will play a role in the world on one of two roads: either
on the Marxist-Leninist road, the road of the revolution, or
on the bourgeois-capitalist road, with a new revisionist nuance.
Only by militating on the Marxist-Leninist revolutionary road
w i l l China w i n the trust of the peoples who want and are
fighting for the revolution.
At present, China is trying to convince the capitalist countries that «the threat to them comes from the Soviet Union».
As if China were teaching the capitalists of the world something new! But the capitalists consider communism and the revolution their main enemies. If China proceeds on the revolutionary road, its statement that the «revisionist Soviet Union is the
main enemy» w i l l convince no one, while all the capitalists of
every shade w i l l aim their blows at China. If they are not afraid
of China at present, there are several reasons for this: either
because China is communist only in words and not in deeds, or
because it is still weak economically and militarily, or because
it is an anti-Soviet factor which they want to exploit to the
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limit to weaken the aggressiveness of the Soviets against themselves.
The aim of the policy of both the Chinese and the A m e r i cans is to combat the Soviet Union, but while the Chinese want
to set the Americans fighting the Soviet Union, the United S t a tes of America and its allies want to set China fighting the
Soviet Union. Both sides are developing this «chassé croisé»*
from the same position and with the same hopes. However, the
Soviet Union is not sitting idle. It is trying to avoid war with
the United States of America, to dominate the peoples which
it can oppress itself, to break up the N A T O alliance, to isolate
China and, if possible, to subjugate it. A n d all these aims it is
pursuing under the disguise of socialism.
World capitalism, and European capitalism in particular,
has gone through a series of world wars, which have had their
source in the savage nature of capitalism. Thus, the «United
Europe», the France of Giscard d'Estaing, or the Germany of
Strauss, are not easily hoodwinked by the policy of Chou En-lai
and Teng Hsiao-ping. They w i l l not go to war with the Soviets
on Teng Hsiao-ping's urging. No, they are trying to avoid the
collision with the Soviet Union, since they consider it stronger
than themselves, trying to weaken the fortress from within,
and then prepare the assault. A l l of them — the United States
of America, Britain, France, the Federal German Republic, etc.,
are trying to weaken the Soviets, to weaken the alliances the
Soviets have w i t h Poland, Rumania, Czechoslovakia, etc., but
they are not proceeding in the way China wants them to. The
old wolves are well acquainted with the tactics of attack, therefore it is hard to lead them on to those paths which suit you,
because they themselves have used and are still using such
plans, also in the direction of China itself. No doubt, the president of France has turned a deaf ear to the tale of «the Soviet
danger». Without doubt, Giscard d'Estaing has told Teng Hsiaoping that the French want to develop their friendship with
____________________________
* Reciprocal change of places between two parties (French in the
original).
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China, but not against the Soviet Union, because they want to
avoid the conflict. On the other hand, the d'Estaings and company indirectly urge Teng to move against the Soviets, to pull
the chestnuts out of the fire for them while they look on.
The European bourgeoisie is an old whore that has committed all the sins. It is experienced in trickery and intrigues.
Only the revolutionary struggle of the proletariat and the peoples gives it its deserts. In the fight on this terrain it is exposed
and smashed, and its intrigue and trickery loses its force. This
is the terrain from which China should fight, proceeding from
the principle that diplomatic recognition and trade with the
capitalist countries of Europe should serve a sound revolutionary strategy, and it should not try to incite Western Europe to
fight the Soviets. In the past, Britain and France used this
wrong course of China's to incite Hitler against the Soviet
Union, and the Soviet Union against Germany. We know the
outcome of those manoeuvres. Stalin did not fall into those
errors, did not fall into the positions of the Anglo-Americans,
or those of the Hitlerites.
By taking a f i r m revolutionary stand, you are better able
to exploit the contradictions among the enemies and to weaken
the most dangerous of them, first of all, without forgetting
those which, though weakened for the moment, could revive. If you judge events and situations from the revolutionary standpoint you see clearly that your basis of support is
not a temporary factor, but that you have a very powerful
and lasting potential in the struggle against capital, you have
the proletariat of each country and the international proletariat
as a whole, as well as the peoples who want freedom and the
revolution. The revolution must be made by fighting both the
United States of America and the Soviet Union.
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WEDNESDAY
JUNE 25, 1975

A HOSTILE COURSE OF CHOU EN-LAI AND HIS GROUP
AGAINST ALBANIA
The Chinese have finally determined the amount of the
economic aid which they w i l l accord us for the coming five-year
plan. The commission of the two sides has met. The «famous»
Li Hsien-nien, well-known for his anti-Albanian feelings, headed the Chinese commission.
In a frank and friendly way, A d i l presented our opinion
about the aid which the PR of China accorded us, not for five
years, but for seven and even eight years, because a number
of projects are officially going from five to seven years over
the period, apart from any other postponments of their completion, which the Chinese might cause on various pretexts,
with the sole aim of damaging our economy. This is the way
the Chinese have proceeded with the projects of the five-year
plan which is coming to a close, and these projects go uncompleted into the next five-year period.
Hence A d i l expressed to the Chinese our opinion that the
sum of... for five to seven years is a great limitation which
they are imposing on us, and this is contrary to their promises,
contrary to the advanced state of the Chinese economy, and
the situation of the blockade which is imposed on Albania by
the imperialists, social-imperialists, Titoites and other capitalist
neighbours. «We are dissatisfied about this,» A d i l told them,
while presenting our sound reasons and refuting their weak
«excuses». Finally, we asked that their decision should be reexamined in a friendly and internationalist spirit just as we reexamined and reduced our requests...
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Li Hsien-nien, this enemy of socialism in Albania, Chou
En-lai's running-dog, gave Adil a disgraceful, brutal, hostile
reply, saying: «Your proposals are not accepted. We shall not
even examine them; our decision is definitive and approved by
our whole leadership, including Mao Tsetung.» «We shall not
budge a single yuan from what we have decided,» said Mr Li
Hsien-nien. In other words, with this reply he wanted to say:
«Take it or leave it; it is all the same to us, whatever you say.»
To the request that our opinions, which A d i l also handed
to Li Hsien-nien in writing, should be communicated to Comrade
Mao Tsetung, Li Hsien-nien replied: «I shall give it to him,
but don't expect any reply.» According to Li Hsien-nien, this
meant: either «Mao is firmly opposed to deigning to give a reply
to the Albanian requests», or «I'm taking this exposition of
yours, which I have no intention of giving Mao but w i l l throw
into the waste-paper basket.» Whichever version you take, the
clique hostile to Albania has great power in the leadership of
China and is dictating its will to the Chinese friends of Albania.
A l l this is the continuation of the hostile attitude of this
group of the Chinese leadership. This group had displayed such
an attitude before, but the Cultural Revolution, the revolutionary stands of the Party of Labour of Albania and the People's
Republic of Albania in defence of China, when all, I stress,
all, had turned their backs on China and were attacking
it, stopped the people of this group from implementing
their hostile aims towards us as they wished. Now Mao is
old, perhaps they don't ask him at all, perhaps they don't seek
his opinion, not just about our case, which as far as we know
he has defended, but even about other internal and international problems. The tactics of these dubious Chinese «comrades» continues. «We go about our business under the banner
of Mao», they think.
What the Chinese are doing to us is the beginning of
strong economic pressure, by means of which they hope to
subjugate us politically and ideologically. They are acting like
a great power, not as revolutionaries, and not in the least as
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Marxist-Leninists. They do not want us to have a correct
Marxist-Leninist line in any direction, but want our line and
stands to be an appendage of their opportunist, unprincipled,
pragmatic line. The people of this group are opposed to our
line and began their economic pressure just as the Soviet revisionists did, thinking that they would force us to yield.
This line of hostility towards Albania on the part of Chou
En-lai and his group is followed at the same time as we liquidated the enemy group of Beqir Balluku and Abdyl Këllezi in
our country. From this it turns out that these enemies were
their men and simultaneously the men of the Soviets and
Yugoslavs. To all of them — the Chinese, the Soviets and the
Yugoslavs, this healthy situation of our country was intolerable
and unacceptable, therefore, regardless of how the links between them were established, for the three sides mentioned, a l l
those who were enemies of the Party of Labour of Albania and
its Marxist-Leninist leadership were their friends and were
assisted in various ways. The hostile plan of Beqir Balluku was
dictated by Chou En-lai. Beqir Balluku worked secretly for the
«antitheses» and the organization of the putsch. Chou En-lai
suggested the «antitheses» to him. We rejected them, and Beqir
Balluku may have informed the Chinese about this.
Chou told Beqir B a l l u k u : «Strengthen your links and collaboration with Yugoslavia against the Soviets», and «for you
there is no other strategy apart from the mountain strategy»,
That means to say: «Clear out to the mountains from the first
day of the enemy attack»!
The Chou En-lai - Beqir B a l l u k u plan was pro-Soviet,
because it left them a free hand to capture Albania; it was also
pro-Yugoslav, because it was intended to liquidate socialism in
our country. The discovery, unmasking and punishment of
Beqir Balluku and the people of his group was, at the same time,
a blow to Chou, who had prepared this plot in great detail
with Beqir B a l l u k u and A b d y l Këllezi, who likewise as a t r a i tor, carried out sabotage in the oil industry and the people's
economy.
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Chou, hence, lost the fight to overthrow us from within
and, since it was impossible to operate otherwise, he used the
weapon of the economic blockade. He and his group think like
revisionists, that we w i l l be isolated, w i l l die of hunger and w i l l
be brought to our knees. They think: «There is nothing the
Albanians can do». And Chou En-lai repeated to Adil Çarçani
his old diabolical plan: «Unite closely with the other countries
of the Balkans, regardless of the disagreements you have». The
dirty scoundrel, the pseudo-Marxist enemy! We have not been
brought to our knees and we are not intimidated, neither will we
be left without food, but we shall live honourably, free, independent and sovereign as Marxist-Leninists, as Albanian communists, as sons of this glorious and heroic people who have
never bent the knee through the centuries. We shall fight night
and day in unity, with multiplied strength against any enemy,
wherever he may come from. The banner of our Party w i l l
always fly triumphant in battle. With our Party at the head,
we shall smash any blockade, any plot, and our people will
triumph, will march always forward successfully on the road to
socialism and communism.
Chou and company w i l l break their heads, like the others,
against the steel fortress of socialist Albania and the Party of
Labour of Albania, an iron Marxist-Leninist party. This is an
iniquitous and coordinated plot of the group of Chou En-lai!!
Just one or two days after Li Hsien-nien refused A d i l Çarçani the credit, giving the reason that «China is very poor»,
Radio Moscow said in the course of a commentary about A l b a nia: «Now the men of Tirana have realized that China is a poor
state... which does not help Albania», etc. What can we say
about this? Co-ordinated Sino-Soviet economic pressure?!
Two or three days after Chou En-lai told A d i l Çarçani:
«You must unite with the Balkan countries», a Yugoslav newspaper, in a long article claimed that, «despite the differences,
Albania has turned its eyes to Europe, and especially to Yugoslavia in trade, cultural and other relations». The newspaper
adds that «after China, Albania carries on its greatest trade with
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Yugoslavia», etc. Fine «prospects» co-ordinated for us by Chou
En-lai and Tito.
These facts must be connected. Amongst other things that
we know, these also confirm the links between Beqir Balluku
and A b d y l Këllezi in the plot and its connection with the
blockade and with the «prospects» which the «famous» Chou
En-lai opens to us.
We are keeping notes about all these things, we shall
review our stands towards such people, but shall be careful to
avoid falling for their provocations, because this is what they
want. But they w i l l not trap us.
They are ruining our friendship while we shall continue to
speak about it, of course not in hypocritical terms, as they w i l l
do about us, adding insult to injury. We shall be correct, but
the ardent words are over, as long as this clique continues its
hostile work against us.
Not only w i l l we not submit to their blackmail, but we
shall display our coldness, to say the least of it, towards this
clique, until the cup is f u l l to overflowing and they expose
themselves.
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THURSDAY
JUNE 26, 1975

THE CHINESE H A V E CONCEDED US TWO PROJECTS.
ON THE OTHERS THEY DIDN'T BUDGE AT A L L
The Chinese accepted an amendment within the credit
allocated: they gave us the Koman hydro-power plant in place
of that of Bushat and added that the urea factory should also
produce fertilizers, but not in the quantity we sought.
Well, the situation is somewhat better, because these two
projects are important. On the other projects, they did not
budge at all.
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FRIDAY
J U L Y 4, 1975

CHINA HAS JOINED IN THE POLITICAL DANCE
OF THE BOURGEOISIE
It is tragic that China is fighting chaos with chaos. The
C h i n a of Mao Tsetung gives the impression that it is pursuing a
«socialist» policy within the country, but if you go more deeply
into this policy, at least as far as the external manifestations
would allow you, you w i l l see that the «Marxist-Leninist» policy
which it trumpets about is a «Mao Tsetung» policy, a mixture
of dubious stands and principles. Two lines can always be observed, sometimes running parallel, sometimes not, because the
one overrides the other. A similar continuous instability can
be seen on many capital problems. Their propaganda comes out
in such a way that people w i l l think that every stand and
action of China's is «correct, principled, Marxist-Leninist, antiimperialist and, especially, anti-social-imperialist».
In foreign policy, too, the China of Mao Tsetung poses as a
socialist country which is following a socialist policy. In reality,
this is not so. Although China cannot be put on the same footing as the two superpowers, its policy is not a Marxist-Leninist
one.
Since China announced itself as a state which is part of
the «third world», in principle it follows the policy of this
«third world», which has nothing socialist about it. It is selfevident that in the «third world» China confounds its policy
with the bourgeois, capitalist, revisionist policy of this «third
world».
The policy of L i u Shao-chi, Chou En-lai and Teng Hsiao128

ping before the Cultural Revolution was: «Alliance with all
the states of the world, including the Soviet revisionists». At
present the policy of Chou En-lai and Teng Hsiao-ping is:
«Alliance with all the countries of the world, including A m e r i can imperialism against the Soviets». But which line is Mao
Tsetung with? It is implied that he approves and later disapproves these lines, but in fact he is with them and is contributing to this course which China is following. This is a policy
with many consequences for China itself and for the world.
The revolutionary world wants to see the revolutionary class
policy of China, but it does not see it, because in reality it
does not exist, and the revolutionary world has to imagine it as it
ought to be.
China is pursuing a see-saw policy. It has opened up its
policy, has diplomatic links with all, wants to affirm itself in
the world. We, too, have wanted and suggested this to it. But
how should China affirm itself in the world? As a socialist
country or as a country of the «third world»? Of course, China
should affirm itself as a socialist country. However, it is not
doing this. It is affirming itself in the world as a state opposed
to the Soviet Union. For China the Spain of Franco, the Chile
of Pinochet, or the Rhodesia of Ian Smith are friends, while
the «Soviets are the most dangerous, because they pose as
Marxist-Leninists». This is not a principled stand. The struggle
of China against the Soviets is not being waged on the ideological platform to unmask their social-imperialist policy on this
basis. No, China is not doing this properly at all. W h y is it not
doing this? Because its policy is not based on the MarxistLeninist theory. China has joined in the political dance of the
bourgeoisie, adopted a pragmatic policy and is convinced that
this policy is the most correct. China forgets that the policy
which it is pursuing indiscriminately with presidents and kings,
with princes and princesses, with fascists and Bonn revanchists,
with American imperialists, or with others like (Pinochet, is
not some original policy. The capitalist bourgeoisie has practised
such a policy extensively, and so have the hereditary monarchies
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and the aristocracy earlier. China seeks the friendship of ruling
cliques in order «to approach the peoples», instead of winning
the hearts of the peoples by convincing them that it fully supports their cause.
What aid does China give the peoples and the revolutionaries of Chile or the Philippines, or the German revolutionaries,
When it scandalously proclaims itself to be with Pinochet, with
Marcos, with Strauss, and others like them? It gives them no
aid at all, it only discourages them. W i t h the policy it is pursuing, China is encouraging the blackest reaction. China leaves
the revolutionaries to suppose that this is a «political manoeuvre». In fact, this is a counter-revolutionary manoeuvre,
because if the revolutionaries follow the policy of China, they
must not fight against reaction. However, revolutionaries cannot be two-faced, cannot fight against reaction and be with
reaction at the same time.
The Chinese try to give the impression that they assist the
revolutionary forces secretly. This is not true at all, and cannot
be true, because China is concerned about establishing good
relations, for example, with the state of the Federal German
Republic and its firms, and not with the German MarxistLeninist communists. Its so-called assistance to the MarxistLeninist revolutionaries is merely a support which China gives
them if they praise China and its policy in Bonn, Paris, or
Rome. However, to act in this way, means to be a friend to
reaction in those countries. Of course, China should have diplomatic, trade and cultural relations with these countries, but
these relations must be based on the Marxist-Leninist theory
and serve the revolution.
China accords credits to a number of states, including us.
These credits, especially those which are given us, take the
colour of the policy which China is following at home and
abroad. When the situation inside China is revolutionary, that
is, when of the two lines, the revolutionary one prevails over
the regressive one, the aid for us is generous and friendly, and
the Chinese understand our needs and difficulties correctly. We
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do not fail to tell them about our sincere gratitude, and they
tell us that «the aid which you Albanians give us is very great,
while that which we give you is very small. We must assist
you more, and we shall assist you more in the future».
It seems, however, that when these words were said, the
regressive line of Chou En-lai was weak and in the inferior
positions. Now it must have gained supremacy, and its supporters speak quite differently.
After returning from Peking, where he had gone about
the economic agreement, Comrade A d i l said that he had met
there with an icy, openly arrogant, disdainful and even hostile
atmosphere on the part of people from the group of Chou
En-lai and Li Hsien-nien. Li Hsien-nien told Adil quite
openly: «We were wrong to give you even that aid we have
given you and I have been criticized for this». Li Hsien-nien,
the man with the big axe, told him, «I am for reducing the
investments». This means, in other words: «You Albanians can
think what you like, but I'm going to axe your demands». Our
requests are reasonable, but to the Chinese, our opinions and
political line are «unreasonable». The Chinese want us, too, to
think and act as they do, to have an opportunist, unprincipled
foreign policy, to have a liberal stand within the country towards the enemies of the people and the Party, whom we
condemn, while the Chinese restore theirs to power. The Chinese
want our Party and state to lose the individuality which they
have won through bloodshed and sacrifice and to become a satellite of theirs. They want our clock to tick in unison with the
clock of Peking in everything. This will never occur if Peking's
clock does not tick like the clock of Marx, Engels, Lenin and
Stalin, which the Party of Labour of Albania follows loyally
and consistently.
It is clear that the group of Chou En-lai is putting pressure
on us and wants to prevent our correct Marxist-Leninist line
from casting any shadow over and putting their line, which is
not Marxist-Leninist, but which they are striving hard to
smuggle into history as a «Marxist-Leninist revolutionary» line,
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in a difficult position. This hostile stand of theirs has been
spread everywhere. Various Chinese ambassadors speak about
us in the language of Li Hsien-nien. The Soviets, Rumanians
and Yugoslavs have sensed this stand and have stepped up
their pressure against us again. This is the reality, but their pressure neither frightens us nor makes us waver. The group of Chou
En-lai is gravely mistaken when it thinks that it will bring
us to our knees, just as the Khrushchev group was mistaken.
We shall defeat this group, too, in the international arena.
The world and the peoples w i l l see that a people, however small
it may be, when it is led by a Marxist-Leninist party, cannot
be conquered, but, on the contrary, marches courageously forward and triumphs. One day, the fraternal Chinese people, too,
w i l l understand the chauvinist policy which its leadership is
pursuing against socialist Albania and the Party of Labour of
Albania, which at every moment, and especially in the most
difficult times for China, have stood beside it, and have defended and assisted it with all their strength.
We shall always be for the just cause of the Chinese people,
we shall always be for the road of revolution and M a r x i s m Leninism. The great-state policy cannot be hidden for long by
disguises.
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MONDAY
J U L Y 7, 1975

LI HSIEN-NIEN ACTS AGAINST SOCIALIST ALBANIA
At the 4th Congress of our Party, Li Hsien-nien never
smiled. On the contrary, he sat impassible, like a «Buddha»,
apart from a «twitch» of his cheek, apparently from irritation,
because the delegates to the Congress never tired of cheering
and clapping for whole days in order to slap the unity of the
Albanian communists around the Central Committee and their
loyalty and the people's loyalty to the Party of Labour of A l bania and Marxism-Leninism, in the face of the Soviet revisionists, Pospyelov and Andropov. This Li Hsien-nien, who sat
unsmiling at the Congress, posing as the representative of the
great China over which all the turmoil occurred in Bucharest
and Moscow, advised us to be cautious with the Soviets, to talk
with Khrushchev and company. At the time of the Cultural
Revolution, this lackey of Chou En-lai's had become as meek as
a mouse that could not find a hole to hide in. That time, they
nearly put the dunce's cap on him, even criticized him severely,
abused him, condemned h i m and dragged h i m through the
mire. These things he told us himself. During the Cultural Revolution, on the occasion of visits by our various delegations to
China, he and his patron, Chou En-lai, who escaped the purge
thanks to the intervention of Mao personally, sat like wet hens.

«O tempora! O mores!» The times of the storm passed,
Chou and Li Hsien-nien surfaced again and took power,
while Chen Po-ta

