
CHINA, ALBANIA, AND YUGOSLAVIA
It did not serve Albania’s interest to proclaim the intervention in

Czechoslovakia as counter-revolutionary and as evidence of ‘‘social-

imperialist’” aggression. For one thing, Tito, who had taken an

ambivalent position on the Hungarian intervention in 1956, in 1968

was aggressively anti-Soviet so far as the intervention went, and

joined the chorus of Western imperialist denunciations. Moreover,
he strengthened his armed forces and enlarged them, always
regarded as a danger to Albania.

In the meantime, under the impetus of unleashing a barrage of

“social-imperialist’ propaganda about the Czech intervention and

the “‘danger’’ it posed everywhere in Europe, the Chinese press

forgot in the meantime that Yugoslavia had originally been cast by
the Chinese press in the role of a “fascist’” state which had con-

summated a bourgeois counter-revolution and restored capitalism.
Indeed, China now began to cast flirtatious glances at Yugoslavia
and showed regard for its ‘“‘struggle for independence,” which could

not possibly have found a great deal of credibility in Tirana.

Nevertheless, the Albanian party, loyal in the general struggle
against revisionism, dutifully followed along. But the split was

‘nevitable when the Chinese press began more and more to highlight
the ‘“‘greater danger” from so-called social-imperialism and urged
the Europeans to galvanize NATO. This imperialist alliance is

clearly a danger to Albanian independence when one remembers
that one of the anchors of the southern flank of NATO is Greece,

Albania’s next-door neighbor.
And it flows that Albania’s most recent polemic against China

should center on China’s thesis on the ““Third World” and the “‘non-

aligned”’ movement when one considers that Tito is one of the big
wheels in the ‘‘non-aligned’”’ movement.

SETBACKS IN TRANSITION TO A NEW WORLD ORDER
Our epoch is in many ways similar to that long and protracted

period of the transition from feudalism to capitalism. In particular,
our contemporary period Dbears strong resemblance to the

Renaissance: a tremendous era of great hopes and new an-

ticipations, but also an era of great disillusionment and disen-

chantment, and periods of passivity on the part of large masses of

people who otherwise would be in convulsive mass action.
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A period of transition from one social order to another, from a

dying social system to a new world social order, is long and

protracted and entails many acute contradictions, by the hopes it sets
in Fn.otion, by the inevitable setbacks, and more often by the

cynicism as well as corruption which it breeds, which leads bourgeois
historians and commentators to come back to that old, old standby
on the ‘‘essential character of Man”’—the inherent nature and
fragility of the human species, so forth and so on.

But the reality of the situation is that in a protracted period when
two worlds are in struggle and defeats are inflicted upon both sides
of the divergent class systems, disillusionment and disenchantment
by temporary setbacks are bound to bring to the surface precisely
those negative social trends which are characteristic of the older
decadent order of society.
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But this is of a purely temporary character. in the long run, no

matter what the setbacks in the socialist countries, no matter what
severe trials and tribulations the working class and the oppressed
peoples may endure as a result of the defection of leaders and the
succumbing of certain strata of the population to the class enemy,
the ultimate result cannot be anything else but the socialist
reorganization of the planet on the basis of serving human need.
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