

























































































Thus, it is clear that by asserting the primacy of the
law of contradiction, the law of the unity of the opposites,
Comrade Mao Tsetung has creatively developed Marxist-
Leninist philosophy and dialectics.

Although Mao Tsetung's article “On Contradiction™ is
his most important contribution on Marxist philosophy, he

has also developed Marxist philosophy on a number of
other points.

Another important philosophical work of Comrade Mao
Tsetung is his artticle on *““The Correct Handling of Contra-
dictions Among the People”. In this work, he deals with
the question of how to handle contradictions among the
people as opposed to how to handle conmtradictions between
the enemy and ourselves. He also deals with the theory
of how contradictions of different natures can be converted
into each other. He also uses the law of contradiction to
explain how to deal with the struggle between different views
and ideas inside the Party.

Already, in his article, “On Contradiction"”, Comrade
Mao Tsetung had pointed out that *“Opposition and struggle
between ideas of different kinds constantly occur within the
Party: this is a reflection within the party of contradiction
between classes and between the new and the old in society.
If there were to be contradiction in the party and no ide-
ological struggles to resolve them, the party’'s life would
come to an end.”

This was the first time that Comrade Mao Tsetung used
the law of contradiction, the law of the unity of the opp-
osities to explain the question of opposition and struggle
between different ideas within a party. This is a creative
development of Marxism-Leninism.

In the past, in the history of the Communist Party of
China and in respect of some comrades in other parties
also, incorrect views prevailed about the attitude to oppo-
gsition and struggle between contradictory ideas inside the
Communist Party. Some comrades admitted the law of con-
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tradiction when they dealt with phenomena outside the Party.
However, when they came face to face with contradictory
views inside the Party, they failed to use the dialectical
method and, instead, used the metaphysical approach. In
other words, they failed to understand that contradictions
are universal and would also exist inside the Party too as
a reflection of the contradictions outside the Party. There-
fore, when these comrades came across contradictions and
struggles inside the Party, they thought that it was terrible
and bad.

It was as an answer to such metaphysicel approach that
Comrade Mao Tsetung pointed out the universality of con-
tradiction and that, therefore, opposition and struggle between
different ideas constantly occurs inside the Party too. This
was nothing strange because it was a reflection of class
contradictions outside and the struggle between the old and
the new inside the Party. If these contradictions and the
consequent ideological struggles to resolve them ceased to
exist within the Party, then the life of the Party would
itself cease.

Only if we understand this aspect of inner-party struggle
and its virtual inevitability in any living and developing
Parly can we understand the struggle that developed inside
the Communist Party of China against Liu Shao-chi and his

henchmen. .

When the imperialists saw the Cultural Revolution in
China and the exposure of Liu Shao-chi and his black gang,
they thought that the Communist Party of China would be
finished. When the Soviet revisionists saw the same pheno-
menon they also thought that the Communist Party of China
would collapse and that the leadership of Comrade Mao Tse-
tung would be overthrown.

Even some friends did not understand this guestion cor-
rectly and felt sad and thought that everything inside the
Communist Party of China is not good. They did not un-
derstand that if such contradictions and ideological struggles
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to resolve them did not occur, then the life of the Party
would come to an end.

The reasons why these comrades get these wrong ideas
is that they do not look at these ideological struggles from
a dialectical view-point. That is why, at the very beginning
of the Cultural Revolution, Comrade Mao Tsetung said that
the Cultural Revolution was a sign of the sound development
of the Chinese Party.

Therefore, comrades and friends should look at the phen-

" omenon of the Chinese Cultural Revolution from this Marxist-

Leninist dialectical standpoint. They will, then, realise that
it was a good thing and not at all a bad thing. They will
then realise the tremendous significance of the struggle against
Liv Shao-chi and his wrong views. They will also understand
that if this struggle has not been carried out, revisionism
would have trivmphed in China, capitalism would have been
restored and China would have changed colour. This has
been proved by the experience of the Soviet Union.

I

How has Comrade Mao Tsetung developed the Marxist-
Leninist theory of the class struggle? This matter is dealt
with very brilliantly in an editorial of the Peking *People’s
Daily"” under the heading ““‘A Great Historic Document".
(This has been reproduced in the 2lst issue of Peking Review
of 1967).

This article is a result of the attempt to study how
Comrade Mao Tsetung has developed Marxism-Leninism. A
very important problem in the history of the development
of Marxism-Leninism is raised in this article.

This article divides the history of the development of
Marxism-Leninism into three stages; it describes three land-
marks. To quote: ““Marx and Engels founded the theory
of scientific socialism. Lenin and Stalin developed Marxism,
solved a series of questions of the proletarian revolution in
the era of imperialism and solved the theoretical and practi-
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cal questions of establishing the dictatorship of the proletariat
in one country. Comrade Mao Tsetung has developed
Marxism-Leninism, solved a series of questions of the pro-
letariat revolution in the present era and solved the theor-
etical and practical questions of carrying on the revolution
under the dictatorship of the proletariat. These are three
monumental milestones in the history of the development
of Marxism".

Comrade Mao Tsetung’s special contribution to the de-
velopment of the Marxist-Leninist theory of class struggle
is that he gave a positive answer to the question whether
classes and class struggles exist even under socialism.

The above mentioned article poses this question clearly
in the following way: ‘‘Are there still classes and class
struggle in a socialist society, particularly after the socialist
transformation of the ownership of the means of production
has in the main been accomplished? Do all the class stru-
ggles in society still centre round the question of the fight
over political power? Under the conditions of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat do we still have to make revolution?
Against whom should we make revolution? And how should
we carry out the revolution?

““Marx and Engels could not possibly solve this series
of major theoretical problems at their time. Lenin saw that
after the proletariat seized power, the defeated bourgeoisie
still remained stronger than the proletariat and was always
trying to stage a come back. At the same time, the small
producers were incessantly gencrating capitalism and the
capitalist class anew, thus posing a threat to the dictator-
ship of the proletariat. In order to cope with this counter-
revolutionary threat and overcome it, it was therefore
necessary to strengthen the dictatorship of the proletariat
over a long period of time, There was no other way. How-
ever, Lenin died before he could solve these problems in
practice“.

“Stalin was a great Marxist-Leninist who actually cle-
ared out a large number of counter-revolutionary represen-
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tatives of the bourgeoisic who had sneaked into the party,
including Trotsky, Zinoviev, Kamanev, Radek, Bukbarin,
Rykov and their like. But where he failed ‘was in not re-
cognising, on the level of theory, that classes and class
struggle exist in society throughout the historical period of
the dictatorship of the proletariat and that the question of
who will win in the revolution has yet to be finally settled;
in other words, if all this is not handled properly there
is the possibility of a come back by the bourgeoisie. The
year before he died, Stalin became aware of this point and
stated that contradictions do exist in socialist society and
if not properly handled might turn into antagonistic ones.

“Comrade Mao Tsetung has given full altention to the
whole historical experience of the Soviet Union. He has
correctly solved this series of problems in a whole number
of great writings and instructions, in this great historic do-
cument (the reference is to the May 19, 1966 circular of the
Central Committee of the Chinese Communist Party) and in
the most significant practice of the Great Proletarian Cultural
Revolution personally initiated and led by him.

“This is a most important sign indicating that Marxism
has developed to an entirely nmew stage. In the early years
of the 20th century, Marxism developed into the stage of
Leninism. In the present era, it has developed further into
the stage of Mao Tsetung's Thought.”

Marx and Engels raised the question of the revolution
of the proletariat. They also raised the question of the
dictatorship of the proletariat. Lenin developed this theory
and put into practice by carrying out the Great October
Revolution. The Soviet Union became the first country where
the dictatorship of the preletariat became a reality.

Comrade Mao Tsetung developed this Marxist-Leninist
theory of revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat
and carried out the revolution of the proletariat in his-own
country. The dictatorship of the proletariat became a
reality in China, a country with a population of 700 million
people. He also solved the question of how to make revo-
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lution in the present efa in which imperialism s heading
for total collapse and socialism is advancing to world-wide
victory. He has also solved the question of how to make
revolution under conditions of the dictatorship of the pro-

letariat.

The position can, therefore, be summed up as follows:
Marx and Eogels raised the question of proletarian revolu-
tion and the dictatorship of the proletariat. Lenin made
this a reality in the Soviet Union. Comrade Mao Tsetung not
only made this a reality in China but also solved the
question of how to make revolution under conditions of
the dietatorship of the proletariat. He also solved the ques-
tion of how to prevent the dictatorship of the proletariat
from changing colour, of how to prevent the restoration of
capitalism and of how to consolidate the dictatorship of
the proletariat. It is obvious, therefore, that Conirade Mao
Tsetung has creatively developed the Marxist-Leninist theory
of uginterrupted revolution.

The central question with regard to ¢lass struggle is the
question of stale power. The aim of the proletarian revo-
lution is to seize state power. Marx and Lenin pointed
out that he who onmly recognises class struggle is not yet
a Marxist. A real Marxist is one who not only recognises
the class struggle but also extends this recoguition to the
necessity for the dictatorship of the protetariat.

The question is whether, after the proletariat has seized
state power, after the dictatorship of the proletariat has
become a reality, it is still true to say that the central
question with regard to class struggle is still the issue of
state power. :

It was impossible for Marx and Engels to have answe-
red these questions in their time. As we have already
shown, Lenin did realise that after the establishment of the
dictatorship of the proletariat, the vanquished bourgeoisie
will be stronger tham the proletariat that vanquished it and
that it slways tries to stage a come back; and that small
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producers would constantly give rise to capitalism and the
capitalist class.

Lenin made this question very clear in his book “Pro-
letarian Revolution and the Renegade Kautsky”. In this
book, Lenin said that the period from capitalism to com-
munism was a whole historical epoch; and that throughout
this historical epoch, before communism is established, the
vanquished bourgeoisie was bound to attempt to stage a
come back: they were bound to turn their attempts into
action.

This was a great Marxist-Leninist prophesy. Comrade
Mao Tsetung has only further developed this profound obs-
ervation by Lenin. Take Lenin’s remark that a whole histo-
rical epoch existed between capitalism and communism. Com-
rade Mao Tsetung meant precisely this when he said that, after
a socialist society had been established it would take fifty,
a hundred years or more before communism is established.

This statement of Comrade Mao Tsetung has been slan-
dered as Trotskyism. In actual fact, it is Leninism.

The old line revisionists, Bernstein, Kautsky, etc. were
against carrying out a socialist revolution “in the Soviet
Union. Their theory was known as the theory that product-
ion is everything. Thus, they hold that because capitalist
production in Russia was not developed socialist revolution
was impossible and that the October Revolution could only
pave the way for capitalism in Russia; and that when capi-
talist productive forces had reached a certain level in Russia
only then could it naturally and peacefully grow into socialism.
This was their theory of the peaceful tranmsition to socialism.

This fallacious theory was clearly expressed by Kautsky
in 1918 in his pamphlet ““On the Dictatorship of the Pro-
letariat’’ and also in his ““Bolsheviks Who Are In A Desperate
Situation”, inside the Russian Party.

Later, Zinoviev, Trotsky and Bukbarin used this theory
of old line revisionists to oppose the socialist revolution,

54

socialist construction and the theory that socialism could
be built in the country. At the 7th Session of the Execu-
tive Committee of the International, Trotsky made the
statement that the superiority of socialist production in Russia
could be shown not now but only after 50 years or 100
years.

When Trotsky enuanciated this fallacy, Stalin seriously
refuted him. Because, the superiority of the socialist system
of ownership over the system of private ownership in the
capitalist countries was made quite clear at the very begin-
ning itself, immediately after the revolution, when private
ownership was abolished and public ownership established.

Stalin pointed out that Trotsky's false theory was the
same as that propounded by the social democrat economist,
Sukanov who held that, because production was not well
developed therefore the October Revolution could only pave
the way for capitalism and not socialism. Therefore, the position
of Trotsky was that he was opposed to socialist revolution

and socialist construction.

Trotsky’s false theory had nothing in common with the
theory put forward by Lenin that the period from capita-
lism to communism was a whole historical epoch. It was
also opposed to the theory enunciated by Comrade Mao
Tsetung that this period will take several decades or one
century or several centuries. Both Lenin and Comrade Mao
Tsetung were discussing how long the period would be between
capitalism and communism.

Those who distort these facts and try to slander Com-
rade Mao Tsetung by identifying his views with those of
Trotsky are not really attacking Trotsky but merely trying
to prettify him. They are doing it either through ignorance
or a deliberate intention to slander Lenin and Comrade
Mao Tsetung. .

Stalin had already dealt with this false theory of Trotsky
and identified it as the same as that put forward by the
social democrat, Sukanov who gave two reasons why soci-
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alist revolution and coestruction could not succeed in
Russia. The first was that capitalist production was not
sufficiently developed. The second was that the peasants in
Russia were backward and their cultural level was low.

In his work, “On The Revolution In Our Country” Lenin
pointed out that although the cultural level of the Russian
peasantry was low, it had made the revolution along with
the proletariat and that it was in favour of socialism. Lenin
admitted that it was true that capitalist production was not
so developed in Russia as in some European countries. But
why was it impossible to greatly develop production after the
proletarian revolution and under the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat. From which book had Sukanov learnt that things
could not be done this way. It was Napolean who said:
“Plunge into battle first before you want to see the outcome
of it."

Lenin maintained that after the means of production
of the bourgeoisie and the imperialists and the land of the
landlords had been confiscated, it would be possible to
develop production greatly.

The Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution initiated by
Comrade Mao Tsetung is precisely directed against the
fallacy of Kautsky, Sukanov, Trotsky and Bukharin which
is a thesis opposing taking the socialist road and advocating
taking the capitalist road.

The representatives of these views in China s Liu Shao-
chi. Inthe summer of 1949 when China just won liberation,
Liu Shao-chi said that because capitalist production was
not sufficiently developed in China it was not possible to
take the socialist road. He said then that the problem in
China was not that there was too much capitalism but too
little. He also said that capital exploitation was not a crime
but a credit and that the workers were not against explo-
itation but would welcome it, Therefore, he held that,
after liberation, China should take the capitalist road instead
of the socialist road.
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This is exactly the same theory as put forward early
in respect of the Soviet Union by Kautsky, Sukanov,
Trotsky, etc. and which was known as the theory that pro-
duction was everything. The Thought of Mao Tsetung and
the line advocated by Comrade Mao Tsetung is sharply
contrary to and diametrically opposed to the theory of
these people. The Thought of Mao Tsetung is the same as
that of Lenin when be pointed out that, after the October
Revolution, they should firmly take the socialist road.

What was the basic difference between the two lines
that contended in the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution?
The main question was the struggle between the two roads:
should China take the capitalist road or the socialist road?
The struggle between these two lines existed in the past.
It exists at the present and will existin the future also.

That it why Comrade.Mao Tsetung has said that the
present cultural revolution is only the first one that, in the
future, there would be many more.

The reason for this is that it is not merely a question
of overthrowing the old exploiting classes and finishing with
revolution for all time. New exploiting elements always
crop up and a new bourgeoisie is always created. @ When
Lenin - dealt with this question in his book, ‘““The Proletarian
Revolution and the Renegade Kautsky™ he pointed out that,
throughout the historical period of transition from capitalism
to communism, the former exploiting classes will try to

stage a come back and that they will try to turn their
attempts into action. Here Lenin was referring to the former

exploiting classes.

But in “Left-Wing Communism, And Infantile Disorder™

he pointed out that not only will the old exploiting classes
try to stage a come back but that, in socialist society a

new bourgeoisiec would be created. Lenin raised these ques-

tions but, as has already been pointed out, died too early
to have been able to solve these problems.

Stalin was a great Marxist-Leninist who, as the Peeple's
Daily editorial referred to earlier points out solved a num-
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ber of theoretical and practical problems connected with
proletarian revolution and the question of building socialism
in one country. But, on the theory of the class struggle he
made mistakes.

It is not correct to say that, after the October Revo-
lution, Stalin completely neglected the question of the class
struggle. Actually, before 1928, Stalin stressed very much
that class struggles should be carried out in the Soviet
Union. Stalin's speeches before 1928 to the Komsomol and
to the Control Commission dealt with this problem. He

criticised certain people for forgetting class struggles in
times of peace.

But, what was his shortcoming? After 1928, when the
problem of the kulaks had been solved, when collectivisa-
tion of agriculture was completed, when the first S-year

plan was completed, he said classes had been entirely eli-
minated and no longer existed. This incorrect idea was

clearly expressed in his report on the Soviet Constitution
in 1936.

Stalin's shortcoming was that in the field of theory he
did not recognise that, throughout the eatire historical epoch
from capitalism to communism and under the dictatorship

of the.proletariat, classes and class struggles would continue
to exist in society. While Stalin recognised the existence

of classes and class struggles before 1928, he did not re-+
cognise their existence after that period.

_But the fact was that, even after collectivisation of
agriculture and after the new Soviet Constitution the class

struggle against the bourgeoisie still existed. The danger of
a restoration of * capitalism still existed. However, facts taught

Stalin and, in his last years, he was conscious of this in
some ways.

Stalin perceived the truth about the existence of classes
and class struggles one year before he died. He then said

that in socialist society contradictions still exist and that if
such contradictions were not properly handled they could

become antagonistic ones. This view was expressed in his
last work ““Some Problems of Economy in the Soviet Union".

58

In the present era, Comrade Mao Tsetung paid attention
to all the historical experiences of the Soviet Union. The
50th anaiversary of the October Revolution was celebrated
under conditions where the revisionists have seized power
and carried out the restoration of capitalism. This is a
bitter experience and deserves the serious attention and
study by all Marxist-Leninists. There is also the experience
of the Chinese Revolution.

It is a result of studying .these experiences that Com-
rade Mao Tsetung has held that, in a socialist society and
under the dictatorship of the proletariat, classes and class
struggles exist although the form is different. Comrade Mao
Tsetung has not only elaborated this theory in his works
but also by personally initiating the Great Proletarian Cul-
tural Revolution he has correctly solved a whole series of
questions concerning how to make revolutions under condi-
tions of the dictatorship of the proletariat.

This is the most important landmark in the develop-
ment of Marxism-Leninism by Comrade Mao Tsetung. It
indicates that Marxism-Leninism has developed to an entirely
pnew stage. Marxism, which was first developed to the stage
of Leninism, has now been further developed to the stage
of Mao Tsetung Thought.

The Communique of the Eleventh Plenary Session of
the Eighth Central Committee of the Communist Party of
China, which it adopted on August 12, 1966, states the
question as follows: “Comrade Mao Tsctung is the greatest
Marxist-Leninist of our era. Comrade Mao Tsetung has
inherited defended and developed Marxism-Leninism with
genius, creatively and in an all-round way, and has raised
Marxism-Leninism to a completely new stage. Mao Tsetung's
Thought is Marxism-Leninism of the era in which imperia-
lism is heading for total collapse and socialism is advancing
to worldwide victory. It is the guiding principle for all
the work of our Party and country”.
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CHAPTER V

ON THE PARTY

One of the historical tasks performed by Comrade Mao
Tsetung is to re-affirm quite clearly the Leninist teaching
on the necessity for a communist party to guide the work-
ing class and to have concreticised them and raised them
to an even higher level. One of Lenin’s contributions to
the treasure house of Marxism is his teaching that, just as
an army needs a general staff, so |also the working class
needs a political party of a new type to lead it to seize
power. The Bolshevik Party, fashioned under the guidance
of Lenin, armed with Marxism, based on democratic
centralism, with an iron discipline and having close ties
with the masses, was a new Party of such atype. It was
this Party that carried through' the Great October Revolution.

Comrade Mao Tsetung has re-affirmed all of Lenin's
teachings on this subject. He has pointed out tbat, “The
force at the core leading our cause forward is the Chinese
Communist Party. The theoretical basis guiding our thinking
is Marxism-Leninism’'., Further he has stated that, “H there
is to be a revolution, there must be a revolutionary party.
Without a revolutionary party, without a party built on
the Marxist- Leninist revolutionary theory and in the Marxits
revolutionary style, it is impossible to lead the working
class and the broad masses of the people in defeating
imperialism and its running dogs”.
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He has given a classical descripti
weapons with which the Chipese
enemy. This is a quotation that merits
of all revolutionaries. He has said: "A'ﬂl ;
armed with the theory of Marxism-

people; an army under the leadership of such a
united front of all revolutionary classes and all revo
groups under the leadership of such a Party - thun :
three main weapons with which we have defeated the enemy™.

Comrade Mao Tsetung has always placed great stress
on the importance of discipline inside the Communist Party.
He has stated that, *“We must affirm anew the discipline
of .the Party, namely: (1) the individual is subordinate to the ‘
organisation; (2) the minority is subordinate to the majority;

(3) the lower level is subordinate to the higher level; and
(4) the entire membership is subordinate to the Central
Committee.

" Whoever violates these articles of discipline disrupts
Party unity.

He has also stated, “One requirement of Party discipline
is that the minority should submit to the majority. If the
view of the minority has been rejected, it must support
the decision passed by the majority. If necessary, it can
bring up the matter for reconsideration at the next meeting
but apart from that it must not act against the decision in
any way. '

He has also pointed out the harmfulness of making
criticism without regard to organisational discipline. Inner-
Party criticism is a weapon for strengthening the Party
organisation and increasing its fighting capacity. Therefore,
criticisms should be made inside and not outside the Party.

The Communist Party functions on the basis of demo-
cratic centralism. It is a fusion of democracy with centralism.
Comrade Mao Tsetung has taught us that, in the sphere
of organisation, we must ensure democracy under centralised
guidance™.
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He has also pointed out that ‘‘Democracy is correlative
with centralism and freedom with discipline. They are the
two opposites of a single entity, contradictory as well as
united, and we should not one-sidedly emphasize one to the
denial of the other™. Apgain, *We cannot do without freedom,
nor can we do without discipline; we cannot do without
democracy, nor can we do without centralism. This unity

of democracy and centralism, of f[reedom and discipline,
constitutes our democratic centralism’.

Comrade Mao Tsetung has always stressed the Leninist
teaching of the necessity for all communist parties to practice
criticism and self-criticism. He has pointed out that, *“The
Communist Party does no. fear criticism because we are
Marxists, the truth is on our side, and the basic masses,
the workers and peasants, are on our side”. Again, **We
have the Marxist-Leninist weapon of criticism and self-criticism,
We.can get rid of a bad style and keep the good”.

He has further explained, ‘‘Conscientious practice, of
self-criticism is still another hallmark distinguishing our
Party from- all other political parties. As we say, dust will
accumulate if a room is not cleaned regularly, our faces
will get dirty if they are not washed regularly. Our comrades’
minds and our Party's work may alse collect dust, and also
need sweeping and washing. The proverb “‘Running water
is never stale and a door-hinge is never worm-eaten”
means that constant motion prevents the inroads of germs
and other organisms. To check up regularly on our work
and in the process develop a democratic style of work, to
fear neither criticism nor self-criticism, and to apply such
good popular Chinese maxims as “Say all you know and
say it without reserve”, ‘‘Blame not the speaker but be
warned by his words” and ‘““Correct mistakes if you have
committed them and guard against them if you have not"—
this is the only effective way to prevent all kinds of political
dust and germs from contaminating the minds of our
comrades and the body of our Party.” '

Again he has clearly explained the purpose of making
criticism and self-criticism and how it must be done., He
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has said, ““In opposing subjectivism, secta

typed Party writing we must have in mind
first, “learn from past mistakes to avoid future ones™, ', and
second, “cure the sickness to save the patient,” The mistake
of the past must be exposed without sparing anyon
sensibilities; it is necessary to analyse and criticise what was
bad in the past with a scientific attitude so that work in
the future will be done more carefully and done better.
This is what is meant by “learn from past mistakes to avoid
future ones”. But our aim in exposing errors and criticizing
shortcomings, like that of a doctor curing a sickness, is
solely to save the patient and not to doctor him to death.
A person with appendicitis is saved when the surgeon
removes his appendix. So long as a person who. has made
mistakes does not hide his sickness for fear of treatment or
persist in his mistakes until he is beyond cure, so long as
he honestly and sincerely wishes to be cured and to mend
his ways, we should welcome him and curc his sickness so
that he can become a goad comrade. We can never succeed
if we just let ourselves go and lash out at him. In treating

an ideological or a political malady, one must never be
rough and rash but must adopt the approach [of “‘curing
the sickness to save the patient”, which is the only correct
and effective method™.

He has also explained: ‘‘Another point that should be
mentioned in connection with inner-Party criticism is that
some comrades ignore the major issues and confine their
attention to minor points when they make their criticism.
They do not understand that the main task of criticism is
to point out political and organisational mistakes. As 1o
personal shortcomings, unless they are related to political
and organisational mistakes, there is no need to be over-
critical or the comrades concerned will be at a loss as fo
what to do. Moreover, once such criticism develops, there
is the great danger that within the Party attention will be
concentrated exclusively on minor faults, and everyone will
become timid and overcautions and forget the Party's

political tasks".
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He has further pointed out, **As we Chinese Commu nists,
who base all our actions on the highest interests of the
broadest masses of the Chinese people and who are fully
convinced of the justice of our cause, never balk at any
personal sacrifice and are ready at all times to give our
lives for the cause, can we be reluctant to discard any idea,
viewpoint, opinion or method which is not suited to the

needs of the people? Can we be willing to allow political
dust and germs to dirty our clean faces or eat into our

healthy organisms? Countless revolutionary martyrs have laid
down their lives in the interests of the people, and our
hearts are filled with pain as we the living think of them —
can there be any personal interest, them, that we would
not sacrifice or any error that we would not discard?"

Also, “We must not become complacent over any success.
We should check our complacency and constantly eriticise
our shortcomings, just as we should wash our faces or
sweep the floor every day to remove the dirt and keep them
clean”. ‘“‘As for criticism, do it in good time; don’t get
into the habit of criticising only after the event”. -‘Taught
by mistakes and setbacks, we have become wiser and handle
our affairs better. It is hard for any political party or
person to avoid mistakes, but we sbould make as few as
possible. Once a mistake is made, we should correct it,
and the more quickly and thoroughly the better”.

Comrade Mao Tsetung bas always stressed the necessity
for the Party not to convert itself into a close-door orga-
nisation but to go out to the people and to base itself on
them. He has said, “The people, and the people alone,
are the motive force in the making of world history”.

Again, ““The masses are the real heroes, while we
ourselves are often childish and ignorant, and without this
understanding it is impossible to acquire even the most
rudimentary knowledge’'.

At the samec time hc has also taught us that, “If we
tried to go on the offensive when the masses are not yet
awakened, that would be adventurism. If we insisted on
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leading the masses to do an
certainly fail. If we did o
advance, that would be nght

He bas taught that the correct method
should be, ‘Take the ideas of the masses ar
them, then go to the masses, persevere in the ic
them through, so as to form correct idess of lea
such is the basic method of leadership”.

From the above it must be quite clear that not only
has Comrade Mao Tsetung abundant faith in the masses
but also that he is opposed to all forms of putchism. He
has always taught that the party must rouse the masses in
their millions. The party without a mass following or mass
activity without a proper political leadership will both be
useless. He has pointed out this clearly when he said,
‘‘However active the leading group may be, its activity will
amount to fruitless effort by a handful of people unless
combined with the activity of the masses. On the other
hand, if the masses alone are active without a strong leading
group to organise their activity properly, such activily cannot
be sustained for long, or carried forward in the right direction,
or raised to a high level™.

He bas also pointed out that the party must be able
to make a correct analysis of the masses and their respective
level of consciousness and to unite with them accordingly.
He has said, ““The masses in any given place are generally
composed of three parts, the relatively active, the intermediate
and the relatively backwaid. The leaders must therefore be
skilled in gniting the small number of active elements around
the leadership and must rely on them to raise the level of
the intermediate clements and to win over the backward
elements’™.

These views of Comrade Mao Tsetung on the necessity
for a communist party to lead a working class is essential
to be grasped by the revolutionary movement today because
of the prevalence among certain sections of the people of
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the wrong, peti-bourgeois and anti-Marxist-Leninist views
on this subject associated with the name of Che Guevara
or otherwise known as the Cuban line.

This theory is basically an attempt to oppose the
growing influence of Mao Tsetung Thought. This theory
atlcmpts Lo reject both the necessity for a revolutionary party
and the participetion of the masses. Because certain com-
muunist parties had gone revisionist, an attempt is made to
make use of this fact to reject the Leninist theory for the
necessity for a revolutionary party to guide the working
class. Just as one does not throw the baby out with the
dirty bath water so also one does not reject the necessity
for a communist party merely because certain communist
parties have gone bad and revisionist. If, in any given country,
the communist party has gone revisionist, the duty of the
revolutionaries in that country is to form a genuinely
revolutiomary communist party —not to reject the necessity
for a party.

This erroneous theory is based fundamentally on romantic
and peti-bourgeois ideology which is characterised by a lack
of faith in the masses. It places its main reliance on a
band of swash-buckling *Three Musketeers’ type of bravadoes
who are expected to perform miraculous exploits against
terrific odds.

This theory attempts to popularise the thesis that, irres-
pective of the maturity or otherwise of the revolutionary
situation in any given country. that is, notwithstanding the
readiness of the people to carry out revolution, and without
a revolutionary party to lead the people, a band of determined
revolutionaries can overthrow the existing state machinery,
capture power and thereafterwards attract the people to
their side.

It advocates actions which can be carried out by few
individuals without the need for popular support and which
can cause enemy losses without securing the support of the
proletarian masses. **This is the peti-bourgeoisie’s favourite
type of struggle, reflecting its individualism and its misgivings
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about joining the proletariat”. It is precisely this kind of
peti-bourgeois ideology which Comrade Mao Tsetung

as the ‘‘ideology of the roving rebel band" as far back
as 1929,

It must also be pointed out that this has nothing in
common with Comrade Mao Tsetung’s theory on people’s
war which is based on complete relisnce on the masses:
It urges revolutionaries to go and work among the masses,
perticularly with the peasants, to integrate themselves with
them, to set up rural revolutionary bases, build a people's
army and wage a protracted people's war and finally surround
the cities by the villages and liberate them.

Comrade Mao Tsetung has clegrly said that ‘‘the re-
volutionary war is a war of the masses; it tan be waged
only by mobilising the masses and relying on them'.
Thus. the theory of people's war is based on the revolutionary
mobilisation of the masses, under the leadership of a
Marxist-Leninist party and is aimed at the seizure of power.
It seeks to awaken the masses, to help to organise and
mobilise them and to teach them to dare to struggle against
an enemy which is initially more powerful and to develop
their own forces in combat with the enemy till they gaia
the superiority which makes it possible for them to crush
him decisively.

This has nothing in common with the so-called Cuban
theory which negates the role both of the working class
party and that of the masses and places reliance on indi-
viduals or groups of individuals.

All Marxist-Leninists must be ceasclessly on guard ideo-
logically and must be able to distinguish the genuine article
from the faked one which the neo-revisionists are attempting

to substitute.
Comrade Mao Tsetung, like Lenin before him, has
placed great emphasis on the fact that the communist party

should be armed with the most advanced revolutionary
theory of our time — Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tseiung Thought.
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Just as a house needs a solid foundation so dces a revolutionary
movement and a party need a sound ideological foundation.
Otherwise, the house will collapse. It was Lenin who
taught us that ‘‘without revolutiosary theory, there cannot
be revolutionary practice”.

Comrade Mao Tsetung has taught: *“The victories of
the revolution and construction in our country are victories
of Marxism-Leninism. It has been the consistent ideologicul
principle of our Party to closely intégrate Marxist-Leninist
theory with the .practice of the Chinese revolution”.

That is why every member of the communist party
must be armed with Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought-
One of the main reasons for the degeneration of several
communist pArties into revisionist parties was due to the
lack of correct ideological training of their members. 1t is
not enough to have the name board of the communist
party. Anyone can do that. What is important is to equip
every party member with the correct theory of Marxism-
Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought and turn every one of them
into genuine revolutionaries. The attitude towards the study
of Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought is an important
aspect of party building. It must neither be mechanical
nor cease at any particular point. Tt is not a dogma, like
the sutras to be learnt by heart and repeated. It isa guide

for action. Marx once said: “‘Philosophers hitherto have
only interpreted the world. Our duty is to change it."

Particularly, in view of the strenuous efforts made by
the bourgeoisic to influence and misdirect the minds of the
people, particularly the youth, through such media as
the press, television, cinema, the pulpit, the schools, bizarre
hair styles, crazy dances like the twist and so-called modern
dresses, it is important (0 wage a resolute counter-attack
on the ideological front against the penetration of bourgeois
ideas and influence,

* There iz never a vacuum in our brains. Either the
bourgeois ideology wins out. Or else the proletarian ideology
wins out, particularly inside the party. But this can be
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done only by a consistent and relentless ideological struggle
and also by combining theory with practice. Theory without
practice and practice without theory are both useless. With-
out a party, there cannot be struggles. But, without struggles
a communist party cannot develop.

Comrade Mao Tsetung has taught: “Without armed
struggle neither the proletariat nor the Communist Party
would have any standing at all in China and it would be
impossible for the revolution to triumph.  Tn these years
(the 18 years since the founding of the Party) the development,
consolidation and bolshevisation of our Party have proceeded
in the midst of revolutionary wars; without armed struggle
the Communist Party would assuredly not be what it is
today. Comrades throughout the Party must never forget
this experience for which we have paid in blood™.

We must not allow a big gap to develop between our
words and deeds, between theory and practice. Theory
must be translated into practice and tested in the course
of it. Once a correct political decision has been taken, it
must immediately be supported by an organisational decision
to implement it. As Comrade Mao once pointed out, once
we have taken the decision to cross a river, we must either
build a bridge or find a boat to cross it.

Inorder to achieve this, we must build a party of
revolutionaries. That is, members of the communist party
must be dedicated people, devoid of selfish interests or
desire for personal glory or fame and not desiring
material benefits or an easy life. They must subject their
personal interests to the common interests of the revolutio-
nary movement. They must ‘*be resolute, fear no sacrifice
and surmount all difficulties to win victory'.

Comrade Mao Tsetung has taught; “A communist should
have largeness of mind and should be staunch and active
looking upon the interests of the revolution as his very life
and subordinating his personal interests to those of the
revolution; always and everywhere he should adhere to
principle and wage a tireless struggle against all incorrect
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jdeas and actions, so as to coasolidate the collective life
of the Party and strengthen the tics between the partv and
the masses; he should be more concerned with the party
and the masses than about any individusl, and moreconcerned
about others than about himself”. Only thus can he be con*
sidered a communist,

Once a solid ideological foundation has been laid, we
must find good bricks to build the house. We must {rain
capable and good cadres who form the steel frame on
which the party rests. They are the people who interpret the
policy of the party to the masses. Comrade Mao Tsetung
has taught us that, *“‘Inordef to guarantes that our Party
and country do not change their colour, wc must not only
have a correct line and correct policies but must train and
bring up millions of successors who will carry on the
cause of proletarian revolution’'.

He has also taught: *“What are the requirements for
worthy successors to the revolutionary cause of the proletariat ?

‘“They must be genuine Marxist-Leninists and not revision-
ists like Khrushchov wearing the cloak of Marxism-Leninism.

“They must be revolutionaries who wholeheartedly serve
the overwhelming majority of the people of Chire and
the whole world, and must not be like Khrushchov who serves
both the interests of the handful of members of the privileged
bourgeois stratum in his own country and those of foreign
imperialism .and reaction.

“They must be proletarian statesmen capable of uniting
and working together with the overwhelming majority. Not
only must they unite with those who agree with them,
they must also be good at uniting with those who disagree
and even with those who formerly opposed them and have
since been proved wrong in practice, But they must
especially watch out for careerists and conspirators like
Khrushchov aad prevent such bad elements from usurping
the leadership of the party and the state at any level,
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**They must be models in ap
ceniralism, must master the met
the principle of ‘“*from the 0
must cultivate a democratic style ﬂ;
to the masses. They mm!mtﬁtﬂw
and violate the Party's democratic
attacks on comrades or act arbitrarily and «

“They must be modest and prudent and guard a
artogance and impetuosity; they must be imbued wi
spirit of self criticism and have the courage to correct
mistakes and shortcomings in their work. They must w
cover up their errors like Khrushchov, and claim all the
credit for themselves and shift all the blame on others.

*Successors to the revolutionary cause of the proletariat
come forward in mass struggles and are tempered in the
great storms of revolution. It is essential to test and judge
cadres and choose and train successors in the long course

of mass struggle”

““The proper selection, training and promotion of cadres
are smong the most important tasks of a revolutionary
party. Proper guidance and a check-up of their activities,
and not finding fault after they had floundered themselves
into mistakes, should be the correct attitude of a party
towards its cadres.

A communist party should consist of the best sons
and daughters of the workers, peasants and the revolutionary
intelligentsia. Comrade Mao Tsetung has taught that, “The
party organisation should be composed of the advanced elements
of the proletariat; it should be a vigorous vanguard orga-
nisation capable of leading the proletariat and the revolutionary
masses in the fight against the class cnemy”. We must also
have in mind that, in a communist party, we must go after
quality and not quantity.

Such comrades are usually thrown up in the course of
struggles although a few come out of intellectual conviction

_or from inspiration from struggles. Some people debate the
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question as to whether a comrade should be trained and
qualified before he joins the party or whether he should
join the party and be trained inside its ranks.

This is an artificial and wrong way of posing the question.
There is no question but that, as Comrade Mao Tsetudg
has taught us, only the advanced elements can be taken
into the party. The communist party should not be an
organisation which should be easy for anyone to join. One
should qualify for the honour of joining it. We must also
be vigilant against the entry of spies and agent provocateurs
into our ranks. .

But, at the same time, comrades cannot be taught in
class rooms or lecture halls. They can temper themselves
only in the storms of class struggle. Therefore, the education
of a comrade and his Bolshevisation can proceed only through
his participation in struggles. Just as the quality of gold is
tested in fire, so also the revolutionary spirit of a comrade
can be tested only in the crucible of action. Therefore, ideolo-
gical education must never be in the abstract and should
never be divorced from participation in struggles.

Some others are worried about bad elements creeping
into the party., They have bitter memories about the disroption
caused by repeated sets of disruptors and anti-party elements.
As Comrade Mao Tsetung has taught us, “Opposition and
struggle between ideas of different kinds constantly occur
within the Party; this is a reflection within the Party of
contradictions between classes and between the new and the
old in society. If there were no contradictions in the Part)
and no ideological struggles to resolve them, the Party’s
life would come to an end".

Therefore, we should not be afraid or disheartened about
inner-party ideological struggles. But they must be fought
out politically. While we must be more bold in recruiting
members from the proletariat and the other toiling masses,
we must be more careful about recruitment from non-proletarian
ranks. The latter must be made to go through a longer
period of apprenticeship inside the party.
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The party must constantly
blood and eliminate useless ¢ i
members only in name. Comrade L )
point brilliantly when he said, “*A human
and veins through which the beart makes
and he breathes with his lungs, exhaling
and inhaling fresh oxygen, that is, getting »
and taking in the fresh. A proletarian party must also gt
rid of the stale and take in the fresh, for m
be full of vitality. Without eliminating mm and
absorbing fresh blood the Party has no vigour". :

Along with revolutionary cadres and a militant membership,
a communist party must also have a tried and tested
leadership which is capable of integrating the universal truths
of Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought with the concrete
revolutionary situation in one's own country. On no
account can we negate or belittle the importance of a
correct leadership. Without a correct leadership, the party
will be like a rudderless ship floundering in the seca.

The outstanding role played by Comrade Mao 'I:scn!ng
in founding the Communist Party of Chin_a. in flg‘:!!lng
against all types of deviations, in correctly leading the Chmege
revolution to victory through all its tortuous paths, in
mastering and formulating the strategy and’la‘ctics of pro-
tracted people’s war, and, even after the s?cm!:sl roolutlon.
in safeguarding and strengthening the dictatorship c?f th_e
proletariat in China —all these show us how very vgtal it
is for a communist party to haye a correct and revolutionary
leadership. X

Finally, a revolutionary communist party must be quite
different from the revisionist parties in its orgamgalioaal
methods and styles of work. In his day, Lenin nflvmd the
new left groups that emerged out of the old pal‘tlﬁ? .of -the
Second International not only to break with revisionism
politically but also organisationally.

The revisionist parties are all parliamenu.zry parties.
Their one aim is to get as many seals as posglble in par-
liament, Therefore, they do all their work in the open,
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Jegally. But the aim of a revolutionary communist party i
to carry out revolution. You cannot do this noder the nose
of the police. That is why every communist party in a
capitalist country —whatever be the form of government —
must function as a secret party. It should not expose all
its cadres or members to the enemy nor reveal all its plans
openly. From its position as an underground party, it
should engage in certain legal activities, such as contesting
one or two parliamentary seats, detailing some comrades 1o
do trade union work, running a newspaper, etc.

But this should not be our main job. Nor should we
waste our energy, time, money or our most important cadres
in this sphere. Our main job should be to patiently gather
Yogether all the revolutionary forces and prepare for the
revolution.

We must have no illusions about bourgeois parliamentary
democracy. While therc is no doubt that we must make
the best use of bourgeois democracy in the interests of the
working class whenever we can, we must clearly have itin
our minds that bourgeois democracy is a trap laid by the
bourgeoisic 1o keep the revolutionaries under surveillance
50 that, when the occasion needs it, they could behead us
at one stroke. This was what happened in Indonesia and
we must draw the correct lessons from that tragedy.

All Marxist-Leninist parties must learn to skilfully
combine legal work with illegal work and open work with
secret work. But, basically, they must proceed from the basis
of building a secret organisation which shall be capable of
eluding the police and of carrying the revolution forward to
success.

These are some of the principles of partly building that
have been taught us by Lenin and further concretised by
Comrade Mao Tsetung. Comrade Mao has taught us that,
“The united front, armed struggle and party building are the
Chinese Communist Party’s three “magic weapons”, its three
principal magic weapons for defeating the enemy in the Chinese
revolution”.

In these wise words we have the key to the success of
revolution in any country.
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CHAPTER VI

ON PEOPLE'S WAR AND A PEOPLE'S ARMY

ONE of the most important contributions made. by
Comrade Mao Tsetuog to the development of Marxism-
Leninism is his formulation of the theory of a people’s wEr
and his teaching about the nccessity for building{t people's
army if we wish to triumph over our class enemies.

Today, not only in the imperialist and @etropolitan
countries but even in the dependent or seml-depei-rdent
countries, too, the repressive state machinery of the impe-
rialists, feudalists and the capitalists——priucipally.the armed
forces — are being highly militacised and brutalised. We
saw it during last year's May *“revolution” in France. We
see it in the increased brutality practiced against the Negroes
by the American racists. We see it in the hundrcn.is of
brutal murders committed by the army and the police in
almost all the states in India.

We saw it in Ceylon too during the General Strike of
1947, during the Hartal of 1953, the strike of the emz)loym
of the private and public sector in May-June 1958, the
more recent strike in the private sector in December 1967
and the strike in the public sector in November-December
1968 — armoured cars rolling down the streets, the Parading
of troops and tanks, armed police am.l troops stationed at
all important junctions, armed protection given to all emp-
loyers affected by the strike, banpning of all meetings,
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demonstrations and even picketing during strikes, rule under
the State of Emergency for months on end, the promulga-
tion of the notorious Publlc Security Act, police use of brutal
force to disperse demonstrations as happened during this
year's May Day and even shooting to kill as happened during
the Hartal and on January 8, 1966 — all these things are
beginning to become normal features even during a strike for
economic demands.

Under these circumstances when the brutality and mil-
itarisation of the repressive state machinery of the reactio-
nary ruling classes is increasing to unprecedental levels,
what are the oppressed peoples to do? During the May
“Revolution’ in France last year, 10 million out of 14
million workers in France struck work for over two weeks
and practically paralysed the French ecomomy. The young
workers and students displayed great courage and heroism
in fighting the police. But De Gaulle's riot squads proved
equal to them, using unprecedented and merciless brutality
that shocked even bourgeois journalists. Finally De Gaulle
succeeded in transforming this great struggle into an election
farce with the help of the French revisionists.

What, then, are the oppressed peoples to do? Comrade
Mao Tsetung, as a result of the investigation of Chinese
experience, answered this question correctly. He stated that
all the imperialists and their lackeys, “have swords in their
hands and are out to kill. The people have come to un-
derstand this and so act after their fashion™. In other words
he taught that armed counter-revolution can only be met
and defeated by armed revolution.

This is the basic difference bétween the Chinese revo-
lution and the October Revolution which preceded it, As
Stalin pointed out, in the Chinese revolution, from the

very beginning, armed counter-revolution was confron-
ted by armed revolution. This is one of the peculi-
arities and one of the advantages of the Chinese
revolution, he said. The Chinese revolution, of course, is
a continuation of the great October Revolution. The rev-
olutionary path blazed by the October Revolution is the
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common road for all revolutic
Comrade Lin Piao poinis out in
of the People’s War', “In the |

the seizure of stale power by reve
theory of countering war against the |
war. * As Marx so aptly put it, “Force

every old society pregmant with & new one”.

Comrade Lin Piao points out that, “‘It was wiﬁ; e
of the lessons derived from the people’s wars in China
Comrade Mao Tsetung using the simplest and the most
vivid language, advanced the famous thesis that, “l'oliﬂtll
power grows out of the barrel of a gun”. Comrade Mao Tsetung
has clearly pointed out: “The seizure of power by armed
force, the settlement of the issue by war, is 'the cenEn}
task and the highest form of revolution. Th‘ts Marxt;t—
Leninist principle of revolution .hollds good universally, for
China and for all other countries'.

In order to understand more clearly the‘.comrib?lfon
of Mao Tsetung to the development of Ma-rmm-—l.emms:
on the subject of people’s war, let us briefly no,t: tle
similarities and dissimilarities between the October Revolu-

tion and the Chinese revolution.

Comrade Lin Piao has listed them in the abovem:n‘;
tioned book. The common features are: :'(_1} Both were 'e(
by the working class with a Marxist-Leninist Party asuf s
aucleus; (2) Both were based on the worker—p_aasant a |al;
nce; (3) In both cases stale power. was seized tlu'cm.gt
violent revolution and the dictatorship of'th’c proletaria
was established. (4) In both cases lhe. socialist system was
built after the victory in the revolution; (35) Polh were
component parts of the proletarian world revolution.

But, the Chinese revolution had i‘ts own ‘pt?culiarittf.a.
The October Revolution took place in tmpcr.mhst l.lussla.
but the Chinese revolution broke out in a seml-c'olonlaI and
semi-feudal country. The former was a prol‘et:fn_an revo_iu-
tion, while the latter developed into a socialist revolution
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after the complete victory of the new democratic revolution.
The October Revolution began with armed uprisings in the
cities and then spread to the countryside, while lhe Chinese
revolution won nation-wide victory through the encirclement
of the cities from the rural areas and the final capture of
the cities".

This peculiarity of the Chinese Revolulion arose from
Comrade Mao Tsetung’s evaluation of the situation in China.
He pointed out: “Since China's key cities have long been

occupied by the powerful imperialists and their reactionary:

Chinese allies, it is imperative for the revolutionary ranks to
turn the backward villages into advanced, consolidated base
areas, into great military, political, economic and cultural
bastions of the revolution from which to fight their vicious
enemies who are using the cities for attacks on the rural
districts, and in this way gradually to achieve the complete
victory of the revolution through protracted fighting; it is
imperative for them to do so if they do not wish to compr-
omise with imperialism and its lackeys but are determined to
fight on, and il they intend to build up and temper their
forces, and avoid battles with a powerful enemy while their
own strength is inadequate”.

This important theory, which has today become univers-
ally applicable, is based on the correct understanding that in
all dependent and semi-dependent or colonial and semi-colonial
countries, the power of the imperialists and their lackeys is
concentrated in or around the big cities —the army and
police headquarters, the radio station, central post office,
main railway junctions, government departments, the seat of
the central government, etc.

Therefore, what Comrade Mao Tsetung advises is that it
is foolish, at a period when, at the initial stages (as it must
always be) the enemy enjoys a temporary superiority of forces
over us, to knock our heads against the enemy’s strongholds.
We must Jearn to convert this temporary disadvantage for us
into a disadvantage for the enemy. 5
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This, we can do if we do not give battle to the enemy
at a place and time when he enjoys a superiority over us;
but, instead, if we move away to the ‘‘backward" rural areas
where the enemy is relatively weak and turn them into adv-
anced revelutionary base areas for the people. It is common
knowledge to every ome that the further away one moves from
the big cities, the lesser army units one sees and the lesser
are- the police men who man the scattered police stations.
The reactionaries can never find sufficient repressive forces
to suppress all the people all over the country at the same
time if the people learn to use correct tactics.

g‘he failure of the U. S. imperialist's attempt to herd the
Vietnamese people into what they called ‘‘strategic hamlets"
but which were really concentration camps and the success
of the Vietnamese people in converting these camps into
people’s strongholds and finally smashing them proves this.

Comrade Mao Tsetung's theory of people's war is inge-
parably linked with his theory of *rely on the peasants and
establish rural base areas”. Unless revblutionaries learn to
go to the rural areas while continuing and not neglecling secret
and underground work in the cities, integrate themselves with
the rural masses, rouse, politicalise and mobilise them and
build up revolutionary base areas where a people’s army can
be built up and trained, people’s war wou!d become impossible.

While Comrade Mao Tsetung has stated that although
“from 1927 to the present (i.e. March 1949 - author) the centre
of gravity of our work has been in the villages — gathering
strength in the villages, using the villages in order to surround
the cities and taking the cities’’, “‘stressing the work in the
rural base areas does not mean abandoning our work in the
cities and in the other vast rural areas which are still under
the enemy’s rule; on the contrary, without work in the cities
and in these other rural areas, our own rural base areas
would be isolated and the revolution would suffer defeat.
Moreover, the final objective of the revolution is the capture
of the cities, the enemy’s main bases, and this objective
cannot be achieved without adequate work in the cities”,
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Revolutionarics have to learn to do patient work over
a long period among the rural masses and win them over
1o our side. Thus, we convert what was an advantage to
the enemy, which was his superiority in the cities, into an
advantage for us, which is superiority in the rural areas.

Besides, now, the enemy will have to come in search
of us; and he can’t bring his whole army. The more bases
we build, the more the enemy will have to disperse his
forces, while we will be able to concentrate a superior
force against the enemy-— provided we have correctly mobi-

lised the masses on our side.
-

As Comrade Mao Tsetung has pointed out, ““Inorder to
annihilate the ememy we must adopt the policy of luring
him in deep and abandon some cities and districts of our
own accord in » planned way, so as to let himin. Itis
only after letting him in that the people can take partin
the war in various ways and that the power of a people’s
war can be fully exerted.

A people’s war can only be fought by the people —not
by a handful of bravadoes as suggested by those who adve-
cate the so-called Cuban line. Comrade Mao Tsetung has
said: *“The " revolutionary war is a war of the masses; it
can be waged only by mobilising the masses and relying
on them”. Apgain he has said: “What is a true bastion
of iron? It is the masses, the millions upon millions of people
who genuinely and sincercly support the revolution. That
is the real iron bastion which it is impossible, and absolutely
impossible for any force on earth to smash. The counter-
revolution cannot smash us; on the contrary, we shall smash
it. Rallying millions uvpon millions of people round the
revolutionary government and expanding our revolutionary
war, we shall wipe out all counter-revolution and take over
the whole of China". -

The confidence reflected in this question is based on
Comrade Mao Tsetung's theory of ‘‘despising the enemy
strategically but taking him seriously tactically”. Without
despising the enemy strategically we cannot give confidence
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to the people about ultimate victory and rouse them to fight.
But, at the same time, in every encounter with the enemy,
we must take him seriously tactically and pit our forces
agamst him accordingly.

Comrade Mao Tsetung has always held that the people,
and not weapons, are the decisive factor in any war. He has
said: “‘Weapons are an important factor in war, but uot the
decisive factor; it is the people, not things, that are decisive.
The contest of strength is not only a contest of military and
economic power, but also a conlest of human power and
morale. Military and economic power is necessarily wiclded

by people”.

In other words, weapons are imporiant but not deci-
sive as the man who wields them; and when that man is
armed with Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought, he is
well nigh invincible.

It is because, as pointed by Comrade Lin Piao, some
people were afflicted with fear of the imperialists and reacti-
onaries that Comrade Mao Tsetung put forward his famous
thesis, that *“All reactionaries are paper tigers. In appearance,
the reactionaries are terrifying, but in reality they are not so
powerful. From a long-term point of view, it is not the
reactionaries but the people who are really powerful™.

While the imperialists are afraid of this theory, the
modern revisionists have slandered it as an under-estimation
of the strength of the enemy. They have even sneered at
it by saying that the paper tiger has got ‘nuclear teeth'in
an attempt to discourage struggle against the imperialists
and to dampen people's spirits.

But Comrade Mao Tsetung's theory that “the imperia-
lists and all reactionaries are paper tigers” is of enormous
significance in giving hope and courage to the oppressed
people in that it infuses them with faith in uvltimate victory.

But Comrade Mao Tsetung never under-estimated the
strength of the enemy. He has explained: *“‘Jusl as there

is not a single thing in the world without a dual nature
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(this is the law of the unity of opposites), so imperialism
and all reactionaries have a dual pature —they are real
tigers and paper tigers at the same time. In past history,
before they won state power and for some time afterwards,
the slav.c—owning class, the feudal landlord class and the
bourgeoisie were vigorous, revolutionary and progressive;
they were real tigers. But with the lapse of time, because
their op_»positcs—lhe slave class, the peasant class and the
proletariat —grew in strength step by step, struggled against
them more and more fiercely, (hese ruling classes changed
step by step into the reverse, changed into reactionaries,
changed into backward people, changed into paper tigers.
And eventually they were overthrown, or will be overthrown,
by .thc people. The reactionary, backward, decaying classes
fetained this dual nature even in their last life-and-death
strugg}a against the people. On the one hand, they were
real tigers; they devoured people by the millions and tens
of n’Ill.ll'('lnS. The course of the people’s struggle went through
a period of difficulty and hardships, and along the path there
were many twists and turns. To destroy the rule of imp-
erialism, feudalism and bureaucrat-capitalism in China took
the Chinese people more than a hundred years and cost
them tens of millions of lives before the victory in 1949.
Look} Were these not living tigers, iron tigers, real tigers?
But in the end they changed into paper tigers, dead tigers,
bean-curd tigers. These are historical facts. Have people
not seen or heard these facts? There have indeed been
thousands and tens of thousands of them! Hence, imperia-
lism and all reactionaries, looked at in essence, from a
long-term point of view, from a strategic point of view,
must be seen for what they are— paper tigers. On this we
should build our strategic thinking. On the other hand,
they are also living tigers, iron tigers, real tigers which can
devour people. On this we should build our tactical (short-
term point of view —author) thinking”.

The point cannot be made clearer,

The theory of protracted guerilla warfare is an integral
part of Comrade Mao Tsetung's theory of strategy and
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tactics of people’s war. Comrade Lin Pizo quotes Engels
as having said: ““The emancipation of the proletariat in
its turn, will have its specific expression in military affairs,
and create its specific, new military method”. This predic-
tion was proved in China by the strategy and tactics of
people’s war worked out by Comrade Muao Tsetung. This
theory consists of using a whole series of strategy and tactics
of people's war by which the people utilise their strong
points to attack the enemy at his weak points,

During the War of Resistance against Japan, Comrade
Mao Tsetung laid down the Tollowing strategic principle
for the communist-led armies; *‘‘Guerilla warfare is basic,
but lose no chance for mobile warfare under favourable condi-

tions."’

Thus, as Comrade Lin Piao points out, Comrade Mao
Tsetung ‘‘raised guerilla warfare to the level of strategy,
because, if they are to defeat a formidable enemy, revolutio-
nary armed forces should not fight with a reckless disregard
for the consequences when there is a great disparity between
their strength and the enemy's. If they do, they will suffer
serious losses and bring heavy setbacks to the revolution.
Guerilla warfare is the only way to mobilise and apply the
whole strength of the people against the enmemy, the only
way to expand our forces in the course of the war, deplete
and weaken the epemy, gradually change the balance of forces
between the ememy and ourselves, switch from guerilla warfare
to mobile warfare, and finally defeat the enemy."

Comrade Mao Tsetung worked out the basic tactics of
guerilla warfare as follows: ‘‘The enemy advances, we retreat;
the ememy camps, we harass; the enemy tires, we attack; the
enemy retreats, we pursue”.

This is very simply put and easily understood. Further
guerilla tactics and ingenious methods of fighting were dev-
eloped, like ‘‘sparrow warfare” (it means flexible operation,
like the flight of sparrows, appearing and disappearing un-
expectedly and wounding, killing, depleting and wearing out
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the enemy), landmine warfare, (unnel warfare, sabotage
warfare, and gueriila warfare on lakes and rivers.

When, in the later period of the anti-Japanese war,
they changed from guerilla warfare to mobile warfare,
Comrade Mao Tsetung laid it down that the fundamental
guiding principle of all military operations should be ‘‘war
of annihilation”. ‘‘Superior forces should be concentrated
in every battle so that the enemy forces can be wiped out
one by one”. He has pointed out that *“‘all the guiding
principles of military operations grow out of the one basic
principle: to strive to the utmost to preserve one's own
strength and destroy that of the ememy'.

He has taught: “A battle in which the enemy is routed
is not basically decisive in a contest with a foe of great
strength. A battle of annihilation, on the other hand, pro-
duces a great and immediate impact on any enemy. lojuring
all of a man's ten fingers is not as effective as chopping off
one, and routing ten divisions is not as effective as annihilating
one of them".

In his celebrated ten cardinal military principles, as
pointed out by Comrade Lin Piao, Comrade Mao Tsetung

has taught: *‘In every battle, concentrale an absolutely
superior force (two, three, four and sometimes even five or
six times the enemy's strength), encircle the enemy forces
completely, strive to wipe them out thoroughly and do mot
let any escape from the net. In special circumstances, use
the method of dealing crushing blows fto the enemy, that
is concentrate ‘all our strength to make a frontal atlack and
also to attack one or both of his flanks, with the aim of
wiping out one part and routing another so that our army
can swiftly move its troops to smash other enemy forces.
Strive to avoid battles of attrition in which we lose more than
we gain or only break even. In this way, although we are
inferior as a whole (in terms of numbers), we are absolutely
superior in every part and every specific campaign, and this
ensures victory in the cempaign. As time goes on, we shall
become superior as a whole and eventually wipe out all
the enemy''.
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Comrade Mao Tsetung has provided a masterly summary
of the strategy and tactics of people’s war: “You fight in
your way and we fight in ours; we fight when we can and
move away when we can't.” This policy has been lucidly
explained by Comrade Lin Piao in the following words:
“In other words, you rely on modern weapons and we rely
on highly conscious revolutionary people; you give full play
to your superiority and we give full play to ours; you have
your way of fighting and we have ours. When you want to
fight us, we don’t let you and you can’t even find us. But
when we want to fight you, we make sure that you can't get
away and we hit you squarely on the chin and wipe you
out. When we are able to wipe you out, we do so witha
vengeance; when we can't, we see to it that you don’t wipe
us out. It is opportunism if one won't fight when one can
win. It is adventurism if one insists on fighting when one
can’'t win. Fighting is a pivot of all our strategy and tactics.
[t is because of the necessity of fighting that we admit the
necessity of moving away. The sole purpose of moving away
is to fight and bring about the final and complete destruction
of the enemy. This strategy and these tactics can be applied
only when one relies on the broad masses of the people, and
such application brings the superiority of people’s war into
full play. However superior. he may be in technical equip-
ment and whatever tricks he may resort lo, the enemy will
find himself in the passive position of having to receive
blows, and the initiative will always be in our hands".

This is a masterly exposition of Mao Tsetung Thought
on the strategy and tactics of people’s war.

Self-Reliance

Comrade Mao Tsetung has always taught that the peo-

ple must rely on themselves primarily. The basic principle
of Marxism-Leninism is that the liberation of the masses

must be accomplished by the masses themselves. As Comrade
Lin Piao has put it, “Revolution or people’s war in any
country is the business of the masses in that country and
should be carried out primarily by their own efforts; there
is no other way.”
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Exlerpal forces and external favourable international
situations no doubt influence the internal course of events.
But the main factor is the internal one. The Chinese Party
had to learn this lesson during the days of the aanti-Japanese
War and carlier Civil Wars when they were blockaded on
all sides and had to rely only on themselves. That is when
they put forward the policies of ‘‘ample food and clothing
through self-reliance” and ‘‘develop the economy and ensure
supplies’’, and *better troops and simpler administration™.

Comrade Mao Tsetung asked: ‘“‘How has mankind
managed to keep alive from time immemorial? Has it not
been by men using their hands to provide for themselves?
Why should we, their latter-day descendents, be devoid of
this tiny bit of wisdom? Why can’t we use our own hands?"

He put the question in the correct perspective when
he said that “China has to rely mainly on her own efforts
in the War of Resistance’. He added, “We hope for foreign
aid but cannot be dependent on it; we depend on our own
efforts, on the creative power of the whole army apd the
entire people”.

He has stressed that the fundamental policy should rest
on the foundation of our own strength. Only by relying
on own pfforts can we in all circumstances remain invincible.

This wise policy was to stand the Chinese party and
people in good stead when the renegade Khrushchov broke
off economic relations, tore off all economic treaties, cancelled
all aid, withdrew all Soviet experts and tried to bend China's
knee. China, under the wise leadership of Comrade Mao
Tsetung, overcame this crisis by the policy of self-reliance,
by placing faith on the 700 millions of Chinese people and
unleashing their creative initiative.

Of course Comrade Mao Tsetung has clearly said the
peoples of the world invariably support each other in their
struggles against imperialism and it lackeys. “‘Those coun-
tries which have won victory are duty bound to support and
aid the peoples who have not yet donme so. Nevertheless, for-
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eign aid can only play a supplementary role”. The principal
and fundamental factor are the revolutionary forces in one's
own country.

Comrade Lin Piao has lucidly summed up Mao Tsetung
Thought on this subject in the following words: “‘Inorder
to make a revolution and to fight a people's war and be
victorious, it is imperative to adhere to the policy of self-
reliance, rely on the strength of the masses in one's own
country and prepare to fight independently even when all
material aid from outside is cut off. If one does not operate
by one's own efforts, does not independently poader and solve
the problems of revolution in one’s own country and does not
rely on the strength of the masses, but leans wholly on foreign
aid —even though this be aid from socialist countries which
persist in revolution —mo victory can be won, or be consolid-
ated even if it is won".

People's Army

“Without a people’s army the people have mothing”. In
this simple, single sentence, Comrade Mao Tsetung gave the
answer to the question of how the oppressed peoples are to
meet and defeat the temporarily superior might of the repres.
sive state machinery of the reactionary ruling classes. This is
his specific contribution to the development of Marxism-
Leninism.

Immediately after the break-up of the first united
front in 1927 gnd the out-break of the Chinese Revolution

through the Autumn Harvest Uprising, persona.,lly led -by
Comrade Mao Tsetung, he took the initiative in forming
China's first Red Army, composed of the miners, peasants
and party cadres of Hunan province. It was this _army
that he led to the Chingkang mountains where it was ]oxn.ed
by other similar armies which later grew, in combat with
the enemy, to be the mighty Red Army (now re-.nalmd the
People’s Liberation Army—PLA) which was to liberate the
whole of China.

Comrade Mao Tsetung conceived of the People's Army
as an armed body for carrying out the political tasks of
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revolution. That is why he sgaid: “Our principle is that
the Party commands the gun, and the gun must never be
allowed to command the Party".

He has said: ‘“‘The Chinese Red Army is an armed
body for carrying out the political tasks of ibe revolution.
Especially at present, the Red Army should certainly not
confine itself to fighting; besides fighting (o destroy the
enemy's military strength, it should shoulder such important
tasks as doing propaganda among the masses, organising the
masses, arming them, helping them to establish revoluti-
onary political power and setting up Party organisations,
The Red Army fights not merely for the sake of fighting
but inorder to conduct propaganda among the masses, organise
them, arm them, and help them to establish revolutionary politi-
cal power. Without these objectives, fighting loses its meaning
and the Red Army loses the reasons for its existemce'.

This kind of a people’s army, conceived of and built
under ihe personal guidance of Comrade Mao Tsetung is
an army of a new type. We are used to people being afraid
and terrified by armies of the reactionary ruling classes.
This is because these armies bully and oppress the people
and ride rough-shod over them.

But a people's army springs from the people, is one
with them and protects their interests. In turn, the people
welcome and support the people’s army. The success of
the armies led by the Chinese Communist Party are due
to the fact that they wholeheariedly served the interests of
the people, that they were armies of a new type founded
on Comrade Mao Tsetung's theory on building a people's
army.

Under the guidance of this theory, the *“army was
under the absolute leadership of the Chinese Communist
Party and most loyally carried out the Party's Marxist-
Leninist line and policies. [t had a high degree of conscious
discipline and was heroically inspired to overwhelm all ene-
mies and conquer all difficulties. Intermally there was full
unity between cadres and fighters, between those in higher
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d those in lower itions of responsibility, between the
?iﬁ'erent depnrtmentsp::d between the various fraternal army

units. Exterpally, there was similarly full unity between

the army and the people and between the army and the
local government”'.

The armymen striotly observed the Three Main Rules
of Discipline angd the Eight Points for attention. The Three
Main Rules of Discipline are:—

(1) Obey orders in all your actions.

(2) Do not take a single needle or piece of thread
from the masses.

(8) Tum in everything captured.

The Eight Points for Attention are:
(1) Speak politely.
(2) Pay fairly for what you buy.
(3) Return everything you borrow.
(4) Pay for anything you damage.
(5) Do not hit or swear at people.
(6) Do not damage crops.
(7) Do not take liberties with women.
(8) Do not ill-treat captives,

No wonder that an army which conducted itself in such
a manner was welcomed as the army of the Buddha by

the people of Tibet.

Further, Comrade Mao Tsetung has taught that the

le party should give close attention to war and study
:?I‘i)t:r)? aﬂyairs. Every Party member should be ready at all

times to take up arms and go to the fromt.

ade Lin Piao has pointed out that “The essence
of C?mm;:de Mao Tsetung's theory of army building is that
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in building a people’s army prominence must be given to
politics, i. e., the army must first and foremost be built
on a political basis. Politics is the commander, politics is
the soul of everything. Political work is the lifeline of our
army. True, a people’s army must pay attention to the
constant improvement of its weapons and equipment and
its military technique, but in its fighting it does not rely
purely on weapons and techmique, it relies mainly on polit-
ics, on the proletarian revolutionary consciousness and courage
of the commanders and fighters, on the support and backing
of the masses".

It is because of this factor that the People's Liberation
Army is the pillar of the dictatorship of the proletariat in
China but also played a decisive part in the Greatl Prolet-
arian Cultural Revolution.

No revolutionary party can lead a revolution to success
without building a people’s army of this new type. Some
comrades raise the question as to how to learn warfare in
such under-developed countries such as Ceylon where only
the sons of the rich are given military training in schools.

T'hc answer was given by Comrade Mao Tsetung when
he said: ““You learn swimming by swimming. You learn
wa_rfare through warfare. You learn to do revolution by
doing revolution. It is not a question of first learning
and then doing. Because doing is learning.”

Lenin has also taught us: “"An oppressed class which
does not strive to learn to use arms, to acquire them, only
deserves to be treated like slaves. We cannot, unless we
are bourgeois pacifists or opportunists, forget that we are
living in a class society from which there is no way out,
nor can there be, save through class struggle. In every
class society, whether based on slavery, serfdom, or as at
present, on wage labour, the oppressor class is always armed.
Our slogan must be arming of the proletariat and disarm
the bourgeoisie’’,

CHAPTER VI1

ON THE UNITED FRONT

One of the cardinal points in the strategy and tactics
worked out by Comrade Mao Tsetung for the success of
the Chinese Revolution is his policy of the United Front,
This forms an important contribution to the development

of Marxism-Leninism.

The need for a united front arises from the fact that our
enemy is strong and that, in colonial and semi-colonial
countries, the working class constilutes a relatively small
section of the population because of the arrested develop-
ment of capitalism. Therefore, if the working class 18 to
defeat its main enemies — foreign imperialism, feudalism and
the comprador bourgeoisie —it must seek the alliance of
other classes and forces which are opposed to these reactionary
forces. That means that it must unite with all the forces
that can be united against the common enemy.

The policy and tactics of the united front does not
mean abandonment of the independence, initiative, separate
identity and leading role of the communist party inside the
united front. This was the mistake committed by the then

_ general secretary of the Chinese Communist Party, Chen Tu-hsiu

during the period of the first united front between Lhe
Communist Party and Kuvomintang. It was a policy of all
alliance and no struggle. On the other hand, Wang Ming
was later to advocate the *“Left" opportunist policy of all
struggle and no alliance.
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Having summed up the experiences of these mistakes
and learnt by negative example, Comrade Mao Tsetung put
forward the policy of ‘‘unity and struggle’. He clearly
laid down: “If unity is songht through struggle, it will live;
if unity is sought through yielding, it will perish’''.

Comrade Lin Piao bas interpreted Mao Tsetung Thought
on this topic as follows: ‘‘History shows that when con-
fronted by ruthless imperialist aggression, a communist party
must hold aloft the national banner and, using the weapon
of the united front, rally round itself the masses and the
patriotic and anti-imperialist people who form more than 90
per cent of a country’s population, so as to mobilise all
positive factors, mumite with all the forces that can be united
and isolate to the maximuom the common ememy of the whole
nation. If we abandon the national bamner, adopt a line
of **close-doorism” and thus isolate ourselves, it is out of
the question to exercise leadership and develop the people's
revolutionary cause and this in reality amounts to helping
the enemy and bringing defeat on ourselves.

‘“History shows that within the united front the com-
munist party must maintain its ideological, political and
organisational independence, adhere to the principle of

independence and initiative, and imsist on its leading role.

Since there are class differences among the various classes
in the united front, the party must have a correct policy
to develop the progressive forces, win over the middle
forces and oppose the die-hard forces. The party's work
must centre on developing the progressive forces and expanding
the people's revolutionary forces. This is the only way to
maintain and sirengthen the united front.

In the later part of the above quotation, by the pro-
gressive forces is meant the communist party and the mass
organisations under its leadership. By the middle forces is
meant the national bourgeocisie. The die-hard forces are the
reactionary forces who constitute our enemy.

It has further to be explained that it is only to the
extent that we develop the progressive forces that we can
win over the middle forces under our leadership. Otherwise,
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we will have to trail behind the national bourgeoisie and
the revolution will not lead to success. Whether the middle
forces (and, particularly, its more progressive and left sectiens)
can be won over to & united front under our leadership
depends on the strength and organisational development of
the progressive forces. That is why, in our attempt to
build a united front, the greatest cmphasis must be placed
on the maximum development of the progressive forces.

During the war of resistance against Japan when the
Chinese Communist Party entered into a united front with
the Kuomintang, Comrade Mao Tsetung emphasised that unless
the leading role of the Communist Party is guaranteed
organisationally, the war could not be led to victory.

That is why we must realise that the worker- peasant
alliance must be the bed-rock of any anti-imperialist, national
united front. Comrade Lin Piao has explained: ‘‘History
shows that during the national democratic revolution there
must be two kinds of alliance within this united front
first, the worker peasant - alliance and second, the alliance
of the working people with the bourgeoisic and other non-
working people, The worker - peasant alliance is an alliance of
the working class with the peasants and all other working people
in town and country. It is the foundation of the wnited
front. Whether the working class can gain leadership of the
national democratic revolution depends on whether it can
lead the broad masses of the peasants in struggle and rally
them around itself.  Only when the working class gains
leadership of the peasants, and only on the basis of the
worker - peasant alliance, is it possible to establish the
second alliance, form a broad front and wage a people’s war
victoriously. Otherwise, everything that is done is unreliable
like castles in the air or so much empty talk™.

Comrade Mao Tsetung has advocated trying to win over
even those who could be only vacillating and temporary allies
in the interests of defeating the common enemy., He advo-
cated adjusting the Party’s policies inorder to unite all the
anti-Japanese parties and groups, including the Kuomintang,
and all the anti-Japanese strata in a joint fight against the foe.
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Analysing Chinese society at that time (an analysis which
is valid for Ceylon too) he pointed out that the workers,
peasants and the urban peti-bourgeoisie constituted the main
force in the fight against Japanese aggression and constituted
the basic masses who demand unity and progress.

The bourgeoisie was divided into the national and the
comprador bourgeoisie.  The comprador bourgeoisie was
capitillationist and attached themselves to the various im-
perialist forces. They were opposed to the Communist Party
and were encmies of the people.

The national bourgeoisie had a dual character. It had
contradictions with the workers and often vacillated. But
it also had a certain degree of readiness to oppose imperialism
and could be won over as an ally, even though a temporary
and vacillating one. To explain this simply, the national
or anti-imperialist sections of the bourgeoisie have two sides.
One, a good one and, another, a bad one. One, progressive
and the other, reactionary. One, anti-imperialist and the
other, anti-working class. Besides this, it is continually
vacillating. In pursuit of the policy of uniting all the
forces that can be united against our common enemy, the
working class must unite with their good side and oppose
their bad side; unite with their progressive side and oppose
their reactionary side; unite with them when they fight
imperialism and oppose them when they fight the working
class. This is the policy of unity and struggle.

Comrade Mao Tsetung has said: ‘“Our enemies are all
fhose in league with imperialism —the warlords, the bureau-
crats, the comprador class, the big landlord class and the
reactionary section of the intelligentsia attached to them.
The leading force in our revolution is the industrial pro-
letariat.  Our closest friends are the entire semi-proletariat
and peti-bourgeoisie. As for the vacillating middle bourgeoisie
(i.e. the national bourgeoisie), their right-wing may become
our énemy and their left-wing may become our friend —
but we must be constantly on our guard and not let them create
Confusion within our ranks”.
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Inorder to apply the tactics of the united front correctly we
must understand that there are many contradictions in every
sociely and that we must be clever in sorting out the main
contradiction and not allow other minor contradictions to
develop into major contradictions and thus handicap the
resolution of the major contradiction.

For instance, in Ceylonese sociely, there are mamy con-
tradictions: the contradiction between Fforeign imperialism,
feudalism and their running dogs like the UNP, FP, etec.
on the one hand and the mass of the Sinhalese, Tamil and
Muslim peoples on the other; the contradiction between the
Sinhalese and the Tamils, between the Buddhists and the
Catholics, between the capitalists and the workers, between
the Goigama caste and Karava caste, between so-called high
castes and the so-called depressed castes, etc.

But the main contradiction is that between foreign im-
perialism, feudalism and their running dogs on the one hand
and the mass of the Ceylonese people, irrespective of race,
religion or caste, on the other. ~We must concentrate on
the resolution of this major contradiction and not allow
minor contradictions to develop to the point of hindering the
resolution of the major contradiction. We cannot solve all
the contradictions at the same time. We can only solve
them one by one; and the major conmtradiciion must be

solved first.

In other words, we must be able to make correct analysis
of the society in which we live and learn to identify our
main enemy and to isolate and destroy him. For this pur-
pose, we must build a united front of all the forces that
can be united against the common enemy— ignoring minor
contradictions among allies.

If we confuse friend with foe, it will only give comfo::t
to the epemy and turn a potential ally into an enemy. This
would be wrong tactics.

Therefore, identifying your main ememy and isolating
and defeating him by forming a united front of all the
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forces that could be united against the common enemy is the
cardinal point in applying the tactics of the united front
as taught by Comrade Mao Tsetung. He also taught us
always to “narrow the target of attack”. This means unite
as many people as you can against the enemy and isolate him.

In conclusion, it need hardly be pointed out that, when
Comrade Mao Tsetung is speaking about a united front, it
is not for contesting elections to parliament but to br}ng
about a revolutionary change in society by the forcible
overthrow, by revolutionary people’s war of all the reactionaries.
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CHAPTER VIII

THE GLORIOUS 9th NATIONAL CONGRESS OF THE
COMMUNIST PARTY OF CHINA

THE historic Ninth National Congress of the Communist
Party of China, personally presided over by the greatest
Marxist-Leninist of our era, Comrade Mao Tsetung, which
lasted from April Ist to the 24th, is the greatest political
event in recent times.

Introducing his report to the Congress, Comrade Lin
Piao, close comrade~in-arms of Comrade Mao Tsetung re-
marked that the 9th Congress would have a (far-reaching
influence in the history of the Chinese Party. But the
revolutionary influence of this historic conference will spread
far beyond the boundaries of China. "The report presented
by Comrade Lin Piao and unanimously adopted by the
Congress is a historic and revolutionary document, It
analyses the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution. [t teaches
us the lessons to be learnt from it and the wise guidance
given to it by Comrade Mao Tsetung. [t charts out the
course for all revolutionaries inside and outside China. It
is a document of great significance which must be studied
and thoroughly understood by all revolutionaries.

It is no wonder that the imperialists, the bourgeoisie,
the modern revisionists and reactionaries of all kinds are
raving at China, It is no wonder that the Soviet renegade
chicftain, Brezhnev, going back on his earlier understanding
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with other fellow revisionists and ignoring a plea Irom the
Rumanian revisionists, launched a bitter attack on the
Communist Party of China and its great leader, Comrade

Mao Tsetung, at the conference of scabs that is currently
taking place at Moscow.

These ‘‘gentlemen' had all predicted that the Great
Proletarian Cultural Revolution would bring about dis-unity
and chaos inside China, that the leadership of Comrade
Mao Tsetung would be overthrown, that China will cease
fo be a big power and would' cease to play an important
role in international politics. Bat things turned out to be
different. China has come out of the Great Proletarian
Cul'ural Revolution more united and more unified than ever
before. More than 700.million people of China are today
solidly unmited behind Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Tho-
ught, The leadership of Comrade Mao Tsetung has been
made absolute. China is on the verge of a great leap
forward in industry, agriculture and technology. Its voice
in international affairs is going to be lisiened to with gre-
ter respect and there can be no doubt that China will play
a decisive role in international politics.

No wonder, then, the imperialists, the modern revisi-
onists and reactionaries of all kinds are raving mad about
China. 1t is because their knees are trembling.

I do not propose fo quote at length from Comrade
Lin Piao’s historic report as we are serialising it in our
weekly papers and also it is available in booklet form in
all languages. But I wish to draw the attention of our
readers to some significant aspects in this report which are
of interest 1o revolutionaries all over the world. Comrade
Lin Piao gives a comprehensive report on the preparation,
the course, and the policies of the Great Proletarian Cultural
Revolution. He also gives a report on the conditions under
which the final victory of revolution can be -achieved in
China. He also deals with the consolidation and building of
the Communist Party of China and with China's relations
with foreign countries.
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Comrade Lin Piao points out that Comrade Maa Tsetung
bas expounded the dialeclics of inner Party contradiction.
He has pointed out that opposition and struggle between the
two lines within the Party are a refiection inside {he Party

of contradictions between classes and between the new ﬂ"
old society. If there were no contradictions in the [ end

no struggles to resolve them, and if the Party did not get
rid of the stale and take in the fresh, the Party’s life will

come to an end.

Comrade Lin Piao points out that the history of the
Communist Party of China is one in which Chairman Mao's
Marxist-Leninist line combats the right and “left" opportunist
lines in the Party. Under the leadership of Chairman Mae,
the Party defeated Chen Tu-hsiu’s Right opportunist line,
defeated ‘‘Left” opportunist lines of Chu Chiu-pai and Li
Li-san, defeated Wang Ming's first “Left'" and then Right
opportunist lines, defeated Chang Kuo-tao’s line of s;_)lilling
the Red Army, defeated the Right opportunist and anti-Party
bloc of Peng Teh-huai, Kao Kang, Jao Shu-shih and o;ht‘rs
and afier long years of struggle, has shattered Liu Shao-chi’s
counter-revolutionary revisionist line. The Parly has cons-
olidated itself developed and grown in strength preecisely in
the struggle between the two lines, specially in thc‘ struggle
to defeat the three renegade cliques of Chen Tu-hsiu, Wing
Ming and Liu Shao-chi, which did the gravest harm to the
Parly.

Summarising the lessons to be drawn from the Great
Proletarian Cultural Revolution, Comrade Lin Piao tells us:
“#Under the dictatorship of the proletariat, we must educate
the masses of party members on classes, on class s!rugglc. on
the struggle between the two lines and on continuing the
revolution. We must fight revisionism both inside and out-
side the Party, clear the Party of tenegades, encmy ag'cpts
and other elements representing the interests of the exploiting
classes, and admit into the Party the pgenuine ad\.ranced
elements of the proletariat who have been tested in tl-xe
great storm., We must strive to ensure that thg leadership
of the Party organisations at all levels is truly in the hands
of Marxists. We must see to it that the Party members rea-
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its own final emancipalion”. With regard to the struggle
against ‘he enemy, he taught that we must, “make use of
contradictions, win over the msny, oppose the few and crush
our enemies one by ome”. He also taught that, “The pro-
letariat is the greatest class in the history of mankind. [t
is the most powerful revolutionary class idologically, poli-
tically and in strength. It can and must unite the over-
whelming majority of people around itself so as to isolate
the handful of the enemies to the maximum and attack
them.

Discussing the consolidation and building up of the
Party, Comrade Lin Piao quotes Chairman Mao as having
said, “A human being has arteries and veins through which
the heart makes the blood circulate, and he breathes with
his lungs, exhaling carbon dioxide and inhaling fresh oxygen,
that is, getting rid of the stale and taking in the fresh. A
proletarian Party must also get rid of the stale and take
in the fresh, for only thus can it be full of vitality.
Without eliminating waste matter and absorbing fresh blood
the Party has no vigour'.

Dealing with the question of the final victory of the
revolution Comrade Lin Piao quotes Chairman Mao: **We have
won great victory. But the defeated class will still struggle.
These people are still around and this class still exists.
Therefore, we cannot speak of final victory. Not even for
decades. We must not lose our vigilance. According (o the
Leninist view-point, the final victory of a socialist country
not only requires the effort. of the proletariat and the broad
masses of the people at home, but also depends on the
victory of the world revolution and the abolition of the
system of exploitation of man by man on the whole globe,
upon which all mankind will be emancipated.

Dealing with the question of war Comrade Lin Piao
quotes Mao: *‘With regard to the question of world war, there
are but two possibilities: one is that the war will give rise to
revolution and the other is that revolution will prevent the
war". This is because there are four major contradictions
in the world today, the contradiction between the oppressed
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- nations on the one hand and imperialism and social impe.
rialism on the other: the contradiction between the proletariat
and the bourgeoisie in the capitalist and revisionist countries;
the contradiction between impeérialist and social imperialist
countries and among the imperialist countrigs; and the contrad-
iction between the socialist countries on the one hand and
social imperialism on the other. The existence and devel-
opment of these contradictions are bound to give rise to
revolution, '

The report also contains a damning exposure on modern
revisionism and in particular Soviet revisionism and its
transformation into social imperialism as evidenced by Soviet
aggression against Czechoslovakia and the border aggression
against China,

The report concludes with the confident note, “Whether
the war gives rise to revolution or revolution prevents the
war, U.S. imperialism and Soviet revisionism will not last
long! Workers of all countries, unite! The proletariat and
the oppressed people and nations of the world, unite! Bury
U. 8. imperialism, Soviet revisionism and their lackeys!
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