Basanta: Paris Height CC Meeting—A Victory of the Proletariat
Red Star, August 23, 2009
The Central Committee Meeting held at Paris Height, Kathmandu, of our party, the Unified Communist
Party of Nepal (Maoist), has been concluded recently. This meeting was organised when the Nepalese
revolution was at a turning point. Therefore, the people of the whole world had kept their ears close to the
outcome of this meeting. The imperialists, expansionists and all sorts of reactions the world over wanted
our party, as a whole, to take up a reformist course and, if that did not take place, wanted it to undergo a
split, at the least. Big media houses spent a lot of money to make their design happen. On the contrary,
the international working class and the entire oppressed masses all over the world wanted our party to
develop a correct ideological and political line and at the same time remain united stronger than before to
fight imperialism and their lackeys. It was of course a big challenge before the central committee meeting,
at Paris Height, of our party.

As had the international working class yearned for, it was not at all an easy task for this meeting to
simultaneously build up a correct ideological and political line and maintain the party unity intact. It was of
course an arduous task given the obvious differences in their way of thinking among the central
committee members, in general, and the top leaders, in particular. Unlike before, most of the central
committee members, including the top rank leaders, were sceptical of whether or not the party can build
up a revolutionary line and the party remains united. Consequently, all of the central committee members
in this meeting were down-weighed with two heavy responsibilities of firstly, building a correct line and
secondly, developing party unity stronger than before.

The two-line struggle that surfaced at the Paris Height, first in the political bureau meeting and later in the
central committee meeting as the continuity of the former, was in essence centred on how to comprehend
the democratic republic in place and what steps to take up in order to realize the minimum strategic goal
of new democratic revolution from the present stage of strategic offensive in Nepal. The central
committee meeting was held in such a challenging situation in which the adoption of a correct ideological
and political line would lead the Nepalese people to a victorious conclusion of new democratic revolution
while an incorrect one would either entrap the whole party into reformism or defeat it for a long way ahead
in the face of tightening encirclement of the enemy nationally and internationally. This situation had
unsurprisingly made the entire central committee members serious in their responsibility.

However, it is not one's seriousness and honesty that is decisive in formulating a revolutionary line. But it
is his or her way of thinking that makes one able in applying dialectical materialism when analyzing the
concrete condition and thereby developing a line to act upon it politically. Therefore, there was in this
central committee meeting a vigorous ideological and political struggle against various wrong ideological
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trends, principally the right opportunism, which is the main danger in the contemporary communist
movement.

The line struggle we engaged in is the obvious outcome of the present objective situation. The tactic of
democratic republic that the Central Committee Meeting in Chunwang, October 2005, had adopted was
successfully over following the election of Constituent Assembly and proclamation of the Federal
Democratic Republic of Nepal in June 29, 2007. No later than the republic was declared it was necessary
on the part of our party to develop a next political tactic and sequence of class struggles to achieve it.
Although we adopted a new tactic, People's Federal Democratic National Republic, in the Kharipati
gathering, November 2008, and figured out the programmes of struggles, even then, apart from a number
of pro-people programmes on the part of the government, the party could not in the main attain target in
class struggles worked out from the meeting rather it engaged in day to day affairs for a long period until
Paris Height meeting was held in July 2009. In this situation, it was obvious to surface these questions
sharply in the meeting because they were related with party's overall ideological and political line.

Strategy and tactic are two basic aspects of a revolutionary line. Strategy is determined to resolve basic
contradictions of the given society where as tactic is adopted to resolve the principal contradiction at a
particular juncture. In short, sum of all tactics taken up as to resolve all of the fundamental contradictions
makes a strategy. In this sense, strategy and tactic make a dialectical relation as do the whole and part of
an entity. There must in no way be erected a Chinese wall in between these two. And, failure to grasp it
and apply the interrelation between these two correctly has at times led to unjustified and avoidable splits
within the revolutionary camp and sometimes to an unprincipled compromise among the classes which
differ in their class interest.

As had been said earlier the tactic of democratic republic that was adopted from Chunwang meeting had
already completed with the promulgation of federal democratic republic from the Constituent Assembly.
When the tactical political objective had been achieved then the tactical unity expressed in the form of the
12-point understanding between seven parliamentarian parties and ours had also become obsolete. In
spite of this, for a long one year and more our party remained hesitant to address it correctly but
remained in the main groping in the dark with no comprehensive ideological and political line and correct
tactical slogan to go forward to establishing people's democratic republic under the leadership of the
proletariat. Unless this situation was dealt with in a Marxist-Leninist-Maoist way the danger of democratic
republic, the tactic adopted from the Chunwang Meeting, eating up the strategy of new democratic
revolution was looming on the horizon. It was the main ideological question where the two-line struggle
was focused on.

Like every entity, our party is also a unity and struggle of opposites in which unity is conditional, timebound and relative while the struggle is absolute. None can escape from struggle; neither can there be
any monolithic unity in a party. What happens is that people change their ideas in the course of struggle
and thereby undergo relative transformation. Every line struggle strengthens unity to a higher level only
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when there is transformation. However, what we have achieved through this struggle is relative
transformation and relative unity not the transformation and unity for ever. Had not we undergone
transformation from our previous ideological positions no such unity was possible.

The thoroughgoing and sharp debate followed by relative transformation and unity not only made the
central committee meeting of our party finally reach to a correct line but also made the party centralised
and united strongly than before. The ideological unity we achieved in this way was the reason behind our
success to unanimously develop an overall ideological and political line that ensures the way to go
forward to accomplishing new democratic revolution and plan of action to agree with it.
Adoption of a correct ideological and political line and appropriate tactic, People...
[The article cuts off here. Check at Red Star online to see if it has been corrected:
http://krishnasenonline.org/main/news.php?pname=Theredstar&id=17&cata_name=Opinion#]
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