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Revisionism, or Right sepocoiniaay isa odryacie trend 

of thought that is even more dangerous than dogmatism. The 

revisionists, the Right opportunists, pay. lip service to Marx- 

ism; they too attack “dogmatism” . But what they are really 

attacking is the quintessence of Marxism. 2 20. 
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Working hand in glove, Soviet revisionism and U.S. impe- 

rialism have done so many foul and evil things that the revo~ 

lutionary people the world «ver will not let them go unpunished. 

Ke people of all countries are rising. A new historical pe= 

riod of struggle against U.S. imperialism and Soviet revisionism 

hus bequn. 

~-tao Teetung: 

ae Gu rri Lila Warfare ane Mar: t ism..is fainly a-collection of exberpts from. diverke 

“authors. If ds edited by Willian . Ts = who avows as the aetna aim: oF the. 

book! 

. esto make clear “ jaruist-Lekiniat principles and attitudes: in regard to 

armed strugole, showing how they have emerged in the course of over alcen- | 

“tury of extremely varied circumstances, and shqwing how, in the light of new 

experiences, they may be used to define ‘the issues of controversy that pave 

. arisen out. of contemporary armed struggles. ee a 

: = quick look at the ‘cable of contents, at the guthors* hanes and the. ‘number _ 

“of pages endowed upon each would immediately. show that the book title and the 

avowed central aim of the editor are misleading and that the editor is utterly — 

honest, without any sense of proportion and anta mistic to revolutionary 

ion 2 the ecclectic choice and arrangement of ex- 

cerpts, which ine y rightly anti-~communist ones, Pomeroy resents a 

‘distorted picture of ao gon all revolutionary armed struggle. 

_ Decking. hinsale out as some kind of a Marxist arbiter and a revolutionary _ 

: we hh mself with: an ee a ae of space in the book. 

: ion depoaelo sy en 



Maravilla (Pomer 
on the 1950 deba 

himself) on. tne Philippine evolutionary, struggle, particularly 
Of the Jose-Jesus Lava _ teacership. 

nd Lenin combined or Mao | Tsetung and Lin Piao combined have Ze 
less space than Pomeroy's ramblings. Pomeroy and his fellow writers for the re- _ 

| visionist World Marxist Review (like Enrique Lister of Spain, Zizis Zografos of 
_ Greece, Bashir Hadj Ali of Algeria, Juan Rodriguez of Venezuela, Alberto Gonzales — 
of Columbia, Jose Manuel Fortuny of Guatemala, Jose Cuello and Asdrubal Dominguez 
of the Dominican Republic and Luis Cervalan of Chile) have more to say than all 
of Marx, Engels, Lenin, Mao Tsetung, Lin Piao, Ho Chi Minh and Vo. ‘Nguyen Giap 
combined. To Pomeroy, Stalin has absolutely nothing to say about the Civil War 
and the Anti-Fascist War although Tito and some lesser personalities like I. Minz 
and Aw ‘Pyodorov are allowed some say on armet struggle ain the Soviet Union. 

Marx, Engel 

Definitely, the: revisionist Pomeroy: is an Ldeoldgical “swindler. who would use 
a few pages from. the great communist leaders only.. as wravpings for | rotten 
goods. All throughout his compilation, he preoccupies himself with the central 

. alm of brazenly or slyly impuqning the universal value of Comrade Mao Tsetung’s 
“theory and practice of people's war: “Unlike in his other counter-revolutionary 

revisionist book, Guerrilla and Counter-Guerrilla Warfare, Pomeroy mentions a lot 
Comrade Mao Tsetung, the Lenin of the present era, but only to picture him as 
merely one among a motlev of perscnalities, which inelude some non-Marxists as 
Kwame Nkrumah and such anti -Marxists as Ernesto "Che" CURNAE a: Regis Debray and 

Pomeroy. himself. 7 | = 

Guerrilla Warfare and Marxism is a piece of ersatz. It suffices for the time 
being to have. this critique concentrate on Pomeroy ’s: ‘counter-revolutionary revi- 

sionist statements to expose the general character of the book and the counter~ 
‘revolutionary purpose of Pomeroy in making the, compilation. However, all comrades 

are enjoined to study critically every excerpt incorporated and also to get into 

their theoretical and historical context. 

Marxism-Leninism and the Question of Arined Struggle 

To deny the revolutionary assence of Marxism-Leninism, which is to say “ 

armod overthrow of the reactionary state and the establishment of the dictator~- 

ship of the proletariat, the counter=revolutionary revisionist. Pomeroy declares. 
that it would be a “grotesque distortion" if Marxism-Leninism is “equated” with 
violence and armed methods. mee z 

ro develop his thesis that Marxism-Leninism is essentially a peaceful ef- 
fort te change society, he ae up and quarrels with his own straw~figures as 

those “few people" who would take to arms without mass ‘support and without a 
“revolutionary situation’. vs it were his intention to show what constitutes 

adventurism and what concretely censtitutes 4 revolutionary: situation in the pre- 
- gent era, everyone would have been satisfied with his insistence on the develop+ 
ment of mass Support. For, indeed, every: revolutionary undertaking is a mass un- 

dertaking. But the glib-tongued Pomeroy always shifts his premises to suit the — 
_yevisionist Tine that the transition from capitalism to soclialian is peaceful — 

that one aggressive nature of U.S. imperialisa is changing. — 

‘The central aim of Somaroy in his general introdu ion aind. his section intro= 
due tions and in the manner by which he has. edited and arranged his compilation of 
excerpts | ig to ohscure’ the revolutionary essence of Marxism-Leninism; deny the _ 

advance of Marxism-Leninism to the new and higher stage of Mao Tsetung. Thought; 
muddle the basic characteristics of the pres: © 86a; _oppose! outrightly the theory 

Of people's war when he can “ qive 6 longer obscure it; refuse to give a living defini- — 
tion of) revolutionary situ tion in the period following World War 11, especially. 

with regard to countries in the world's countryside; and always in consonance 
with his” revisionist line condemn - in overt and covert. ways every armed under 
ee of es Cpe peed masses oS on 

Th as attenp to nisintorpret Marxism-Leninism as some. kind of bourgeois 
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. Force . , in their view--as in the view of outstanding Marxists. who | 
“have fol lowe hem--encompassed the great variety of forms that working 
class struggles take: mass demonstrations, general strikes, and even the 
relatively Passive boycott, as well as armad uprisings (and in eee ile 
combination of all these) .. 

_Bogged down in. bourgeois idealism, this revisionist ‘renegade ; is incapable of. 
Marxist analysis and is always given to ."“combining two into one" by babbling 
mysteriously about “great variety of forms”. and “combination of all these". 

Like all revisionist ‘renegades, Pomeroy deliberately avoids. jaying out iand® 
considering fully the two basic aspects of revolutionary struggle, armed stuggle 
and peaceful struggle. These two aspects of revolutionary struggle must be enm=. 
ployed: at the same time and can be correctly coordinated only by being able to 
distinguish the principal form from the secondary form in the_ Philippine revolu- 
tion, for instance. It is characteristic of Pomeroy to dissolve the importance 
of armed struggle (which has. its own variety of particular ‘forms) by mechanistic- - - 
ally mentioning so many forms of peaceful struggle or by attacking Straw figures 
whom he would-arbitrarily. picture as ‘waging armed erEogoy exclusive of othe 
various forms of peaceful Sree agAS : 

We must tell Pomeroy that in the Philippine revolution, a revolution in: ‘the 
world's countryside of the present era, we.are waging armed struggle as the main 
form of.struggle and we are at the same time employing the peaceful form ~of: 
struggle as the secondary . -AS a matter of fact, the Communist Party. of the Phil- 
ippines is today's vanguard in the waging of both forms of revolutionary struggle © 
whereas the Lava revisionist renegades for whom Pomeroy speaks abroad are far be- 
hind the revolutionary movement in the ‘e¢ities or in the countryside ‘and are always 
gesticulating and cursing the masses in words’ echoing those of the U:.S. imperial- 
ists and the BeRGE AC RaT IRS: : : 

We Filipino Communists. recognize as genuine Marxists have always done so 
that.among oppréssed peoples armed struggle is in the. final analysis the most 
important form of revolutionary. struggle and certainly more. important than peace- 
ful struggle. ‘We need to remind Pomeroy. that. Marx and Engels. Saw even more 

clearly in’ the experience of the Paris Commune of 1871 the necessity of smashing 

and breaking “the bourgeois. state machine and establishing the dictatorship of the. 
proletariat. ao os 

What sets Scientific socialism apart from utopian socialism and sham social~. 
ism of every Kind is Marx's theory .of. the dictatorship of the proletariat. - Marx 
and Engels devoted their. lives to the clarification of this theory and to pain- 

Staking efforts towards the realization ‘of this neat y: Tn 1852, Marx said: 

Long ng_before _me bourgeois} historians had. described the. historical deve- gr struggle LOR aDS aC | = 

of the classes. i 3 
ence of classes is ny Bou GE 

development ¢ ef production, 2 
of the proletariat, 3). 
transition to Se Sele 

4 4 tO} : 8 eHe 
ofall "lasses and toa classless society. 

After Marx and Engels, the great tenin- ‘brought Marxism toa. new and. higher 
stage by develaping further the theory and practice of proletarian revolution — 
and proletarian dictatorship in the era of imperialism. He ‘triumphantly. ‘ed the - 
armed selsure of political power by the Bolsheviks in the October. Revolution in. 
1917 ane established the first socialist state. Because of. his. ‘elear grasp of 

the revolutionary | essence of Marxism, Lenin was able to take full advantage of. 
the favorable conditions for armed revolution created by the first inter-imperial«— 
ist war, Leninism emerged clearly in the bitter defense of ‘Marxism against the 
revisionism of Pomeroy's forefathers in the Second yiceens tional who turned more 

. rott an as imperiali hecame more aggressive. : 

: The October evo ution ec the triumph. and correctness ot Leninisn as a 
definite stage in tt development of Marxism. It changed the world revolution 

: completely by giving it a proletarian character and it made clear and feasible : 
the secialist future of the armed revolutions of all oppressed peoples led by 
the proletariat: A great breach was made on the cee ee Front in the Waet. 

-3- 



= The proletari c lictatorship | in the Soviet. Union immediately stood the acid test 
of the Civil wa: : er War Against Intervention and. subsequently the Anti-Fascist 
War led by Comrade Stalin.. In these great wars, the Soviet people under the. 
great leadershi of the Party of fanin defended the socialist fatherland by wa- 
‘ging armed resistance against imperialist aggression. 

= Waking the road: epened by the Paris Commune and further extended. .by: the 
October Revolution, the Chinese proletariat and people led by. Comradé Mao Tse- 
tung launched a protracted people's war, defeated their enemies” and made ia ‘great 

_breach on. the imperialist front in the East. — Comrade Mao's correct theory and . 
victorious practice of people's war constituted: -another. great. contribution to. 
the treasury of Marxism-Leninism... By this contribution, the Marxist-Leninist 
theory of proletarian dictatorship has been tremendously enriched and raised to - 
aA new and higher devel. To all oppressed nations, big. and.small, in the world? Ss 
countryside, Comrade Mac. ‘Tsetung showed’ how people's war can be conducted against 
big ca aaa powers . -2 

# The Chinese revoiution changed further the charagter of the world xevolution 
"3 by making fuller its proletarian character. As Lenin linked the socialist revo- 

lution in the West to the national democratic revolution: in the East,- Mao Tse~ 
tung linked ‘the national democratic revolution. in the Fast to’ the socialist re+ 
ioe aie in the West: In the conduct of seizing political..power.in their respec- 

ivé countries, the methods; employed by Lenin and Mao Tsetung complemented- each . 

othée. in smashing | the enemy, one moved from the cities to. the Ou Eee oe and 

the other moved from the countryside to’ the cities. ; 

As a result of World War’ II, the world situation changed drastically. Asa” 
result of the disaster suffered by world capitalism and the emergence of a series 

of-socialist countries, it has been possi sble.for,small- and weak countries to -take - 

their destinies into their own hands by taking up arms; especially in. the world's 
countryside of Asia, Africa and Latin America. The imperialist countries: headed 

by USS .-amperialism have had ‘to face an ever-increasing number of oppressed peo- 
ples daring’ to fight them. The oppressed peoples.of Asia, Africa and Latin Ameri- 

ea have increasingly become ‘victorious in their revolitionary struggles ‘as their 

leadershigs- have increasingly adhered to ghairman Mao's theory of people's war 

and strategic line. of encircling the cith es roe oe countryside. 

Even as more and more oppresied peoples - in Asia, Africa and ‘Latin America 
-aF@ grasping Chaixman Mao's theory of people’ s War 66 that the world’s countryside 
now surrounds the cities of the world, the evil ‘wind of modern revisionisn blows 
and tries to sway the oppressed peoples of the: world from armed revolution. In. 
the guise of attacking one person; that of the great Marxist-Leninist Stalin, 
Khrushchov betrayed and attacked the Party of ‘Lenin, put. the Soviet: Union -on.the 
@apitalist road, disrupted the international communist movesient ; ‘ehanged- the red 

color of some other socialist countries and worked outa counter-revolutionary - 
detente and collusion with U.S. imperialism. After Khrushchov, the Brezhnev 

. gang has gone on to perpetrate the most barbarous acts of social- fascism and 

,, soctal-imperialisa. 7 ‘ . ih - 

“Confronted with “the problem wat preventing the restoration of capitalism in 

aS socialist society, Comrade Mao Tsetund out. forward the theory of continuing 

~gevalution under - the: dictatorship of the ‘proletariat and: personally initiated | 
“and led the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution. — In the course of the Great 
“Proletarian Cultural Revolution, it became clear to Marxist-Leninists the: world 
over that Mao_ Tsetung Thought is the -elear-demarcation line between genuine ae co Ee 

Marxist-Leninists and sham Marxist-Lenjnists. Mado Tsetung Thought has been ‘loft- 
“ea ag the Marxism-Leninism of the present ‘era when imperialism is heading for to- 
: tal collapae. and Socialism is marching foward world vigvory, y He 

we rs 

The Great pealetarian Cultural Revolution is | basically. a peaceful revolu=:. 
_ tionary process but it is one under - -the dictatorship of the proletariat. It is — 

- the consolidation of the dictatorship of the proletariat, a vigorous mass eer 
' gle against the c nitalist-roaders led: by China's Khrushchov, Liu Shao-chi. 
should never fail to recognize that the People's s Republic of China has cone” — 
the strongest bulwark of socialism, ensuzing the otal Gollapse of imperialism 
and the wer avis © Ctory of socialism. 

re xeing waged by the onpr Tt serve 
the ‘main trend of the world today which is vebeielon “Therefore, the. Great. 
as ale i Revolution is of immense benefit mt pny a ues Chinese 
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people” but sso te the poople of. the whole world. _ The. hundreds. of millions of. 

Chinese people are now more than ever prepared for any eventuality even as they _ 

can give ever mor powerful support to the armed revolution of Spex eesed peoples: 

Before Guérei ta Warfare and Marxism came off the press, the three stages 

of Marxism, Leninism and Mao Tsetuhg Thought in the development of proletarian. 

revolutionary: theory and practice were already clear. During the Great Proleta- 

rian Cultural Revolution, the revisionist hack Pomeroy chose to write a- miserable 

letter to the editor in the National Guardian: Slandering Chairman: “Mao and the eae 

Great Proietarian Cultural Revolution. 

With regard to the question of armed struggle, Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung 

‘Thought still stands for revolutionary violence against counter-<revolutionary” 
violence. In the more than: one hundred years from Marx to Mao Tsetung, revolu-. 

€lonary violence has remained the essance of Marxism in both SBOE y. and practice. 

Chairman Mao teaches us: . 

The seizure of power bs armed force, the settlement of the. issue by 

war, isthe central task and the highest form of. revolution. This Marxist- 

Leninist principle of revolution hblds good universally, for China ant for 
all other countries. 

The Universal Sianificance of Chairman Mao's Theory of People’ s War 
ti 

Chaitian Mao's ine of people! s war is “summed up from twenty-two contin- 

uous years of people's war in a vast country like China. It was a war. passing © 

through one Agrarian Revolutionary War; the War of Resistance Against Japan and 

the People's War of Liberation against the U.S.-Chiang cliqtie. ‘The protraction 

in time and the vastness of scale of this people's War ; contending with the most 

powerful imperialist and puppet armies and encompassing the widest yet the most 

particular circumstances, is unprecedented in the entire history of mankind-and 

of the international communist moverent. The laws summed up from this war can. - 

not be belittled. gait © 

Only a counter- revolt y idealist will fail to see the universal. signi- 

ficance of. the. victory. of people's war in China and the fact that it has profound- 

Ty acted upon world reality, vhe vastness of China. cannot be considered a-par- 

ticularity that. separates or “isolates the Chinese revolution from other revolu-_ 

tionary struggles in terms of theory and practkge. ‘There are those who super~ 

ficially think that Chairman Mao's theory. of ‘people’ 8 war applied only on a vast 

country like China and yet who ‘talk as if this country were not composed of many 

parts, from which the most complex problems arose and were solved "by Chairman Mao. 

We must. recognize the universal truth of Chairman. Mao's theory of people’ gwar: 

and the rich practical experience on which it is based. Genuine Marxist-Leninists - 

the world over have accepted it as an, important component of. today's Marxism=" 

Leninism and are accordingly being guided sch it-in bao revolution. . 

“After world War IT; appressed mations and ‘pao ples ‘of Asia, Africa and Latin: 

America HAVe continued’t6 take the road of armed revolution. an a. dona- term basis. The 

poopie in each country in the world's countryside can apply: Chairman Mao's stya-. 

tegic line of encircling. the cities ‘from the countryside, — “Taken together; “thes 

peoples: Fighting for national liberation and: democracy tn Asia; ‘Africa and- Latin © 

America help the proletariat in the cities of the world. The. resistance of the. 

three peoples of Indochina (Vietnam, Cambodia. and Laos) have helped _ ‘bring about 
A situation in the United States and other capitalist countries” ‘in which | ‘increas~ ~~ 
ingly larae masses of people rise up to” fight the U.S. war of aggression and U.S. 

“imperialist oppression. That the peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America can 

wage armed struggle without having to wait for the “revolutionary situation” wee es 

suited for a city: insurrection ig a development. of Lenin's theory of uneven deve~ ae 
lopment amplified eorrectly in theory and practice by Chairman Mac. The country- 

side provides the p ople with a vastly greater area for maneuver and it cannot be ~ 
ne as thoroughly as he oe the cities,’ especially in the 

stage of his. ‘Strat ic ott fensive.— 

Chairman. Mao t aches | st 



| revolutionary r ranks to tu to turn t the e backward _v villaq es into advanced, consoli- 
- Gated base as, , into gr great military ye /, political, economic and cultural 

ns ¢ ie revolution from. which. to. fight their vicious eaemies who 
Seu for attacks on ois sue districts, and in this Way 

Comrade hin Piao also teaches us? 

» Many countries and peoples in Asia, Africasand Latin America are now 
being subjected to aggression and enslavement on a serious scale by ene: 
imperialists headed by the United States and their lackeys. The basic | 

, political and economic conditions in many of these countries have many 
similarities. to those that prevailed in old China. As_in China, the pea-_ 
sant question is extremely important in these regions. The peasants con- 

gte the main force of the national democratic revolution against the 
lists and their lackeys. In committing aggression against these 

countries, the imperialists usually begin by seizing the big cities and 
the main lines of communication, but they are unable to bring the vast 
countryside completely under their control... The countryside and the coun- 

_tryside alone can provide the revolutionary bases from which the revolu~' 
_ Elenaries can go forward to final victory. Precisely for this reason, 
Comvade Mao Teeting's theory of establishi revolutionary base areas: in” 

the rural districts and encircling the cities from the countryside is at-_ 

ing more and more attention among the people in these regions. 

Taking the entire globe, if North America and Western Europe can be 
‘called the “eities“of the world") then Asia, Africa and Latin America con- 

stitute “the rural areas of the world". - Since World War II, the proléta-- 

rian revolutionary movement has for varicus reasons been temporarily held. 
back eS ORE Ee Se 2 ae ges SBOE, S088 Ores 1 aN 

ie Despite everything that ‘cannot Be dénied, ‘the pevisioniot Pipsqueak ‘pomeroy 
dares to claim that Chairman Mao's theory of people's war. lacks universal sig- 
tifleance and that the Chinese revolution does hot even: qualify. as an “Asian moe 

del". -He says out tright: ; 

ain. fick: euccedet ully conducted.guerrilla war has xarely pursued the. 
Calter. pattern (of setting up liberated areas) and surrounding the cities 
rom the countryside, contrary to the. belief. widely held, and to the cis 

of Chinese jeaders theaselves: that it cones FUCEs: a moder, 

He aiso attacks Chairman Mao' & theory of: people's war as. being: “an contlict™ 
with the fundamental concept ef internationalism in: Marxist-L. aninist theory be- 
cause, according to him, it dismisses the “alliance of the socialist countries. 
end of the working class" and. revolutionary forces. in the. capitalist countries 
with the national liberation movements in the colonial and. neo-colonial coun= 
teles. | ‘Becoming more vicious in his vituperation, he babbles- that the “On 

~ Marxist. generaliza ions" of Chairman Mao‘ s theory and strategic line hecome more. 
“emphasized” when xpanded - into an intentional principle. He boasts mendacious- 
ly that. Chairman Mao's theory of people's war has been "dissipated" in Vietnam by 

- the ‘three-way unit of liberation movements, the socialist countries, a the re-. 
VOuIE Loney and pr gressive movements". : 

eS ‘In contending that. the Chinese xevolution has no universal significance, Po- 
_tmeroy insists that the October Revolution is the only and permanent universal moe 
del of armed revolution. because - it is. compe shad ive and at every oui is. re in 

cat & botees - : 



other words; ee he: Opposes the: ‘Octeear. Revolution to the, ‘Chinese evolution, Lenin — 
to Mao Tsetung, Leninism to Mao.Tsetung Thought instead of recognizing the con= | 
‘tinuity and distinction between stages of development. The great Lenin should 
‘be turning in his grave; his name is being used against Marxism-Leninism by a 
revisionist scoundrel. — 

the “anti-Marsist and anti~heninist Pomeroy wants to kill the vital essence 
of Marxism-Leninism, which’ is the concrete analysis of historical conditions: 
and continuous practical and theoretical development” with distinct stages. ‘In 
reducing the meaning of “revolutionary situation" to conditions like those at- 
tending the October Revolution, conditions that permit the immediate seizure of 

cities in°an “imperialist country after a “period Of protracted | egal ‘struggle; oo 
he completely negates the fact that the world proletarian ‘revolution has been 

| ought on varying conditions, undergone distinct stages of development | and has 
wrought changes in the world such'that a revolutionary ‘situation now exists in 
the whole continents of Asia, Africa and Latin America after World War TI ‘and 
that the world. revolutionary situation has never been better. Favorable cons 
‘ditions for revéliution have so arisen in this world's countryside that small 

-and weak countries here can wage and persist in protracted. people's war so rene 
as they. adhere to Chairman Mao's theory, and Sha tatae Aine: 

There is one basic difference to recognize in considering the revolutionary 

situation in the cities of the world and in the. world's countryside. In the 
cities cf the world, when the revolutionary forces decide to launch-armed strug- 

gle, failure to seize the cities immediately and protraction of civil war would 
be disastrous for the revélutionary fovcces. Here protraction in efforts to ri- 

pen the revolutionary situation is necessary. However, in the world' Ss country- 

,Side where the people undergo multiple oppression by imperialism and. loeal. re= 
action, Bevenutr haty forces have the advantage of being able to engage in pro-- 

tracted people's war in the wide expanses of the countryside. “This is in keep~ 

ing with Lenin's theory of uneven development and the. Marxist-Leninist method. of 

attacking the enemy at his weakest points. The proletarian revolution in the - 

“¢ities of the world hinges on the national democratic revolution in.the world's 
éountryside in the: clear Sense that the armed ‘gtrugqgle in the world’ s country= 

-gide will certainly help to hasten the ripening Qf the revolutionary situation. 

oinm the: cities of the world. 

Pomeroy is so ee universal significance of the Chinese 
ravolution-that he denies its significance even ‘to the Asian peoples. He, argues 

_ that the Chinese revolution is not even an “Asian. model" (a pejorative expres-. 

~ sion r.ght away) by discussing the “particular” conditions and. “variegated forms" 
of armed struggles in Asia and by breaking them off from the Chinesé ‘revolution 

ee : iioceed es le cas. idealist, and numbskuki does not seem bee 

= ‘ecying co “igolate" “the Chinese eavelueion, Pomeroy te ‘succeeds dae *i so 
dating’ those very revolutions whose revolutionary leaders he. ‘geeks to” flatter 
and pictures as chauvinists. . The empiricist method applied by him also: serves 
té deprive even the October Révolution of any universal giqnificance, even as he 

dogmatically lays stress most of the time on the possibility of city insurrec- — 
tions) as the. principal form Of armed struggle in xa tay Africa: and tatin America . 

ro. make. ‘His erroneous point, -pomeroy distorts: Vietnamese history. - He dishes 

up the tale that the Vietnamese national liberation forces” led -by Ho Chi Minh 

“suddenly dropped from the skies and. descended upon Hanoi to establish the ‘Demo~ 

eéyatic Republic of Vietnam by city uprising. The ‘truth is: that— these revolu- 
tionary forces had to gather strength among the people in the countryside before 

‘hey could lLauneh any city insurrection and such strength developed in: the coun- 
cade still had to undergo the test of armed aggression by the imperialists. SUE 

: after: the selaure of Hanoi. Even now the strength of the Vietnamese people and 

oth entire indoch, ane people L8) without doubt. ‘based in the countryside as they - 

resist U.S. imperialism, the biggest and Fiercest imperialist aggressor. A read- 
ing of the military writings of our Vietnamese comrades like Truong Chinh and Vo 
Nguyen Giap will definitely show the universal significance of Chairman Mao's 

' theory of poopie § var and also how Me a liar Pomerey 38: ; _ es 

In trying to 
Jone of those thi 

hata, Africa and | 

lomiss Cha lman Mao's theory ant sceavegic line as we ony 
se" and having no worthwhile significance in the whole oe 
rin America, Pomeroy takes pride an a tot of wrong things, 

oS : Bos a ~ : 
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makes. the most. outright anti-communist, ‘statements and considers as ‘superior. to as 
_ victorious and well-consolidated revolution those armed struggles Still in pro- 
gress and are in fact applying — Mao's Seaveaic line. ‘of io eatale) the =» 
cities from the countryside... : 

; Pomeroy expresses satisfaction that the joseJebus Lava leadership did not 

use the teachings of Chairman Mao on people's ee even as: he admits (what else. 

ean he do but admit) that. the, putschism of 1959 dn the Philippines failed: 
/ But; fool that he is; he expresses belief that. there should: have. been more vio-. 

lations of Chairman: Mao' s theory of people’ s war for that particular armed strug-— 

“gle to ‘have been won: “He also-takes pride inthe ‘fact-that- ‘Marxism-Leninism and 

_the Communist Party were notin command of the armed struggles in Algeria and: 

an iio Tae 

Cuba. He contends. that the: Philippine revolution would have been successful had 
the Communist Party not taken a prominent and leading role in the armed struggle. 

 Witheedard to Africa, Pomeroy states: 

4 GS ilistorically-evolved conditions in most African coun ebes’ do not ‘per- 

mit: the rise of a working-class party, with an absence of a proletariat and 

workex-peasant alliances or radicalized petty-bourgesis groups from the 

pias that does come out of such condi tions. a 

fapesay wishes to create an image of an RPries completely isolated from modern 
civilization, Another thing that he does to negate the Chinese revolution and’. 
Chairman Mao is to imply that the African peoples have nothing to learn from 

‘them. As a matter of fact, he would rather rate higher “Amilcar Cabral.of the 

Partido. Africano da Independencia da Guine e Caho Verde and Eduardo Mondlane of 

FRELIMO than the leaders of revolutions’ already triumphant: under clear. Marxist- 

_Leninist- leadership and already on the path of socialist revolution. 

Pomeroy tries to impugn .the gencralizations made by Chairman Mao based-on =. 

the vast. experience of the Chinese people in revolution as “being | “un-Marxist". 

Only a counter-revolutionary idealist will contest the resounding victory sand 

- the consolidation -of the. Ch 1inesé revolution and contend with the conclusive 

arguments of history. Let us examine a bit of thinking that this revisionist’ 
tee! tiakes- on: Chinese “history. —Wishingto reverse what is already. a verdict 5. 

£ CHinesé history, Pomeroy states ain reference. to the urban Mprasige of 1927 

_. «.-These were failures not because the principles of a revolution with 

urban insurrection playing a key role were not applicable to China, but 

because of the uneven development of the Chinese Revolution and of its 
“worker-peasant alliance and because at departures from insurrecti 

principles. (the Carton Commune. for: example, had a closer. affini : 

Paris Comeurie ‘than to the Oetober: insurrections in Petrograd ‘and Moscow) . 

This vevisionist fool absolutely dd avecavad hie semi-colonial and: semi~ feudal 

eonditions of China then though ne pretends to recognize Lenin' s law of uneven 

development. He. ingists that city insurrections were: alright ins -China. then’ had - 

-the October Revolution, not the Paris Commune, been. dogmatically imitated. Tt 
needs -to-be stressed that the errcy of these eae was in- panes ‘to the 

i 

tape from the Ja 
authorities. Whe 

“end in the cities and: in relying | on forelgn. support. 

‘To belittle. ‘the  salt-veliant Yevolutionary. ‘ettorts ‘ot: tne Chinesé. people” 

an defeating Japanese imperialism and then the Kuomintang reactionaries,.-he 

considers as a a Abe in the final’ victorious offensives Jaunched 

ze 
cing mass “work aad longSterm: armed r eeeaagis waged by the 

@ area. It needs also to be. pointed out that. armaments cape 

_— geeks were peice turned over to the U.S. ens 

peopic to ilberat 
Leninist and sover gn or ee of the Chinese peegie: sneer Ge ee 

leadership Come: de Mao Tsetung to ‘Bdvance vietotiously Siroughoay the oe 
Mainland : : 



-# -pameroy's contention that Chairman Mao's theory of people's war is lacking 

“ano internationalism can easily be answered by citing the fact that it is the 

genuine socialist countrics that are truly. supporting the Vietnamese and other | 

revolutionary struggles, ideologicaily, politically and materially. But certain- 

ly not the Soviet revisionist -yenegades who give MBE token papeort to Vietnam © 

only to use it-as basis for making bargains with U 3.8. imperialism above the 

“heads of the Vietnamese people and for ‘sabotaging the Vietnamese revolution. By 

using the phrase “alliance of socialist countries", Pomeroy wants — to mix-up , 

Marxism-Leninism: with modern ‘vevisionism, 

Now that the U.S. war of aggression in Vietnam has expanded into one cover~ 

ing thé whole of Indochina, we find the pretensions of Soviet social-imperialism . 

totally dissipated, not Chairman Mao's theory of people's war and strategic line 

of encircling the cities” ie the countryside. Soviet social~imperialism is 

_prazenly stipporting the U.S.-Lon Nol reactionary clique in. Cambodia, is condon- 

ing.U.S. aggression agate She Laotian people, and is reducing to less trickles 

_ its sham support for.the Democratic Republic of Vietnam. As previously; Soviet 

social~imperialism wishes’ to make use of the: Indochinese war of resistance. 

against U.S. aggression and for national. salvation for making bargains with U. 

imperialism. But the -Indochinese people are ever more firmly united against ae 

the tricks of U.S. imperialism. : 

Guerrilla War fare Raised to, the Level of Marxist- Leninist Theory and eeraceay 

Though regular mobile warfare deait the final blows on the foreign aggress- _ 

or troods and puppet troops and regular ‘mobile forces served as the centér of 

gravity for nationwide resistance, the most decisive role in the tempering and» 

maturation of the: reqular mobile forded: in the ‘antifascist’ war of Yesistance in! 

the Chinese revolution was played by guerrilla warfare. As a matter of fact, 

regular mobile warfare Ltsele is regular warfare with a guerrilla character. 

_ _ Chairman Mao ea eae, guerrilla warfare to the lavel of Marxist- aoe ee eare 

cand: strategy. As a result of this, guérrilla warfare has bécome a powerful. revo~ 

lutionary weapon.in the hands of oppressed peoples whe canriot Fight the well- 

equipped modern armies of imperial lem ana the reactionaries in frontal and deci~ 

sive engagements. By and-large, guerrilla warfare has ceased t6 be something : 

that can be used with success bY revoluticnaties and reactionaries “alike”. 

a et: the counter-revelutiona oy “pevisionist- Pomeroy insists - that to this ‘day 

. guerrilla warfare - ig not necessarily.a revolutionary form ef struggle. To him 

it remains the “ classic way" which can be employed by reactionary and. counter~ 

“ yevolutionary forces as -well as by revolutionary “movements. © He disregards com= 

pletely the fact that Marxism-Leniniam and revglutionary politics have taken 

“mastery over guerrilla. warfare. Tt is preposterous that he should put “cevolu- 

=tjenary guerrilla warfare at opar with U.S. counter-guerrilla- tactics and plain | 

‘banditry. 

re what now detarmines ‘the basic character of queue tee warfare in this epoch. 

ie its employment by: revolutionar y forces-in the world's countryside. “U.S. 

counter-guerrilla. tactics, banditry or any attempt at guerrilla Warfare without 

its integration with the building of the revolutionary party, united front; cus | 

yal base areas, mass organizations and organs of democratic: political power is_ 

ound to fail in the face of genuine savolutionary Sec emi warfare in line 

onrah ey Chatema Hae» chases of pecvie © War. Se oer Bilge ee ae. ee 

Tt’ As “utterly “nonsensl al for Pomeroy to balk’ of the’ history of. guerrilla” 

_ warfare = the fotiowing manner i : : 

aA 

it. needa to be aentiotied at ihe outset, shows that guerrilla 

i sarily.a revolutionary. form of struggle. It. 

has occu red A periods history as. the classic way for less well” 

armed people to fight the organized power of a strong opponent, has often | 

oe as wn adjunct of regular warfare in the purely military sense, and_ 

n employed by reactionary and. counter-revolutionary forces — 
en 

revolutiona
ry movements. — Bandi try has often ae a guerrill

a 

“history, 

Pike Qe 



It, the ideological and political ‘consciousness of the op-__ 

ce) Tilsen to a level that guerrilla warfare is easily recog- 

ve weapon for waging armed revolution. In the Philippines, 

‘the pro-U.S. impe list guerrilla ferces had had their chance to employ guerrilla 

warfare against the Japanese fascists, not because even then guerrilla warfare 

was: something. “neutral “ as a weapon between the forces of progress and the forces 

of reaction but because there was a united front against: the Japanese fascists — 

in which the Hukbalahap and the USAFPFE were expected to wage war against the 

Japanese invaders But after World War II, guerrilla warfare became even more 

clearly the weapon of the downtrodden. massés. The Jose-Jesus Lava leadership 

“failed to use it well because it failed to recognize and master the Marxist- | 

Leninist character given to it by Comrade Mao Tsetung. This opportunist leader- 

ship adopted the putschist policy of lapnching a strategic offansive without at- 

“tending properly to the step-by-step ‘podlding of the Party, people's army~and~ the” 

united front; and without the step- by-step raising of the level of armed stnigglé | 

on the basis of agrarian revolution and the building of revolutionary bases. 

pressed peoples h 
nized as the effe 

“In trying to show. that guerrilla warfare is not so iisportant , Pomeroy ex- 

presses preferénce for city insurrection and he cites Marx and Engels for the™ 

counter=revolutionary: ‘purpose of confusing people about guefrilla warfare. - He 

writes: — : 

: .Although Mark and Engels approved of guerrilla warfare as a form of 

- popula struggle, neither of them tended to link it with working class tac- 

tics of gaining, power, which were thought of in terms of insurrection in: 

which the organized masses of the people would be. brought into play in 

decisive action at decisive action at decisive moments. 

Here Pomeroy elandeve Marx and Engels as precluding the peswinia development of mi 

the theory and practice of guerrilla warfare “by the working class, by the pro- 

letarian revolutionary -party,.in the world's countryside. and te some extent-even — 

in the capitalist countries .as demonstrated by partisan warfare in Europe during 

World War td. He denies all its previous aevelomient. in Soviet Union and China! 
x 

All the statements of Pomeroy separating Marxism from guerrilla set ave and 

enigrating guerrilla warfare are all calculated to lead to his revisionist con 

tehtlon that armed struggle ia not necessary for oppressed peoples. to liberate 

themselves and achieve genuine independence from U.S. imperialism and: the reac~ 

sp inet sHe- contends: we : 

The prominence of armed struggye in liberation movements in many coun-. 

tries should not obscure the fact that independence from: imperialist rule 

“Has been gained in @ large number of “Cases. by other means; ificluding gen- 

eral strikes, Mass demonstrations @ and- political organization 2 and agitation 

that has made Une “seed sentiment hectgeuerrntd clear. 

To support ‘this Gontention, he coés~té the extent of considering as independent 

. these countries whose | “independence” has been “granted” by the imperialists or 

“ig the result of compromises between the imperialist countries and the local 

bourgeoisie,_ ‘especially those elements who are or who Are to become -comprador= 

bureauerats. By engaging in this mandacity, Pomeroy ridicules himself by con- 

fusing terms as in the following manners "Ine these indep madent states the re<- 

volutionary ‘or Iiberation— process: may not hava been completed by the act of — 

— aepe ne ene eres +. 2" {Und Bora eo on a 

pone toy. gloats over. the fact that avmed. struggles have been. ‘GengSrarily ae 

' defeated in certain countries and wishes to mystify people with the: question of 

armed seruggle rather than clarify it té them. He sayss 

the spec alar success of guerrilla warfare ina nakber of. liberation 

struggles--especially in China, Vietnam, Algeria and Cuba--has tended to 

ieee over th fact that soveral major guerrilla struggles” were defeated in © 

: = most important being Malaya, the Philippines, Greece, 

“guerrilla attempts launched 1 the Congo, yeu Bolivia and | Sleewhare tt 
oe . — one 
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setbacks, at the least, have been given to) = 



Me 

ident from this that broad and: universal genéralizations about 
of armed ear ats or guerrilla tactics cannot poten’ he made. 

is quite 
“the effica 

Pomeroy wishes to present a picture of “the revolutionary forces as being 
passive and wails 3 to. be “forced to wage armed struggle. He prates: 

2. Every diberation movement has preferred to use. peaceful, Tegal means. 
to win freedom. These popular movements, denied such means of expressing 
themselves and met by an increasing use of violence by a desperate and 
crumbling imperialist system, have literally been comped Led to adopt vio=. 
lent epceeds te gain popular ends. 

He wants “preparations for armed struggle" to be done only when “all other doors 
to legal, peaceful ways of effecting shange have been slamiiéd shut"--when- 
“warranted by the Dene ipe of the reactionary class forces"; 

To further support his revisionist stand, Pomeroy takes. advantage of the ~ 
_patent failure -of Ernesto "Che" Guevara and Regis Debray to serve up the "Cuban 
model" as the universal model for artied revolution surpassing the.Chinese révo- 

~lution. He gloats over the failure of the Latin American organization of Soli- 
darity (OLAS) to-promate the “Cuban model" and.also that. of Guevara ‘and’ Debray 
in their Bolivian adventure which did not attend correctly to the tasks of party 
building, united front building and mass work as the necessary support for, armed 
struggle... Ostensibly to overwi heim the excerpts from Castro, - Guevara and Debray, 
those excerpts from the counter-revolutionary revisionists. Juan. Rodriguez, Alber~ 
to Gomez, Jose Manuel Fortuny, Jose Cuello and Asdrubal Dominguez and Luis Cor- 
valan are made to hog the entire section on Latin America. he Bos 

Thes® Latin American revicionists and Right opnortunists give sup- 
port to Pomeroy's idealist and opportunist line of “combining all forms of 
struggle"; departing from an imagined "all-out armed strugglé" or "guerrilla 
movement alone"; supporting the “lesser evil", oftentimes the puppet clique in | 

~ power which is rYapidly-peing isolated; and laying the principal stress on urban 
peaceful - struggle for the sake of urban uprisings in the future and of conces- 

sions from the reactionaries in the meantime. 

= TRS a ttaeking Suerte war care asva revolutionary method, Pomeroy wants 
the. revolutionary forces ‘ in the world’s countryside to vacillate between hoping 

indet Finitely for city insurrection: based on imagined conditions similar to’ the 
revolutionary. pee eo! in the October Revolution and starting guerrilla warfare 
only on the basis of a “revolutionary situation" that Pomeroy wants to-sound— 
mys Cerious about. “At ‘any ratc, his consistent-view is to. have mass movements 
engage: An protracted peaceful and legal struggle.“ in this regard, he has ex- 

cessive praise for such revisionist parties and revisionist writers as those 
represented in the section on Latin America in his: compilation. — He. ‘pleturées: 
them Ss being for armed struggle but anyhow as being still in the stage of pre- 

“paring for it ‘peacefully. Or in the stage of withdrawing from previous armed 
struggles. He evaluates his revisionist colleaques as comparable. to great re- 
volutionary igaders and their movements as having a big say on the trend: of Yer. 
volution in the world equal to that, for. instance, of the revolutionary movements 
in Indochina and ae asa = 

why does Pomeroy advocate protracted. ‘peaceful struggle - in é6ppésition to 

Chairman Mao's theory of protracted people's war in the world's ‘countryside? 
“Heomakes the conclusion that the aggressive nature of U.S. imperialism will 

ide ae | Fae ke Sida ine pressure of, Peacety} mass. movements . He says: a 

Popular. armed. L atraggicn of today have. been shaped largely by the im- 
bet VELA SE tactics of violence, and the forms of struggle in the coming « 

“tod wilt os affected to. a considerable extent by the: ia to which 

In that "Gomp lexi ty. ‘of change" a mystifying phudise denoting the incapabilicy. of 
“Sividing one into two"), Pomeroy contends U.S. saperiadt ec wily hanya its nature. 

oe Lp a = 



x 

: ta gaye further: “ 

Pomeroy comy tely exposes himsel€ as an agent of U.S. imperialism. © He 
mocks what he Gal 
being besieged and smothered in a mounting crescendo of guerrilla wars. He in- 

_sinuates that those who hold the view that the world revolutionary situation is) 
excellent are not Marxist-Leninists and are swayed by “emotion and temperament". 
‘He claims as having a “static essence" the general formulation that. imperialism 

and the capitalist system as a whole are in a state of crisis and that the pre- 

She apocalypeic vision” that imperialism and capitalism are 

sent epoch is a revolutionary one. He grants to U. Si imperialism all the positive 

vitality that he can imagine and wishes to render the revolutionary forces. to be- 
come static before such 4 moribund and decadent monster. He disagrees with the. 

view that now is the era of Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought, when imperial- 

ism is heading for total collapse and socialism is marching toward worldwide vic-_ 
“tory. He refers to the particularity of countries as an empiricist would with 

the mechanistic end of separating the particular FEO, the general or universal. 
es 

bey Sere Expressing his Philistine sympathies for U.S. imperialism and craven fear 

of its military power, Pomeroy claims that the revolutionaries have only them- 

selves to blame for waging armed struggle. whenever U.S. imperialism attempts to 

‘crush them militarily. Before making this kind of conclusion, he states threat- 

eningly that "those who become overly committed to ideas of armed struggle”. will 

Surely become destroyed or forced to difficult retreats. He boasts of the power 

of U.S. imperialism in the following manner: “Imperialist counter-insurgency 
operations have been designed especially to take advantage of this type of error. 

He threatens the people with the supposed power of U.S. imperialism to “sup- 

press" guerrilla warfare in the same manner that barricade tactics were SORr 

8 

__pressed“in Burope over a hundred. years.ago. He BAY SBE 

Attempts by imoerialism in the idee noeKes period to suppress ‘revolu- 

tionary movements.by using -the most<advanced military technology~-helicop~ 

ters; napalm, chemical warfare, eléctronic devices--bear comparison with 

the use of then-few military developments to drive revolutionary movements 

off the streets in the time of Marx and Engels, over 100 years ago. 

Pomeroy is also particularly concerned about U.S. imperialism being. farced 

by tcieibhbebetateicon ds armed struggles to start an atomic war. He says: 

The changes could bring an atomic conflict between socialism and dimpe- 

“yialism--a type of armed struggle that the socialist countries and the com- 

munist movement internationally seek to prevent because of the catastrophic 

effect it ‘would Have on mankind ine general. 

pomercy never gives up the hore that U.S. imperialism on its own volition 

will change its aggressive nature. He Gontends: “French and British imperialism 

have already been forced in this direction and Amexican imperialism, with divi- 

jone in its ranks over. the cost. of wars of suppression, is not immune from it." 

ITt.isoanreal . . .to contend that it [police role of U.S. imperialism] 

cannot be altered by mass struggle against it, and it is obvious that in 

aach of the possibilities of shanges in the world. situation a: diversity of 

forme of struggle would presont. therselves to vevoluttonaty movements , of. 

which gu ag Me warfare would a OY he one... _ 

- Next only” te Pomeroy -as a b¥agen supoorter of U.S. imperialism in the com ~ 

pilation is Henry Winston, chieftain of the revisionist renegade Communist Party 

of the f united States of America, who preaches. to —the Afro-American people to 

“dsuse their militance, love the Uncle Toms and peacefully demand. ‘additional black. _ 

= prescntation on all levels of the. imperialist state. Like Pomeroy , Winston = 

warns the Afro-American people to stop their “terrorism” and “provocations” | lest 

the white supremacists crush them. To han ‘Pomeroy aives ‘the deer bk ef putting 

the final touch on his book. 

that during wor ta” Mar 1, the: old merger party. of the Commun- 

iat Party accuuired arms and experience in guerrilla warfare. 

ain et age was placed by the igeserebio on engaging in 
- 12 = 
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peaceful forms a organization — ang s*suggle.° ‘The armed struqgle continued in 
a spontaneous wa it developed during the 1946-48 period without the planning _ 
and initiative of the leadership of the old merger party. The ‘people used the 
arms which they had retained in thé spirit of self-defense because even -before : 

_the-end of the war of resistance against. Japanese fascism, American army person~ 
: nel had already subjected them to pers secution and armed attacks. . feo N 

: % eces* : , 

The Lavas and Tarucs formally adopted. the mpliey. of armed struggle in’ May. = 
i948 only after finding themselves. rebuffed in their bid to gain official. seats 
ain the bourgeois reactionary government. Rven. when this policy - was alréady.- 
‘Supposed to have been implemented, the Lavas and: Tarucs continually maneuvered 
for compromise with the reactionary government for ending armed struggle. | We : 
can easily cite events which prove this point. These were the amnesty agreement 
with Quirino in June 1948; “the presentation of an obsequious memorandum by the 
old merger .party to an anti-communist committee in the reactionary congress in’ 
December 19483. and the support given. to the presidential bid of Laurel in 1949°. 
in the vain hope that the Nacionalista Party would give concessions to the ‘Lavas’ 

-and Tarucs.. All of these were consistent with ‘the policy of the Lavas and Tarucs” 
that had been adopted ag early as. Sébtember 1944 and implemented thereafter to 
welcome the return of U.S. imperialism and the Osmena government and have: the old 
Merger party engage in parliamentary struggle under the Democratic: ‘Alliance. 

: Pomeroy proudly states that the Léadership of the old merger party followed 
"its own path", departing from the roed of the Chinese revolution. He admits. 
that Chinese comrades “introduced Chinese Red Army ideas into the Huk organiza-. 
tion" au ih the i aang: occupation. Bat, according to him, the Lavas and Ta. 

by Philippine catenin and d geographical congitions, - and hy P hilippine histeriéat;~ 
economic ae political conditions". Sounding righteous about this path, Pomeroy | 
boasts. that the Lavas and Tarucs never found use even*in 1956 for “the Chinese 
pattern’ of settity up base areas and encircling the cities from the countryside. 
He puts in. the gratuitous opinion’ that “in fact, successfully conducted: guerrilla 
war has rarely pursued sucha pattern, contrary to.the belief widely held, and = 
othe claim of the Chinese leaders themselves that it constitutes a Riana 

) 2 

only a fool takes pride in failure. Only an anti-Marxist couneee® -revolu- 
clenary “Cantedyicd-the violation: Of coubece Mar dibesbaninint. teachings, parti-~ 

cularly Chairman Mao's theory of people's eis and strategic line, as. the very 
proof-for the “incorrectness™ and “untruth of what is correct. and truthful. 
Whereas he admits that the Lavas and .Tarucs violated. the theory. of people's War 

and failed to win victory or even persiat in armed struggle, Pomeroy: insists 
like the anti-Marxist counter-revo lutionary fool that he is that there should - 
be more violation of the theory: What he obviously hankers for is more, failure. 

Ll-out armed struggle" policy of the Jose Lava. 
leadership is explained by Pomeroy in terms that completely disregard Chairman 
Mao's theory of people's war and that violate fundamental. principles of Marxism- 
Leninism, He-gives «four reasdéns. for the defeat: °1), The Party’ was incorrect-in 
eon cluding that the imperialists and their allies were in an irrecoverable ‘situa- 

tion and that they sould. “no i longer ruleoin: the old way", 2) The Paty Sut almost | 

The defeat cf the 1950 "2 

all emphasis and: cadres into the armed struggle, to. the ‘neglect, of : allies ‘unpre~- — 

par od f5xr armed ‘struggle; proclaimed the: principle of "the. hegemany of the party ae 

ayer the revolution"; failed to project anc: build a united frent. against U Su 
4 
bebe 

ation pe wereggte was physically isolated, ,from international ee pn Peas g = 

Let us analyze these ‘Yeasons one by cone. 
#, 

. 

Bae 

ye ‘Pomeroy siti shaves the’ same ‘opinion as that held. by the Jose-Jesus 

g os . leadership in 1980 ‘that the putschist°© policy of quick military victory is) 

‘suitahle ir a semi-colonial and semi-feudal country dike the. ‘Philippines. He 

_ faults the Lavas only for choosing the wrong moment for adopting and implementing’ 

such a policy. What would Bpbpear to oreioute AS the correct thoment for = ey 

when the impé i 

_their ellies are poan- vecoveeabla eleustion! and “Neoula | no onger “ails in tac. 
old way". Thus, he faults the Lavas. for overestimating the “extent of imperialist 

erisis”. Accordi to FOmEy Oy: shé imperialists had a wide ange of maneuver as 
= 8 ~ 13 - o oe - = 

imberialism) -and failed to side with the Liberal Party against Magsaysay. _ 3). The 

Party becamé Garéless in its security measures. 4) The Philippine national liber : 



it was not necessary for them to use. American. troops in the Philippines, ana 
_the. people were sceptible Ge pfomises of. “reform”. -Ip other words, Pomeroy - 
wishes. the Laval opportunists to have waited for the imminent, if not total, 
_collanse of imper alism i in its home qrounds before setting out on arnied struggle. 

" Ideologically, pomerey 3 asa Lavait @- revisionist through and through. ies 
~ hasps on the same subjectivism that led the Jose-Jesus Lava leadership to rely © 
ay on extérnal conditions in conducting atmed ‘struggle in a "Left" oppor=. 
_tunist way. The difference is that whereas in 1950 the external conditions 
Were expected to-.cause a “quick military victory“ in the Philippines, nowadays 
these are expected by the Pomeroys and the lavas to justify a protracted: peace- 
ful struggle. “This revisionist line ig being undertaken. at a time that ui S. 
imperialism is in a crisis worse’ than before and the world’ revolutionary situa- 
tion has never been’ more excellent. In recalling 1950, Pomeroy, states cate-...." 
-gorically that it was a ‘vain hopd:crat the “impact of: querer te: struggid would 
help toe drive the imperialists: ‘and their allies into crisis, : 

* . ORS 

ter 

2) okt was, indeed, wrong and adventurist that Wall out armed struggle” 
was waged with expectations of victory an two years’ time; that almost all ca- 

- dyés were. taken away from legal struggle; that armed units were maintained-in 
Manila as a central feature of the 1950. “offensive”; and that. the-united front 
was not: well taken ‘care of. At certain times, Pomeroy is capable of mentioning 
“facts but he always succeeds in making a misinterpretation or in making® wrong 
-prescriptions. ‘The error of “Left" opportunism. cammitted by the dosé-Jesus . 
Lava leadership, including Pomeroy, is clearly explained. in. the light of Marxism- 
Leninism=Mao Tsetung Thought in. the peaee documents of the re-established Com= 

“munist oles of the Eee pet pee 
< as 

“Not 'gatiptied. with ‘the. ‘outright ‘rejection’ of Chairman Mao! s theory ‘of “peor. 
“ple's jwar and strategic line of encircling the-cities from the: countryside, — ees 
Pomeroy brazenly goes against the formulation thaf the. Philippine revolution is’ 

a new-democratic’ revolution led by the proletariat and its revolutionary party. 
“Re identifies. the. mere use of ‘the phrasé “new-democratic revolution". (which was 
not actually carried out) and the proclamation of the’ ‘principle of the -“hege- - 
mony of the ‘party over the revolution". as the catsd of the Lavaite failure to 
bulld a united front and to find the forms of struggle. by which broader masses 
of the people could be drawn into action. Acéording to him, these frightened 
and antagonized the “nationalist beurqecisie' and forced it te ally itself with 
the rabid imperial istagent Magsaysay. Ne suggests that some mysterious kind of 
peaceful maneuver instead of armed strugg]* should have been undertaken to’ fight _ 
Magsaysay ino 19Sl and 1953. Even now he would rather. imagine that the reaction- 

-ariles were fhot-at all bent on carrying through to the end their own strategic 
es oe the Levelt putschists. ; nF L 

te 

+ 

ay “By identitying Kcaroless ‘security ia seures * as one of the: four ma jor: 
sons for. the ‘dofeat ef the: entire ‘revolutionary movement, Pomeroy ean really 

bring down 4 house in laught ter. The disintegration of the highest” le eading- ergan 
of the old merger party eased py the eneniy yvaids of Octeber 1950 -in Manila cannot 
be fully explained without reference to-serious violations of. Marxist-Leninist 
‘theory and strategy. eae ae es: > asp geee 

a “ 

oo8) the tiphysicat. igoiation". of ihe: Philippine. ational. ‘aiparatton ‘struggle ce 
cantob be a ma jor. reason for. the. failure of the Lavas. The geographic condition 
of. the Phi ilippines dia fot change during -World War II and yet the. people managed - 
to wage-a war of resistance. Successfully’ for ‘several years against the Japanese 

“Pasobats and their puppet _ broope.s oe ; : - ; 
s Aa Sy seh ae ‘ ye , 

hee antidarsdge and anti- ‘Leninist line of the Lavas, Tarucs and) Pomeroys 
loay, politics, organization and armed struggle caused the defeat of the ~ 

srevel stieneey, RAGS: movement: ine the ear) a 1950! Se “In this regard, it is’ impor= 

a=-Mad Hectuny ‘Thought . ae the Lavaa, “Tarucs ane Poneroys ignored ‘Chair- oe 
people's & wari anc suffered: disastrous dofeat, it becomes: more 

necessary for us to make a living study and application. of this proven theory in- 
stead of continuing to ignore it as the Lavaites do in empty arrogance. : 

continues to be a publicist of the Lava. revisionist rene- 
“gades. abroad. + Resorting to the most. malicious falsehood, he tries-to misrepre-_ 
sent abroae the Tesi Political | ‘Bureau that prepare! the re-establishment 

: - - 14 - : 
aoa 



ef the Communist Party ofthe Philippines on the theoretical, foundation of Marx- 

_ism-Leninism—Mao Tsetung Thought as “trying to put out calls\for a return" by 

the national liberation movement té “all-out armed struggle” in’ the style of the ~ 

Jose-Jesus Lava jeader ship’ dn 1950, 7. « 

Bowater openly supports the Lava revisionist renegades masquerading as the 

Communist Party of the Philippines. AS acknowledged,-by. him, this bogus outéit 

put out a statement in’ the Information Bulletin of the Czechoslovak revisionist 

“party in 1967 attacking the May Day..1967. Statement of the Provisional Political 

Bureau of the Communist Party of the Philippines and seeking ina futile manner 

to refute the line that the outlawed situation of the Party is the result of 

counter-revolution and that’ armed struggle is the onty method by which the re- 

_actionary. state ‘can “be overthrown . > 

Pomeroy must be teld that. the Cepmniat Party of the ‘philippines is today" 

‘indefatigably making a living study and application of Marx sm-Leninism-Mao 

_ Tsetung Thought in accordance with Philippine, conditions, waging. armed struggle 

in the countryside. and ‘eveating revolutionary bases among the peasant masses and 

rapidly developing. a united front ‘basel cuthe worker-peasant | alliance, which 

basic alliance is linked with such progres ‘sive ‘strata, of the. local, bourgeoisie 

as the’ urban petty botirgeci sig and the national bourgedisie. °. 

: The, Cottimunist Party of the Philippines is today leading the New People's 

Army and winning brilliant. victories in armed struggle in the countryside. ‘The 

Lava Yevisionist renegadés: have made themselves notorious by becoming cheap enemy 

informérs and fascist gangsters in running the notorious Brionés-Diwa-Pasion. ban- . 

ALt- gangs Put t6 shame and deprived of initiative inthe countryside by ‘the ‘New . 

People's Army led by the -Party, the Lava revisionist renegades have gone to the. . 

extent of colluding with the. Task Force Lawin and with special terror squads of 

the Marcos fascist puppet clique in Gontin wuing to pursue thelr extortionist, 

swindling and other crimina activities:in Central Lagon. ' 

hotigh Pomeroy has always podsted that the Lava revisionist renegaces have 

conducted parliamentary struggle as. the main form of struggle ‘since 1956, in con- 

“Sunction with the worldwide cam paign of modern, revisionism, they are isolated 

from. and shunned by the revolutionary: mass movement raging in Greater Manila. and 

other: cities, provincial capitals and towns. They have thade themselves notorious 

oe glanderers of the revolutionary leaders and the broad masses. of the people. 

are always trys q@ to be the most -élever in giving support to U. S. imperial- 

em, Soviet social~ir erialism, the Ma larcos fascist pul pet clique ard the landlord 

class. : ° 

thé Lava réVigionist re ades.have busied themselves ‘using the Movement for. 

the Advancement of Nationalism, tne Malayang cine Magsasaka, the Congress of 

Trade Unions of “the” Philippines. the-Kilusan,, the. Bertrand Russell Peace Founda- 

Seen (Ril Ines) the Malayang: Migclepirees ng Kabataang Pilipino in attacking 

the Comaiunist Party’ ee “tha Philippines and the New People! s Army. and trying te 

misfead the people. The Lavaite outfits are mere. paper. organizations ‘whose’ small 

membership is redundant.- These hdve been useful for the Lava revisionist rene~ 

gades in begging. for bsnéegslOne from the reactionaries and in. ‘maintaining their . 

buréaticra$ ic acest Sete within: SnSir own rue and saenee the. reactionary govern-. 

ment. eat 

; “2 Just @ as soviet modern revisionism is a passing phase of imodrialism, the 

revisionism of the Lavaites is lixewise a passing phase of foreign and feudal 

domination in. the Philippines. The Lava revisionist renegades have done much 

service te “the philippine revolution in acting as negative examples for the pro~ 

letarian Bove tabioase iss of today. Tnpegh they now talk, more: and more brazenly oe 

Lachicas and oe 

that “aca” te ae and. pabvere ae Pavolutlonary ua of Ussiont with the. 

. ‘Lavaites around, the Party And the people have deepened their understanding that 

po Oppose soe dee is nee Seeaey to erecss onpertunten and revisionism. 

ee oe eee head. Guecracc, Chaicman_ . 

So eee | : : Central Committee’ | 
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