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I.	
  THE	
  TWO	
  WORLD	
  OUTLOOKS	
  	
  
	
  
Throughout	
  the	
  history	
  of	
  human	
  knowledge,	
  there	
  have	
  been	
  two	
  conceptions	
  concerning	
  the	
  law	
  
of	
  development	
  of	
  the	
  universe,	
  the	
  metaphysical	
  conception	
  and	
  the	
  dialectical	
  conception,	
  which	
  
form	
  two	
  opposing	
  world	
  outlooks.	
  	
  
.	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  
	
  
The	
  metaphysical	
  or	
  vulgar	
  evolutionist	
  world	
  outlook	
  sees	
  things	
  as	
  isolated,	
  static	
  and	
  one-­‐sided.	
  
It	
  regards	
  all	
  things	
  in	
  the	
  universe,	
  their	
  forms	
  and	
  their	
  species,	
  as	
  eternally	
  isolated	
  from	
  one	
  
another	
  and	
  immutable.	
  Such	
  change	
  as	
  there	
  is	
  can	
  only	
  be	
  an	
  increase	
  or	
  decrease	
  in	
  quantity	
  or	
  a	
  
change	
  of	
  place.	
  Moreover,	
  the	
  cause	
  of	
  such	
  an	
  increase	
  or	
  decrease	
  or	
  change	
  of	
  place	
  is	
  not	
  inside	
  
things	
  but	
  outside	
  them,	
  that	
  is,	
  the	
  motive	
  force	
  is	
  external.	
  Metaphysicians	
  hold	
  that	
  all	
  the	
  
different	
  kinds	
  of	
  things	
  in	
  the	
  universe	
  and	
  all	
  their	
  characteristics	
  have	
  been	
  the	
  same	
  ever	
  since	
  
they	
  first	
  came	
  into	
  being.	
  All	
  subsequent	
  changes	
  have	
  simply	
  been	
  increases	
  or	
  decreases	
  in	
  
quantity.	
  They	
  contend	
  that	
  a	
  thing	
  can	
  only	
  keep	
  on	
  repeating	
  itself	
  as	
  the	
  same	
  kind	
  of	
  thing	
  and	
  
cannot	
  change	
  into	
  anything	
  different.	
  In	
  their	
  opinion,	
  capitalist	
  exploitation,	
  capitalist	
  
competition,	
  the	
  individualist	
  ideology	
  of	
  capitalist	
  society,	
  and	
  so	
  on,	
  can	
  all	
  be	
  found	
  in	
  ancient	
  
slave	
  society,	
  or	
  even	
  in	
  primitive	
  society,	
  and	
  will	
  exist	
  for	
  ever	
  unchanged.	
  They	
  ascribe	
  the	
  
causes	
  of	
  social	
  development	
  to	
  factors	
  external	
  to	
  society,	
  such	
  as	
  geography	
  and	
  climate.	
  They	
  
search	
  in	
  an	
  over-­‐simplified	
  way	
  outside	
  a	
  thing	
  for	
  the	
  causes	
  of	
  its	
  development,	
  and	
  they	
  deny	
  
the	
  theory	
  of	
  materialist	
  dialectics,	
  which	
  holds	
  that	
  development	
  arises	
  from	
  the	
  contradictions	
  
inside	
  a	
  thing.	
  Consequently	
  they	
  can	
  explain	
  neither	
  the	
  qualitative	
  diversity	
  of	
  things,	
  nor	
  the	
  
phenomenon	
  of	
  one	
  quality	
  changing	
  into	
  another	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  	
  
	
  
As	
  opposed	
  to	
  the	
  metaphysical	
  world	
  outlook,	
  the	
  world	
  outlook	
  of	
  materialist	
  dialectics	
  holds	
  that	
  
in	
  order	
  to	
  understand	
  the	
  development	
  of	
  a	
  thing	
  we	
  should	
  study	
  it	
  internally	
  and	
  in	
  its	
  relations	
  
with	
  other	
  things;	
  in	
  other	
  words,	
  the	
  development	
  of	
  things	
  should	
  be	
  seen	
  as	
  their	
  internal	
  and	
  
necessary	
  self-­‐movement,	
  while	
  each	
  thing	
  in	
  its	
  movement	
  is	
  interrelated	
  with	
  and	
  interacts	
  on	
  the	
  
things	
  around	
  it.	
  The	
  fundamental	
  cause	
  of	
  the	
  development	
  of	
  a	
  thing	
  is	
  not	
  external	
  but	
  internal;	
  it	
  
lies	
  in	
  the	
  contradictoriness	
  within	
  the	
  thing.	
  There	
  is	
  internal	
  contradiction	
  in	
  every	
  single	
  thing,	
  
hence	
  its	
  motion	
  and	
  development.	
  Contradictoriness	
  within	
  a	
  thing	
  is	
  the	
  fundamental	
  cause	
  of	
  its	
  
development,	
  while	
  its	
  interrelations	
  and	
  interactions	
  with	
  other	
  things	
  are	
  secondary	
  causes	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  	
  
	
  
As	
  a	
  matter	
  of	
  fact,	
  even	
  mechanical	
  motion	
  under	
  external	
  force	
  occurs	
  through	
  the	
  internal	
  
contradictoriness	
  of	
  things.	
  Simple	
  growth	
  in	
  plants	
  and	
  animals,	
  their	
  quantitative	
  development,	
  is	
  
likewise	
  chiefly	
  the	
  result	
  of	
  their	
  internal	
  contradictions.	
  Similarly,	
  social	
  development	
  is	
  due	
  
chiefly	
  not	
  to	
  external	
  but	
  to	
  internal	
  causes.	
  Countries	
  with	
  almost	
  the	
  same	
  geographical	
  and	
  
climatic	
  conditions	
  display	
  great	
  diversity	
  and	
  unevenness	
  in	
  their	
  development.	
  Moreover,	
  great	
  
social	
  changes	
  may	
  take	
  place	
  in	
  one	
  and	
  the	
  same	
  country	
  although	
  its	
  geography	
  and	
  climate	
  
remain	
  unchanged.	
  Imperialist	
  Russia	
  changed	
  into	
  the	
  socialist	
  Soviet	
  Union,	
  and	
  feudal	
  Japan,	
  
which	
  had	
  locked	
  its	
  doors	
  against	
  the	
  world,	
  changed	
  into	
  imperialist	
  Japan,	
  although	
  no	
  change	
  
occurred	
  in	
  the	
  geography	
  and	
  climate	
  of	
  either	
  country	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  	
  
	
  
According	
  to	
  materialist	
  dialectics,	
  changes	
  in	
  nature	
  are	
  due	
  chiefly	
  to	
  the	
  development	
  of	
  the	
  
internal	
  contradictions	
  in	
  nature.	
  Changes	
  in	
  society	
  are	
  due	
  chiefly	
  to	
  the	
  development	
  of	
  the	
  
internal	
  contradictions	
  in	
  society,	
  that	
  is,	
  the	
  contradiction	
  between	
  the	
  productive	
  forces	
  and	
  the	
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relations	
  of	
  production,	
  the	
  contradiction	
  between	
  classes	
  and	
  the	
  contradiction	
  between	
  the	
  old	
  
and	
  the	
  new;	
  it	
  is	
  the	
  development	
  of	
  these	
  contradictions	
  that	
  pushes	
  society	
  forward	
  and	
  gives	
  
the	
  impetus	
  for	
  the	
  supersession	
  of	
  the	
  old	
  society	
  by	
  the	
  new.	
  Does	
  materialist	
  dialectics	
  exclude	
  
external	
  causes?	
  Not	
  at	
  all.	
  It	
  holds	
  that	
  external	
  causes	
  are	
  the	
  condition	
  of	
  change	
  and	
  internal	
  
causes	
  are	
  the	
  basis	
  of	
  change,	
  and	
  that	
  external	
  causes	
  become	
  operative	
  through	
  internal	
  causes.	
  
In	
  a	
  suitable	
  temperature	
  an	
  egg	
  changes	
  into	
  a	
  chicken,	
  but	
  no	
  temperature	
  can	
  change	
  a	
  stone	
  into	
  
a	
  chicken,	
  because	
  each	
  has	
  a	
  different	
  basis	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  In	
  battle,	
  one	
  army	
  is	
  victorious	
  and	
  the	
  other	
  is	
  
defeated,	
  both	
  the	
  victory	
  and	
  the	
  defeat	
  are	
  determined	
  by	
  internal	
  causes	
  The	
  one	
  is	
  victorious	
  
either	
  because	
  it	
  is	
  strong	
  or	
  because	
  of	
  its	
  competent	
  generalship,	
  the	
  other	
  is	
  vanquished	
  either	
  
because	
  it	
  is	
  weak	
  or	
  because	
  of	
  its	
  incompetent	
  generalship;	
  it	
  is	
  through	
  internal	
  causes	
  that	
  
external	
  causes	
  become	
  operative	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  This	
  dialectical	
  world	
  outlook	
  teaches	
  us	
  primarily	
  how	
  to	
  
observe	
  and	
  analyze	
  the	
  movement	
  of	
  opposites	
  in	
  different	
  things	
  and,	
  on	
  the	
  basis	
  of	
  such	
  
analysis,	
  to	
  indicate	
  the	
  methods	
  for	
  resolving	
  contradictions.	
  It	
  is	
  therefore	
  most	
  important	
  for	
  us	
  
to	
  understand	
  the	
  law	
  of	
  contradiction	
  in	
  things	
  in	
  a	
  concrete	
  way.	
  	
  
	
  
II.	
  THE	
  UNIVERSALITY	
  OF	
  CONTRADICTION	
  	
  
.	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  
	
  
The	
  interdependence	
  of	
  the	
  contradictory	
  aspects	
  present	
  in	
  all	
  things	
  and	
  the	
  struggle	
  between	
  
these	
  aspects	
  determine	
  the	
  life	
  of	
  all	
  things	
  and	
  push	
  their	
  development	
  forward.	
  There	
  is	
  nothing	
  
that	
  does	
  not	
  contain	
  contradiction;	
  without	
  contradiction	
  nothing	
  would	
  exist.	
  	
  Contradiction	
  is	
  the	
  
basis	
  of	
  the	
  simple	
  forms	
  of	
  motion	
  (for	
  instance,	
  mechanical	
  motion)	
  and	
  still	
  more	
  so	
  of	
  the	
  
complex	
  forms	
  of	
  motion.	
  	
  
.	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  
	
  
Lenin	
  illustrated	
  the	
  universality	
  of	
  contradiction	
  as	
  follows:	
  	
  
	
  
In	
  mathematics:	
  +	
  and	
  -­‐.	
  Differential	
  and	
  integral.	
  	
  
In	
  mechanics:	
  action	
  and	
  reaction.	
  	
  
In	
  physics:	
  positive	
  and	
  negative	
  electricity.	
  	
  
In	
  chemistry:	
  the	
  combination	
  and	
  dissociation	
  of	
  atoms.	
  	
  
In	
  social	
  science:	
  the	
  class	
  struggle.	
  	
  
	
  
In	
  war,	
  offence	
  and	
  defense,	
  advance	
  and	
  retreat,	
  victory	
  and	
  defeat	
  are	
  all	
  mutually	
  contradictory	
  
phenomena.	
  One	
  cannot	
  exist	
  without	
  the	
  other.	
  The	
  two	
  aspects	
  are	
  at	
  once	
  in	
  conflict	
  and	
  in	
  
interdependence,	
  and	
  this	
  constitutes	
  the	
  totality	
  of	
  a	
  war,	
  pushes	
  its	
  development	
  forward	
  and	
  
solves	
  its	
  problems.	
  	
  
.	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  
	
  
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	
  Party	
  and	
  no	
  ideological	
  struggles	
  to	
  resolve	
  them,	
  
the	
  Party's	
  life	
  would	
  come	
  to	
  an	
  end.	
  	
  
	
  
Thus	
  it	
  is	
  already	
  clear	
  that	
  contradiction	
  exists	
  universally	
  and	
  in	
  all	
  processes,	
  whether	
  in	
  the	
  
simple	
  or	
  in	
  the	
  complex	
  forms	
  of	
  motion,	
  whether	
  in	
  objective	
  phenomena	
  or	
  ideological	
  
phenomena	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  .Contradiction	
  is	
  universal	
  and	
  absolute,	
  it	
  is	
  present	
  in	
  the	
  process	
  of	
  development	
  
of	
  all	
  things	
  and	
  permeates	
  every	
  process	
  from	
  beginning	
  to	
  end.	
  What	
  is	
  meant	
  by	
  the	
  emergence	
  
of	
  a	
  new	
  process?	
  The	
  old	
  unity	
  with	
  its	
  constituent	
  opposites	
  yields	
  to	
  a	
  new	
  unity	
  with	
  its	
  
constituent	
  opposites,	
  whereupon	
  a	
  new	
  process	
  emerges	
  to	
  replace	
  the	
  old.	
  The	
  old	
  process	
  ends	
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and	
  the	
  new	
  one	
  begins.	
  The	
  new	
  process	
  contains	
  new	
  contradictions	
  and	
  begins	
  its	
  own	
  history	
  of	
  
the	
  development	
  of	
  contradictions	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  Chinese	
  Communists	
  must	
  learn	
  this	
  method;	
  only	
  then	
  will	
  
they	
  be	
  able	
  correctly	
  to	
  analyze	
  the	
  history	
  and	
  the	
  present	
  state	
  of	
  the	
  Chinese	
  revolution	
  and	
  
infer	
  its	
  future.	
  
	
  
V.	
  THE	
  PRINCIPAL	
  CONTRADICTION	
  AND	
  THE	
  PRINCIPAL	
  ASPECT	
  OF	
  A	
  CONTRADICTION	
  	
  
	
  
There	
  are	
  still	
  two	
  points	
  in	
  the	
  problem	
  of	
  the	
  particularity	
  of	
  contradiction	
  that	
  must	
  be	
  singled	
  
out	
  for	
  analysis,	
  namely,	
  the	
  principal	
  contradiction	
  and	
  the	
  principal	
  aspect	
  of	
  a	
  contradiction.	
  	
  
	
  
There	
  are	
  many	
  contradictions	
  in	
  the	
  process	
  of	
  development	
  of	
  a	
  complex	
  thing,	
  and	
  one	
  of	
  them	
  is	
  
necessarily	
  the	
  principal	
  contradiction	
  whose	
  existence	
  and	
  development	
  determine	
  or	
  influence	
  
the	
  existence	
  and	
  development	
  of	
  the	
  other	
  contradictions.	
  For	
  instance,	
  in	
  capitalist	
  society	
  the	
  
two	
  forces	
  in	
  contradiction,	
  the	
  proletariat	
  and	
  the	
  bourgeoisie,	
  form	
  the	
  principal	
  contradiction.	
  
The	
  other	
  contradictions	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  are	
  all	
  determined	
  or	
  influenced	
  by	
  this	
  principal	
  contradiction.	
  	
  
	
  
In	
  a	
  semi-­‐colonial	
  country	
  such	
  as	
  China,	
  the	
  relationship	
  between	
  the	
  principal	
  contradiction	
  and	
  
the	
  non-­‐principal	
  contradictions	
  presents	
  a	
  complicated	
  picture.	
  When	
  imperialism	
  launches	
  a	
  war	
  
of	
  aggression	
  against	
  such	
  a	
  country,	
  all	
  its	
  various	
  classes,	
  except	
  for	
  some	
  traitors,	
  can	
  
temporarily	
  unite	
  in	
  a	
  national	
  war	
  against	
  imperialism.	
  At	
  such	
  a	
  time,	
  the	
  contradiction	
  between	
  
imperialism	
  and	
  the	
  country	
  concerned	
  becomes	
  the	
  principal	
  contradiction,	
  while	
  all	
  the	
  
contradictions	
  among	
  the	
  various	
  classes	
  within	
  the	
  country	
  (including	
  what	
  was	
  the	
  principal	
  
contradiction,	
  between	
  the	
  feudal	
  system	
  and	
  the	
  great	
  masses	
  of	
  the	
  people)	
  are	
  temporarily	
  
relegated	
  to	
  a	
  secondary	
  and	
  subordinate	
  position.	
  So	
  it	
  was	
  in	
  China	
  in	
  the	
  Opium	
  War	
  of	
  1840,	
  the	
  
Sino-­‐Japanese	
  War	
  of	
  1894	
  and	
  the	
  Yi	
  Ho	
  Tuan	
  [Boxer]	
  War	
  of	
  1900,	
  and	
  so	
  it	
  is	
  now	
  in	
  the	
  present	
  
Sino-­‐Japanese	
  War.	
  	
  
	
  
But	
  in	
  another	
  situation,	
  the	
  contradictions	
  change	
  position.	
  When	
  imperialism	
  carries	
  on	
  its	
  
oppression	
  not	
  by	
  war,	
  but	
  by	
  milder	
  means-­‐-­‐political,	
  economic	
  and	
  cultural-­‐-­‐the	
  ruling	
  classes	
  in	
  
semi-­‐colonial	
  countries	
  capitulate	
  to	
  imperialism,	
  and	
  the	
  two	
  form	
  an	
  alliance	
  for	
  the	
  joint	
  
oppression	
  of	
  the	
  masses	
  of	
  the	
  people.	
  At	
  such	
  a	
  time,	
  the	
  masses	
  often	
  resort	
  to	
  civil	
  war	
  against	
  
the	
  alliance	
  of	
  imperialism	
  and	
  the	
  feudal	
  classes,	
  while	
  imperialism	
  often	
  employs	
  indirect	
  
methods	
  rather	
  than	
  direct	
  action	
  in	
  helping	
  the	
  reactionaries	
  in	
  the	
  semi-­‐colonial	
  countries	
  to	
  
oppress	
  the	
  people,	
  and	
  thus	
  the	
  internal	
  contradictions	
  become	
  particularly	
  sharp.	
  This	
  is	
  what	
  
happened	
  in	
  China	
  in	
  the	
  Revolutionary	
  War	
  of	
  1911,	
  the	
  Revolutionary	
  War	
  of	
  1924-­‐27,	
  and	
  the	
  
ten	
  years	
  of	
  Agrarian	
  Revolutionary	
  War	
  after	
  1927	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  
	
  
When	
  a	
  revolutionary	
  civil	
  war	
  develops	
  to	
  the	
  point	
  of	
  threatening	
  the	
  very	
  existence	
  of	
  
imperialism	
  and	
  its	
  running	
  dogs,	
  the	
  domestic	
  reactionaries,	
  imperialism	
  often	
  adopts	
  other	
  
methods	
  in	
  order	
  to	
  maintain	
  its	
  rule;	
  it	
  either	
  tries	
  to	
  split	
  the	
  revolutionary	
  front	
  from	
  within	
  or	
  
sends	
  armed	
  forces	
  to	
  help	
  the	
  domestic	
  reactionaries	
  directly.	
  At	
  such	
  a	
  time,	
  foreign	
  imperialism	
  
and	
  domestic	
  reaction	
  stand	
  quite	
  openly	
  at	
  one	
  pole	
  while	
  the	
  masses	
  of	
  the	
  people	
  stand	
  at	
  the	
  
other	
  pole,	
  thus	
  forming	
  the	
  principal	
  contradiction	
  that	
  determines	
  or	
  influences	
  the	
  development	
  
of	
  the	
  other	
  contradictions.	
  The	
  assistance	
  given	
  by	
  various	
  capitalist	
  countries	
  to	
  the	
  Russian	
  
reactionaries	
  after	
  the	
  October	
  Revolution	
  is	
  an	
  example	
  of	
  armed	
  intervention.	
  Chiang	
  Kai-­‐shek's	
  
betrayal	
  in	
  1927	
  is	
  an	
  example	
  of	
  splitting	
  the	
  revolutionary	
  front.	
  	
  
	
  
But	
  whatever	
  happens,	
  there	
  is	
  no	
  doubt	
  at	
  all	
  that	
  at	
  every	
  stage	
  in	
  the	
  development	
  of	
  a	
  process,	
  
there	
  is	
  only	
  one	
  principal	
  contradiction,	
  which	
  plays	
  the	
  leading	
  role.	
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Hence,	
  if	
  in	
  any	
  process	
  there	
  are	
  a	
  number	
  of	
  contradictions,	
  one	
  of	
  them	
  must	
  be	
  the	
  principal	
  
contradiction	
  playing	
  the	
  leading	
  and	
  decisive	
  role,	
  while	
  the	
  rest	
  occupy	
  a	
  secondary	
  and	
  
subordinate	
  position.	
  Therefore,	
  in	
  studying	
  any	
  complex	
  process	
  in	
  which	
  there	
  are	
  two	
  or	
  more	
  
contradictions,	
  we	
  must	
  devote	
  every	
  effort	
  to	
  funding	
  its	
  principal	
  contradiction.	
  Once	
  this	
  
principal	
  contradiction	
  is	
  grasped,	
  all	
  problems	
  can	
  be	
  readily	
  solved	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  .There	
  are	
  thousands	
  of	
  
scholars	
  and	
  men	
  of	
  action	
  who	
  do	
  not	
  understand	
  it,	
  and	
  the	
  result	
  is	
  that,	
  lost	
  in	
  a	
  fog,	
  they	
  are	
  
unable	
  to	
  get	
  to	
  the	
  heart	
  of	
  a	
  problem	
  and	
  naturally	
  cannot	
  find	
  a	
  way	
  to	
  resolve	
  its	
  contradictions.	
  	
  
.	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  
	
  
In	
  studying	
  the	
  particularity	
  of	
  contradiction,	
  unless	
  we	
  examine	
  these	
  two	
  facets-­‐-­‐the	
  principal	
  and	
  
the	
  non-­‐principal	
  contradictions	
  in	
  a	
  process,	
  and	
  the	
  principal	
  and	
  the	
  non-­‐principal	
  aspects	
  of	
  a	
  
contradiction-­‐-­‐that	
  is,	
  unless	
  we	
  examine	
  the	
  distinctive	
  character	
  of	
  these	
  two	
  facets	
  of	
  
contradiction,	
  we	
  shall	
  get	
  bogged	
  down	
  in	
  abstractions,	
  be	
  unable	
  to	
  understand	
  contradiction	
  
concretely	
  and	
  consequently	
  be	
  unable	
  to	
  find	
  the	
  correct	
  method	
  of	
  resolving	
  it	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  Moreover,	
  it	
  is	
  
these	
  concrete	
  features	
  of	
  a	
  contradiction	
  and	
  the	
  changes	
  in	
  the	
  principal	
  and	
  non-­‐principal	
  
aspects	
  of	
  a	
  contradiction	
  in	
  the	
  course	
  of	
  its	
  development	
  that	
  manifest	
  the	
  force	
  of	
  the	
  new	
  
superseding	
  the	
  old.	
  The	
  study	
  of	
  the	
  various	
  states	
  of	
  unevenness	
  in	
  contradictions,	
  of	
  the	
  
principal	
  and	
  non-­‐principal	
  contradictions	
  and	
  of	
  the	
  principal	
  and	
  the	
  non-­‐principal	
  aspects	
  of	
  a	
  
contradiction	
  constitutes	
  an	
  essential	
  method	
  by	
  which	
  a	
  revolutionary	
  political	
  party	
  correctly	
  
determines	
  its	
  strategic	
  and	
  tactical	
  policies	
  both	
  in	
  political	
  and	
  in	
  military	
  affairs.	
  All	
  Communists	
  
must	
  give	
  it	
  attention.	
  
	
  
VI.	
  THE	
  PLACE	
  OF	
  ANTAGONISM	
  IN	
  CONTRADICTION	
  	
  
	
  
The	
  question	
  of	
  the	
  struggle	
  of	
  opposites	
  includes	
  the	
  question	
  of	
  what	
  is	
  antagonism.	
  Our	
  answer	
  
is	
  that	
  antagonism	
  is	
  one	
  form,	
  but	
  not	
  the	
  only	
  form,	
  of	
  the	
  struggle	
  of	
  opposites.	
  	
  
	
  
In	
  human	
  history,	
  antagonism	
  between	
  classes	
  exists	
  as	
  a	
  particular	
  manifestation	
  of	
  the	
  struggle	
  of	
  
opposites.	
  Consider	
  the	
  contradiction	
  between	
  the	
  exploiting	
  and	
  the	
  exploited	
  classes.	
  Such	
  
contradictory	
  classes	
  coexist	
  for	
  a	
  long	
  time	
  in	
  the	
  same	
  society,	
  be	
  it	
  slave	
  society,	
  feudal	
  society	
  or	
  
capitalist	
  society,	
  and	
  they	
  struggle	
  with	
  each	
  other;	
  but	
  it	
  is	
  not	
  until	
  the	
  contradiction	
  between	
  the	
  
two	
  classes	
  develops	
  to	
  a	
  certain	
  stage	
  that	
  it	
  assumes	
  the	
  form	
  of	
  open	
  antagonism	
  and	
  develops	
  
into	
  revolution	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  
	
  
Before	
  it	
  explodes,	
  a	
  bomb	
  is	
  a	
  single	
  entity	
  in	
  which	
  opposites	
  coexist	
  in	
  given	
  conditions.	
  The	
  
explosion	
  takes	
  place	
  only	
  when	
  a	
  new	
  condition,	
  ignition,	
  is	
  present.	
  An	
  analogous	
  situation	
  arises	
  
in	
  all	
  those	
  natural	
  phenomena,	
  which	
  finally	
  assume	
  the	
  form	
  of	
  open	
  conflict	
  to	
  resolve	
  old	
  
contradictions	
  and	
  produce	
  new	
  things.	
  	
  
	
  
It	
  is	
  highly	
  important	
  to	
  grasp	
  this	
  fact.	
  It	
  enables	
  us	
  to	
  understand	
  that	
  revolutions	
  and	
  
revolutionary	
  wars	
  are	
  inevitable	
  in	
  class	
  society	
  and	
  that	
  without	
  them,	
  it	
  is	
  impossible	
  to	
  
accomplish	
  any	
  leap	
  in	
  social	
  development	
  and	
  to	
  overthrow	
  the	
  reactionary	
  ruling	
  classes	
  and	
  
therefore	
  impossible	
  for	
  the	
  people	
  to	
  win	
  political	
  power.	
  Communists	
  must	
  expose	
  the	
  deceitful	
  
propaganda	
  of	
  the	
  reactionaries,	
  such	
  as	
  the	
  assertion	
  that	
  social	
  revolution	
  is	
  unnecessary	
  and	
  
impossible.	
  They	
  must	
  firmly	
  uphold	
  the	
  Marxist-­‐Leninist	
  theory	
  of	
  social	
  revolution	
  and	
  enable	
  the	
  
people	
  to	
  understand	
  that	
  social	
  revolution	
  is	
  not	
  only	
  entirely	
  necessary	
  but	
  also	
  entirely	
  
practicable,	
  and	
  that	
  the	
  whole	
  history	
  of	
  mankind	
  and	
  the	
  triumph	
  of	
  the	
  Soviet	
  Union	
  have	
  
confirmed	
  this	
  scientific	
  truth.	
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However,	
  we	
  must	
  make	
  a	
  concrete	
  study	
  of	
  the	
  circumstances	
  of	
  each	
  specific	
  struggle	
  of	
  opposites	
  
and	
  should	
  not	
  arbitrarily	
  apply	
  the	
  formula	
  discussed	
  above	
  to	
  everything.	
  Contradiction	
  and	
  
struggle	
  are	
  universal	
  and	
  absolute,	
  but	
  the	
  methods	
  of	
  resolving	
  contradictions,	
  that	
  is,	
  the	
  forms	
  
of	
  struggle,	
  differ	
  according	
  to	
  the	
  differences	
  in	
  the	
  nature	
  of	
  the	
  contradictions.	
  Some	
  
contradictions	
  are	
  characterized	
  by	
  open	
  antagonism,	
  others	
  are	
  not.	
  In	
  accordance	
  with	
  the	
  
concrete	
  development	
  of	
  things,	
  some	
  contradictions,	
  which	
  were	
  originally	
  non-­‐antagonistic,	
  
develop	
  into	
  antagonistic	
  ones,	
  while	
  others	
  that	
  were	
  originally	
  antagonistic	
  develop	
  into	
  non-­‐
antagonistic	
  ones.	
  	
  
	
  
As	
  already	
  mentioned,	
  so	
  long	
  as	
  classes	
  exist,	
  contradictions	
  between	
  correct	
  and	
  incorrect	
  ideas	
  
in	
  the	
  Communist	
  Party	
  are	
  reflections	
  within	
  the	
  Party	
  of	
  class	
  contradictions.	
  At	
  first,	
  with	
  regard	
  
to	
  certain	
  issues,	
  such	
  contradictions	
  may	
  not	
  manifest	
  themselves	
  as	
  antagonistic.	
  But	
  with	
  the	
  
development	
  of	
  the	
  class	
  struggle,	
  they	
  may	
  grow	
  and	
  become	
  antagonistic	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  .	
  At	
  present	
  the	
  
contradiction	
  between	
  correct	
  and	
  incorrect	
  thinking	
  in	
  our	
  Party	
  does	
  not	
  manifest	
  itself	
  in	
  an	
  
antagonistic	
  form,	
  and	
  if	
  comrades	
  who	
  have	
  committed	
  mistakes	
  can	
  correct	
  them,	
  it	
  will	
  not	
  
develop	
  into	
  antagonism.	
  Therefore,	
  the	
  Party	
  must	
  on	
  the	
  one	
  hand	
  wage	
  a	
  serious	
  struggle	
  against	
  
erroneous	
  thinking,	
  and	
  on	
  the	
  other	
  give	
  the	
  comrades	
  who	
  have	
  committed	
  errors	
  ample	
  
opportunity	
  to	
  wake	
  up.	
  This	
  being	
  the	
  case,	
  excessive	
  struggle	
  is	
  obviously	
  inappropriate.	
  But	
  if	
  the	
  
people	
  who	
  have	
  committed	
  errors	
  persist	
  in	
  them	
  and	
  aggravate	
  them,	
  there	
  is	
  the	
  possibility	
  that	
  
this	
  contradiction	
  will	
  develop	
  into	
  antagonism.	
  
	
  	
  
Economically,	
  the	
  contradiction	
  between	
  town	
  and	
  country	
  is	
  an	
  extremely	
  antagonistic	
  one	
  both	
  in	
  
capitalist	
  society,	
  where	
  under	
  the	
  rule	
  of	
  the	
  bourgeoisie	
  the	
  towns	
  ruthlessly	
  plunder	
  the	
  
countryside,	
  and	
  in	
  the	
  Kuomintang	
  areas	
  in	
  China,	
  where	
  under	
  the	
  rule	
  of	
  foreign	
  imperialism	
  and	
  
the	
  Chinese	
  big	
  comprador	
  bourgeoisie	
  the	
  towns	
  most	
  rapaciously	
  plunder	
  the	
  countryside.	
  But	
  in	
  
a	
  socialist	
  country	
  and	
  in	
  our	
  revolutionary	
  base	
  areas,	
  this	
  antagonistic	
  contradiction	
  has	
  changed	
  
into	
  one	
  that	
  is	
  non-­‐antagonistic;	
  and	
  when	
  communist	
  society	
  is	
  reached	
  it	
  will	
  be	
  abolished.	
  	
  
	
  
Lenin	
  said,	
  "Antagonism	
  and	
  contradiction	
  are	
  not	
  at	
  all	
  one	
  and	
  the	
  same.	
  Under	
  socialism,	
  the	
  first	
  
will	
  disappear,	
  the	
  second	
  will	
  remain."	
  That	
  is	
  to	
  say,	
  antagonism	
  is	
  one	
  form,	
  but	
  not	
  the	
  only	
  
form,	
  of	
  the	
  struggle	
  of	
  opposites;	
  the	
  formula	
  of	
  antagonism	
  cannot	
  be	
  arbitrarily	
  applied	
  
everywhere.	
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