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Interview with
Chairman Gonzalo

OBJECTIVES

EL DIARIO: Chairman Gonzalo, what prompted 
you, after a lengthy silence, to do this interview? And 
why did you choose El Diario?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Let us start by saying that 
the Communist Party of Peru, which has been leading 
the people's war for more than eight years now, has 
expressed itself publicly in a number of different docu-
ments. We have always considered the pronouncements 
of the Party itself to be much more important, because 
that way it is crystal clear that it is the PCP that has 
dared to initiate the people's war, lead it, and carry it 
forward.

The reason we are taking this occasion to speak in a 
personal interview like this one, which is the first time 
we have had the pleasure to do so, and specifically with 
you, has to do with the Party Congress. Our Party has 
accomplished a long-awaited historic task with the con-
vening of its Congress. For decades we struggled hard 
to bring this about, but it's only the people's war that 
has given us the conditions to actually accomplish it. 
That's why we say that the First Congress is the off-
spring of two great parents: the Party and the people's 
war. As the official documents state, this Congress 
marks a milestone, a victory, in which our Party has 
been able to sum up the long road traveled, and has 
established the three basic elements of Party unity: its 
ideology, which is Marxism-Leninism-Maoism, Gonzalo 
Thought; the programme; and the general political line. 
Furthermore, this Congress has established a solid basis
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for advancing towards the prospective seizure of Power. 
The Congress, then, is a great victory, and it is one of 
the main reasons for giving this interview. Other reasons
have to do with the profound crisis that our country is 
going through, and the ever-growing and more powerful 
development of the class struggle of the masses, and 
with the international situation and how revolution is 
the main trend in the world.

As to why we are doing this interview with El Diario, 
there is a very simple reason. El Diario is a trench of 
combat and today it is the only tribune that really 
serves the people. We believe that though it would have 
been possible to be interviewed by others, including for-
eigners, it is better, and more in accord with our princi-
ples, to be interviewed by a paper like El Diario, which 
is really struggling every day under difficult conditions 
to serve the people and the revolution. That is the rea-
son.

EL DIARIO: Chairman Gonzalo, have you weighed 
the possible implications of conducting this interview? 
Let me ask you – don't you run some risk talking pub-
licly at this time?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Being communists, we fear
nothing. Moreover, our Party has steeled us to challenge
death itself, and to carry our life on our fingertips so 
that we may give it whenever the revolution demands it.
We believe that this interview has overriding impor-
tance: it serves our Party, serves the revolution, serves 
our people and our class, and also—why not say it—
serves the international proletariat, the peoples of the 
world, the world revolution. Whatever risk then, is noth-
ing – especially, I repeat, steeled as we are by the Party.
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I. IDEOLOGICAL QUESTIONS

EL DIARIO: Chairman, let's talk about one of the 
ideological foundations of the PCP, Maoism. Why do you
consider Maoism the third stage of Marxism?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: This point is crucial, and 
of enormous consequence. For us, Marxism is a process 
of development, and this great process has given us a 
new, third, and higher stage. Why do we say that we are 
in a new, third, and higher stage, Maoism? We say this 
because in examining the three component parts of 
Marxism, it is clearly evident that Chairman Mao 
Zedong has developed each one of these three parts. 
Let's enumerate them: in Marxist philosophy no one can
deny his great contribution to the development of dia-
lectics, focusing on the law of contradiction, establish-
ing that it is the only fundamental law. On political 
economy, it will suffice to highlight two things. The first,
of immediate and concrete importance for us, is bureau-
crat capitalism, and second, the development of the 
political economy of socialism, since in synthesis we can
say that it is Mao who really established and developed 
the political economy of socialism. With regard to scien-
tific socialism, it is enough to point to people's war, 
since it is with Chairman Mao Zedong that the interna-
tional proletariat has attained a fully developed military
theory, giving us then the military theory of our class, 
the proletariat, applicable everywhere. We believe that 
these three questions demonstrate a development of 
universal character. Looked at in this way what we have 
is a new stage – and we call it the third one, because 
Marxism has two preceding stages, that of Marx and 
that of Lenin, which is why we speak of Marxism-Lenin-
ism. A higher stage, because with Maoism the ideology 
of the worldwide proletariat attains its highest develop-
ment up to now, its loftiest peak, but with the under-

8



standing that Marxism is—if you'll excuse the reitera-
tion—a dialectical unity that develops through great 
leaps, and that these great leaps are what give rise to 
stages. So for us, what exists in the world today is Marx-
ism-Leninism-Maoism, and principally Maoism. We 
think that to be Marxists today, to be Communists, nec-
essarily demands that we be Marxist-Leninist-Maoists 
and principally Maoists. Otherwise, we couldn't be gen-
uine communists.

I would like to emphasize a situation that is rarely 
taken into account and definitely deserves to be studied
closely today. I am referring to Mao Zedong’s develop-
ment of Lenin's great thesis on imperialism. This is of 
great importance today, and in the historical stage that 
is presently unfolding. Again simply listing his contribu-
tions, we could point out the following: he discovered a 
law of imperialism when he said that imperialism makes
trouble and fails, makes trouble again and fails again, 
until its final doom. He also specified a period in the 
process of development of imperialism, which he called 
“the next 50 to 100 years,” years, as he said, unparalleled
on earth, during which, as we understand it, we will 
sweep imperialism and reaction from the face of the 
earth. He also pointed to something that today more 
than ever can't be ignored. He said that “a period of 
struggle between U.S. imperialism and Soviet social-
imperialism has begun.” In addition, we all know of his 
great strategic thesis that “imperialism and all reac-
tionaries are paper tigers.” This is a thesis of enormous 
importance and we must keep in mind that Chairman 
Mao applied this thesis to U.S. imperialism and Soviet 
social-imperialism, both of which we have no reason to 
be afraid of. But also, we must keep in mind how he saw
the development of war, following exactly what Lenin 
had stated about the era of wars that had opened up in 
the world. The Chairman has taught us that a country, a
nation, a people, no matter how small, can defeat the 
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most powerful exploiter and dominator on Earth if they 
dare to take up arms. Moreover, he has taught us how 
to understand the process of war and how never to fall 
for nuclear blackmail. I believe that these are some 
questions that we must keep in mind in order to under-
stand how Chairman Mao Zedong developed Lenin's 
great thesis on imperialism. And why do I insist on this?
Because we understand that just as Lenin's contribu-
tions are based on the great work of Marx, Chairman 
Mao Zedong’s developments are based on the great 
work of Marx and Lenin on Marxism-Leninism. We 
would never be able to understand Maoism, without 
understanding Marxism-Leninism.

We believe that these things are of great importance 
today, and for us it has been decisive to understand 
Maoism in theory and practice as a third, new, and 
higher stage.

EL DIARIO: Chairman Gonzalo, do you believe that 
if José Carlos Mariátegui were alive he would uphold 
the theories and contributions of Chairman Mao?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: In synthesis, Mariátegui 
was a Marxist-Leninist. Beyond that, in Mariátegui, the 
founder of the Party, we find theses similar to those that
Chairman Mao has made universal. Thus, as I see it, 
today Mariátegui would be a Marxist-Leninist-Maoist. 
This is not speculation, it is simply the product of 
understanding the life and work of José Carlos Mar-
iátegui.

EL DIARIO: Moving on to another question, what is
the ideology of the proletariat and what role does it play
in the social processes of the world today? What do the 
classics, Marx, Lenin and Mao, mean to the PCP?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Today, tomorrow, and in 
these stormy decades in which we live, we can see the 
enormous and overriding importance that proletarian 
ideology has. First, although I'm emphasizing some-
thing that is well known, it is the theory and practice of 
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the final class in history. The ideology of the proletariat 
is the product of the struggle of the international prole-
tariat. It also comprehends the study and understand-
ing of the whole historical process of class struggle that 
went on before the proletariat, of the struggle of the 
peasantry in particular, the great heroic struggles they 
have waged—it represents the highest level of study and
understanding that science has produced. In sum, the 
ideology of the proletariat, the great creation of Marx, is
the highest world outlook that has ever been or ever will
be seen on Earth. It is the world outlook, the scientific 
ideology that for the first time provided mankind, our 
class principally, and the people, with a theoretical and 
practical instrument for transforming the world. And we
have seen how everything that he predicted has come 
about. Marxism has been developing, it has become 
Marxism-Leninism, and today Marxism-Leninism-Mao-
ism. And we see how this ideology is the only one capa-
ble of transforming the world, making revolution, and 
leading us to the inevitable goal of communism. It is of 
enormous importance.

I would like to emphasize something: it is ideology, 
but it is scientific. Nevertheless, we must understand 
very well that we cannot make any concessions to the 
stand of the bourgeoisie which wants to reduce the ide-
ology of the proletariat to a simple method. To do so is 
to debase it and deny it. Please excuse my insistence, 
but as Chairman Mao said, “it isn't enough to say it 
once, but a hundred times, it isn't enough to say it to a 
few, but to many.” Basing myself on this I say that the 
ideology of the proletariat, Marxism-Leninism-Maoism 
and today principally Maoism, is the only all-powerful 
ideology because it is true, and historical facts are 
showing that. It is the product aside from what has 
already been said, of the extraordinary work of extraor-
dinary historical figures like Marx, Engels, Lenin, Stalin,
and Chairman Mao Zedong, to point out the most out-
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standing. But among them we give special emphasis to 
three: Marx, Lenin, and Chairman Mao Zedong as the 
three banners that are embodied, once again, in Marx-
ism-Leninism-Maoism, and principally Maoism. And 
what, precisely, is our task today? It is to raise up the 
banner of our ideology, defend, and apply it, and to 
struggle energetically so that it will lead and guide the 
world revolution. Without proletarian ideology, there is 
no revolution. Without proletarian ideology, there is no 
hope for our class and the people. Without proletarian 
ideology, there is no communism.

EL DIARIO: Speaking of ideology, why Gonzalo 
Thought?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Marxism has always 
taught us that the problem lies in the application of uni-
versal truth. Chairman Mao Zedong was extremely 
insistent on this point, that if Marxism-Leninism-Mao-
ism is not applied to concrete reality, it is not possible 
to lead a revolution, not possible to transform the old 
order, destroy it, or create a new one. It is the applica-
tion of Marxism-Leninism-Maoism to the Peruvian revo-
lution that has produced Gonzalo Thought. Gonzalo 
Thought has been forged in the class struggle of our 
people, mainly the proletariat, in the incessant strug-
gles of the peasantry, and in the larger framework of the 
world revolution, in the midst of these earthshaking 
battles, applying as faithfully as possible the universal 
truths to the concrete conditions of our country. Previ-
ously we called it the Guiding Thought. And if today the
Party, through its Congress, has sanctioned the term 
Gonzalo Thought, it's because a leap has been made in 
the Guiding Thought through the development of the 
people's war. In sum, Gonzalo Thought is none other 
than the application of Marxism-Leninism-Maoism to 
our concrete reality. This means that it is principal 
specifically for our Party, for the people's war and for the
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revolution in our country, and I want to emphasize that.
But for us, looking at our ideology in universal terms, I 
emphasize once again, it is Maoism that is principal.

EL DIARIO: What role is revisionism playing, and 
how does the PCP struggle against it?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: First, we should remember
that every advance of Marxism has been made amidst 
fierce struggle. And in this process of development of 
Marxism, old-style revisionism emerged and met its 
downfall in World War I. But since then, we communists 
have confronted a new revisionism, modern revisionism,
that began to develop with Khrushchev and his lackeys,
and which is now unleashing a new offensive against 
Marxism. Its principal centers are the Soviet Union and 
China.

Revisionism arose as a complete negation of Marx-
ism. Modern revisionism, likewise, is always aiming to 
substitute bourgeois philosophy for Marxist philosophy,
going against political economy, particularly denying 
the growing impoverishment and the inevitability of the
downfall of imperialism. Revisionism strives to falsify 
and twist scientific socialism in order to oppose the 
class struggle and revolution, peddling parliamentary 
cretinism and pacifism. All these positions have been 
expounded by the revisionists, who have aimed for and 
continue to aim for the restoration of capitalism, the 
undermining and blocking of the world revolution, and 
to denigrate the conquering spirit of our class. But here 
I feel it is necessary to spell out some points to make 
this concrete: revisionism behaves like any imperialism. 
For example, the Soviet Union, Soviet social-imperial-
ism, preaches and practices parliamentary cretinism. It 
mounts and conducts armed actions for the purpose of 
gaining world hegemony. It carries out aggression, pits 
one people against another, sets masses against masses,
and divides our class and the people. In a thousand and 
one ways Soviet revisionism fights against everything 
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that is truly Marxist and everything that serves the rev-
olution. We are an example of how they do this. The 
social-imperialists of the USSR have developed a per-
verse worldwide plan to become a hegemonic super-
power using all the means at their disposal. This 
includes setting up phony parties, communist in name 
only, “bourgeois workers parties” to use Engels' words. 
And this is how Chinese revisionism and all revisionists 
act, differing only with regard to their particular circum-
stances, according to who pulls their strings.

Therefore, for us, the task is to fight revisionism and 
fight it relentlessly. We must keep in mind the lesson 
that we can't fight imperialism without combating revi-
sionism. And our Congress has declared that we must 
wage a relentless and uncompromising struggle against 
imperialism, revisionism and reaction worldwide.

How should we carry out this struggle? In all 
spheres: the ideological, the economic, and the political
—we must fight them in each one of these classic 
spheres. For if we should fail to carry out the struggle 
against revisionism, we wouldn't be communists. A 
communist has the obligation to combat revisionism, 
untiringly, and implacably.

And we have fought against revisionism. We've 
fought against it since it first came on the scene. We 
were fortunate in this country to have been able to con-
tribute by expelling them from the Party in 1964, a fact 
they always try to hide. I want to make it very clear that
the vast majority of the Communist Party united behind
the banner of struggle against revisionism which Mao 
Zedong had unfurled, and they took aim at and struck 
blows against revisionism in the ranks of the Commu-
nist Party of that time until they expelled Del Prado 
and his gang. From that time up to the present we've 
continued fighting revisionism, not only here, but 
beyond our borders as well. We oppose it internation-
ally, we oppose the Soviet social-imperialism of Gor-
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bachev, the Chinese revisionism of the perverse Deng 
Xiaoping, the Albanian revisionism of Ramiz Alia, fol-
lower of the revisionist Hoxha, just as we oppose all 
revisionists, whether they follow the line of the social-
imperialists, the Chinese or Albanian revisionists, or 
anyone else.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, who is the main exponent of
revisionism in Peru itself?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: The so-called Peruvian 
Communist Party, the one that publishes, or published, 
Unity, the fifth column of Soviet revisionism, headed by 
the crusty revisionist Jorge Del Prado, who some con-
sider to be a “time-honored revolutionary.” Secondly 
there is Patria Roja, an agent of Chinese revisionism 
whose party hacks worship Deng.

EL DIARIO: Do you think that the influence of revi-
sionism among the Peruvian masses creates an adverse 
situation for the revolution?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: If we keep in mind what 
Lenin taught us and what Chairman Mao in turn 
emphasized and continued to develop, we see that revi-
sionism is an agent of the bourgeoisie in the ranks of the
proletariat, and so it provokes splits. It divides the com-
munist movement and Communist Parties, it divides 
the trade union movement, and it breaks up and divides
the people's movement.

Revisionism obviously is a cancer, a cancer that has 
to be ruthlessly eliminated. Otherwise we won't be able 
to advance the revolution. Remembering what Lenin 
said, in a concise way, we must forge ahead on two ques-
tions, the question of revolutionary violence, and the 
relentless struggle against opportunism, against revi-
sionism.

I believe that in our country, in considering the situ-
ation of the masses, we must see not only this question, 
but what Engels called the “colossal pile of rubbish.” He
taught us that when a movement lasts for decades, like 
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the movement of the proletariat, and even more so the 
movement of the people, in our country, a great deal of 
rubbish piles up that needs to be swept away bit by bit. 
Our view is that this is something that has to be consid-
ered as well.

How much can it influence the masses? Among the 
masses, what revisionism does is serve the cause of 
capitulation to internal reaction, concretely to the big 
bourgeoisie and the landlords, to the landlord-bureau-
crat capitalist dictatorship which is the Peruvian State 
of today. Internationally, it capitulates to imperialism 
and serves social-imperialist hegemony or the desires 
for the same among certain powers evolving in that 
direction, like China. We believe that as the revolution 
and the people's war develop, as the class struggle 
sharpens, the people and the proletariat heighten their 
understanding more and more. And at the same time, 
as they are forced to witness the betrayal of the revi-
sionists and opportunists of all kinds on a daily basis, 
and as they see even more of this in the future, the pro-
letariat and the people will have to carry out their mis-
sion of sweeping the revisionists out of all the corners as
best they can. Unfortunately, as Engels has taught us, 
they can't be eliminated all at once, as they are part of 
the “colossal pile of rubbish.”

EL DIARIO: Do you believe that revisionism is being
decisively defeated in this country?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: To reiterate what the 
founders of Marxism have taught, to the extent that 
revisionism acts in concert with the reactionary State, 
the masses will come to understand its despicable role. 
As they see its actions, to the extent the people as a 
whole and the class see how they act, it's inevitable that
they will more and more come to understand the perni-
cious role of the revisionists, as traffickers, sellouts of 
the workers, opportunists and traitors. The revisionists 
are heading for their demise and have been for some 
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time now, not only because of the people's war, but 
rather this process began when revisionism was 
expelled from the ranks of the Party, because at that 
point another batch of serious communists began to 
come forward, and later became those who today, under
the guidance of the Communist Party of Peru, are lead-
ing the people's war. And we think that the masses, with
the class instincts of which Mariátegui spoke, will 
increasingly come to understand this, as they have 
already begun to do.

Revisionism has already lost out, it's only a matter of
time. The problem is already defined, the rubbish has 
begun to be swept away, burned away; as I said, it's only
a matter of time. The process of their demise began 
years ago. And if we go back further, to the beginnings, 
the ball game was lost when they became revisionists, 
when they abandoned their principles – at that point. 
What remained to be seen was how the class struggle 
would develop, and how a Party like ours would be 
capable of carrying out its role, and how the masses 
would sustain it, support it and carry it forward, how 
they would come to see that it is their Party, that it 
defends their interests. And it is the masses themselves 
who will settle accounts, giving a just punishment to 
those who for decades have sold out and who continue 
to sell out the proletariat's basic interests, and they will 
also condemn and sanction those traitors who try to do 
so or begin to do so.

EL DIARIO: What is your opinion of the New Evan-
gelism put forward by the Pope?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Marx taught us that “reli-
gion is the opiate of the people.” This is a Marxist thesis
which is completely valid today, and in the future. Marx 
also held that religion is a social phenomenon that is 
the product of exploitation and it will be eliminated as 
exploitation is swept away and a new society emerges. 
These are principles that we can't ignore, and that we 
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must always keep in mind. Related to the previous 
point, it must be remembered that the people are reli-
gious, something which never has and never will pre-
vent them from struggling for their basic class interests,
and in this way serving the revolution, and in particular 
the people's war. I want to make it absolutely clear that 
we respect this religiousness as a question of freedom of
religious beliefs, as recognized by the programme which
was approved by our Congress.

So the question you asked really has to do, in our 
view, with the ecclesiastic hierarchy, with the Papacy, 
that old theocracy that had succeeded in developing as 
a powerful instrument in Roman times. Later, adapting 
itself to the conditions of feudalism, it gained a vast 
power, even greater than before. But it always tried to 
rein in the struggle of the people, and defended the 
interests of the oppressors and exploiters, acting as an 
ideological shield for the reactionaries, changing and 
adapting itself as new situations emerged.

We can see this clearly if we think about the relation 
between the Church and the bourgeois revolution, the 
old bourgeois revolution, I'm referring to the French 
Revolution, for example. The Church fiercely defended 
feudalism, and later, through a lot of struggle and after 
the defeat of feudalism—let me repeat, through great 
struggle it adapted itself to the bourgeois order and 
became once again an instrument at the service of the 
new exploiters and oppressors. In the present situation,
what we see is a historical process which is unstop-
pable. The era of the world proletarian revolution, the 
new era begun in 1917, presents the problem for the 
proletariat of how to lead revolutions to change the old 
decadent order and create a genuinely new society, 
communism. In the face of this, how has the Church 
responded? As in previous times, it seeks to survive, 
and this is the basis of the Vatican II Council, where the 
Church sought to develop conditions that would permit
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it, first, to defend the old order as it has always done, 
and then, adjust and adapt itself in order to serve new 
exploiters, to continue to survive. This is what it seeks, 
this is the essence of Vatican II.

The question of the “new evangelism” refers explic-
itly to how ecclesiastical authority, the Pope in particu-
lar, sees the role of Latin America, where, as they them-
selves say and the current Pope said in 1984, half the 
world's Catholics live. They are, consequently, trying to 
use the five hundredth anniversary of the discovery of 
America to push forward a so-called movement of “new 
evangelism.” In sum, this is what they hope for: since 
evangelism officially began in 1494 following the discov-
ery of America, with this new centennial they want to 
develop a “new evangelism” in defense of their bastion, 
this half of the “parish,” half of the bastion that sustains
them in power. This is their goal. In this way, the hierar-
chy and the Papacy aim to defend their position in 
America and serve U.S. imperialism, the dominant 
imperialist power in Latin America.

But we have to understand this plan in the context 
of a campaign and a worldwide plan, linked to its rela-
tions with the Soviet Union on the occasion of the mil-
lennium of its Christianization, the ties with Chinese 
revisionism, the actions of the Church in Poland, the 
Ukraine, etc. It is a worldwide plan and the “new evan-
gelism” operates within it. As always they are attempt-
ing to defend the existing social order, to be its ideologi-
cal shield, because the ideology of reaction, of imperial-
ism, has become decrepit. In the future they will again 
seek to adapt in order to survive. But the prospects will 
be different, not like things were before. Marx's law will 
assert itself: religion will wither away as exploitation 
and oppression are destroyed and eliminated. And since
the Papacy serves the exploiting classes and what will 
follow is not an exploiting class, the Papacy will not be 
able to survive, and religion itself will wither away. In 
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the meantime the freedom of religious belief has to be 
recognized until mankind advancing through new 
objective conditions, comes to possess a clear, scientific 
and world-transforming consciousness. We must there-
fore, analyze the “new evangelism” in the context of this
plan of the Church to survive under new conditions, a 
transformation that they know must come.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, according to what you've 
said, could we conclude, or would you say that the fre-
quent visits of the Pope to our country have some rela-
tion to the people's war and the support the Pope is giv-
ing to the García Pérez regime?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: I believe that is right, 
that’s the way it is. In general, his visits to Latin Amer-
ica have to do with the importance of Latin America. 
And his visits to Peru have to do with how he called on 
us to lay down our arms while blessing the weapons of 
genocide as he did various times during his two visits to
Peru.

EL DIARIO: Now, Chairman, what will be the atti-
tude of the PCP towards the religious theocracy when 
this Party assumes State Power?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Marxism has taught us to 
separate Church and State, this is the first thing we will 
do. Secondly, I want to repeat, we respect the freedom 
of religious belief of the people—applying fully the prin-
ciple of freedom to believe, as well as not to believe, to 
be an atheist. That is how we will handle it.

II. ON THE PARTY

EL DIARIO: And moving to another subject of great
importance in this interview, the Party. What are the 
most important lessons to be drawn from the PCP's 
development?
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CHAIRMAN GONZALO: On the development of the
Party and its lessons, we can understand its history by 
dividing it into three parts which correspond to the 
three periods of contemporary Peruvian society. The 
first period, the first part, is the Founding of the Party, 
in which we were fortunate to have José Carlos Mar-
iátegui, a thoroughgoing Marxist-Leninist. But, 
inevitably, Mariátegui was opposed, negated, his line 
was abandoned and the constitutional congress that he 
left as a pending task was never held. The so-called 
Constitutional Congress that was held approved, as we 
know, the so-called line of “national unity,” which was 
totally opposed to Mariátegui's theories. In this way the 
Party fell headlong into opportunism, suffering from the
influence of Browderism, which Del Prado was linked up
with, and later, modern revisionism. This whole process 
takes us to the second period, that of the Reconstitu-
tion of the Party. This is, in sum, a struggle against revi-
sionism. It is a period that we can clearly see beginning 
to unfold with a certain intensity in the beginning of the
'60s. This process leads the members of the Party to 
unite against the revisionist leadership and, as I have 
said before, to expel them in the 4th Conference of Jan-
uary 1964. The process of reconstitution continues to 
unfold in the Party until 1978-1979, when it ends and a 
third period begins, the period of leading the people's 
war, which is the one we are living in now.

What lessons can we draw from this? The first lesson
is the importance of the basis of Party unity, and its 
relation to the two-line struggle. Without this basis and 
its three elements ([1] Marxism-Leninism-Maoism, 
Gonzalo Thought, [2] The Programme and [3] The 
General Political Line), there would be no basis for 
building the Party ideologically and politically. But 
without two-line struggle there would be no basis for 
Party unity. Without a firm and thorough two-line strug-
gle in the Party, there is no way to firmly grasp the ideol-
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ogy, nor establish the programme, nor the general politi-
cal line, much less defend, apply and develop them. For 
us the two-line struggle is fundamental, and that has to 
do with our view of the Party as a contradiction, in 
accordance with the universal law of contradiction. A 
second lesson is the importance of people's war. A Com-
munist Party's central task is the seizure of Power for 
the proletariat and the people. Once constituted, and 
basing itself on the concrete conditions, the Party must 
strive to carry out the seizure of Power, which it can 
only do through people's war. The third important les-
son is the need to forge leadership. Leadership is key, 
and it does not develop spontaneously but must be 
forged over a long period of intense and arduous strug-
gle, particularly in order to provide leadership for a peo-
ple's war. A fourth lesson we can sum up is the need to 
prepare the ground for the seizure of Power. Just as the 
people's war is necessary to seize Power, it is necessary 
to prepare the ground for the seizure of Power. What do 
we mean by this? We must create organizational forms 
superior to those of the reactionaries. We believe that 
these are important lessons. A final one is proletarian 
internationalism, always developing the struggle as part
of the international proletariat, always viewing the revo-
lution as part of the world revolution, developing the 
people's war, as our Party's slogan says, in the service of 
the world revolution. Why? Because in the final analysis 
a Communist Party has an irreplaceable final goal: com-
munism. And, as has been established, onto that stage 
all must enter, or no one will. We believe that these are 
the most crucial lessons that we should sum up.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, what is the significance of 
José Carlos Mariátegui for the PCP?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: For the PCP, Mariátegui is 
its founder. He built the Party on a clear Marxist-Lenin-
ist basis. Consequently, he provided it with a clear ideo-
logical stand. For him, Marxism-Leninism was the 
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Marxism of his era, of his time. He provided the Party 
with a general political line. Mariátegui, the greatest 
Marxist that America has produced until now, left us his
greatest work, the formation of the Communist Party of 
Peru. We understand very well what his loss meant for 
the Party, but we should be clear on the fact that he 
gave his very life to fulfill this great work. What we mean
is that founding the Party took up his whole life. So he 
didn't have time to consolidate and develop the Party. 
Just think about it, he died less than two years after its 
founding. A Party needs time to consolidate, to develop,
in order to carry out its historic task.

We would like to point something out. As early as 
1966 we stated that Mariátegui's road must never be 
abandoned, and that the task was to reclaim that road 
and develop it further. I want to emphasize, develop it 
further. Why? Because on a world level Marxism had 
already entered a new stage that is today Maoism. In 
our own country, bureaucrat capitalism, in particular, 
had developed right alongside of the inexhaustible 
struggle of the proletariat and the Peruvian people, who
have never ceased to struggle. For that reason, we set 
out to reclaim Mariátegui's road and develop it further. 
We have made the contribution of rediscovering Mar-
iátegui and his validity with regard to the general laws 
which are the same and only need to be applied in the 
new national and international context, as I've 
explained. This has been our contribution.

A lot could be said, but it is more worthwhile I 
believe to emphasize a few things. In 1975, “Reclaim 
Mariátegui and Rebuild his Party” was published. In 
this brief document we showed, in opposition to many 
who today call themselves Mariáteguists, that Mar-
iátegui was “guilty as charged,” an avowed Marxist-
Leninist as he himself correctly said. We have stated the
five elements that constitute his general political line. 
We showed that theories similar to those of Chairman 
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Mao are found in Mariátegui. Here it's enough to point 
to questions regarding the united front or the impor-
tant question of violence. Mariátegui said, “Power is 
seized through violence and is defended with dictator-
ship,” “today revolution is the bloody process through 
which things are born,” and throughout the years of his 
glorious life he persistently upheld the role of revolu-
tionary violence and class dictatorship. He also said 
that no matter how big a majority you might have in 
parliament, it could only serve to dissolve a cabinet, but
never to do away with the bourgeois class. What is abso-
lutely clear, and must be emphasized because it is key 
to his thought, is that Mariátegui was antirevisionist.

We have, in sum, struggled to reclaim and develop 
the road of Mariátegui. But allow me to say something 
more. It would be good to ask some of those who now 
call themselves Mariáteguists what they used to think 
of Mariátegui—they rejected him, clearly and concretely.
I am referring to those of today's Mariateguist United 
Party [PUM], yes, to those who come from the so-called
“New Left,” who proclaimed Mariátegui outdated, a 
thing of the past, essentially that's all there was to their 
argument. But even more importantly, these and others,
are they really Mariáteguists? Let's take Barrantes 
Lingán. How can he be a Mariáteguist if he embodies 
the complete rejection of the clear Marxist-Leninist the-
ories that Mariátegui, in his time, firmly and decisively 
upheld? Mariátegui was never a parliamentarian, he 
proposed using elections for the purpose of propaganda
and agitation. It was revisionists like Acosta who, in 
1945, held that this view was outdated and that the task
was to win seats in parliament. And this is what the 
phony Mariáteguists, out and out unrepentant parlia-
mentary cretinists, do today.

In sum, this is how we view Mariátegui: he is the 
founder of the Party, his role is etched in history so that 
no one will ever be able to deny it and his work will not 
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perish. But it was necessary to continue on his road, to 
develop it further. The only logical way to carry through 
on the teachings of a Marxist-Leninist founder like Mar-
iátegui, whose thinking, I repeat, contained theories 
similar to Chairman Mao's, is to be Marxist-Leninist-
Maoists as we, the members of the Communist Party of 
Peru, are. We think the founder is himself a great exam-
ple and we are extremely proud that he was the one 
who founded our Party.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, what was José Carlos Mar-
iátegui's influence on the development of the class con-
sciousness of the Peruvian workers?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Mariátegui accomplished 
a great deal in the midst of intense struggle, and excuse 
me if in answering your question I get into some other 
things as well. He was already a Marxist before going to 
Europe. This is the first thing we would like to insist on, 
because it is always said that he became a Marxist 
there. The fact that he developed there is another thing.
Obviously, the European experience was extremely 
important to him. Mariátegui waged a very important 
struggle in the ideological sphere, a struggle on behalf 
of what he called socialism. This is the term he used, as 
he explained, because here term had not been debased 
as it had been in Europe. But what he upheld and prop-
agated was Marxism-Leninism.

He waged a political struggle of great importance in 
order to form the Party. And this has to do with the 
debate between Mariátegui and Haya de la Torre, which
today is being bandied about and cynically and shame-
lessly distorted. The essence of this question is very 
dear: Mariátegui proposed the formation of a Commu-
nist Party, a Party of the proletariat, while Haya de la 
Torre proposed the formation of a front similar to the 
Kuomintang, claiming that the proletariat in Peru was 
too tiny and immature to be able to give rise to a Com-
munist Party. This was nothing but sophistry, and it is 
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important to keep that in mind. But furthermore, APRA
[American Popular Revolutionary Alliance—Peruvian 
Aprista Party], when it was founded in Peru, was similar
to Chiang Kai-shek's Kuomintang, that is, the execu-
tioner of the Chinese Revolution who carried out the 
counterrevolutionary coup in 1927. This is something we
should always bear in mind. Why do I emphasize this 
problem? Because now they are talking about an Haya-
Mariáteguism, even an Haya-Leninism. Ridiculous! 
Mariátegui indeed was a Marxist-Leninist, Haya was 
never a Marxist or a Leninist. Never! He always opposed
Lenin's theories. It's necessary to emphasize this 
because we can't let them get away with shameless dis-
tortions like these which, in the final analysis, are noth-
ing but a mess, a hodge-podge thrown together in order
to promote an alliance between the present day APRA 
and the United Left [Izquierda Unida (IU]. This is really
the bottom line. The rest, cheap hoaxes.

Well, but to answer your question. Mariátegui did all 
this linked to the masses, to the proletariat, to the peas-
antry. He was theoretically and practically involved in 
the formation of the General Confederation of Workers 
of Peru [Confederación General de Trabajadores del 
Perú (CGTP)], which is the product mainly of his work. 
But the CGTP that he founded in the latter part of the 
twenties is not the present-day CGTP, which is the com-
plete negation of what Mariátegui had established. He 
also developed work with the peasantry. The peasant 
question was a central one for him. He saw it as the 
agrarian question, and essentially the Indian question 
as he explained so well. Likewise he worked with the 
intellectuals, as well as with women and the youth. Mar-
iátegui developed his work in connection with the 
masses, showing them the way, establishing concrete 
forms of organization and acting decisively to further 
develop the organization of the proletariat and the peo-
ple of Peru.
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EL DIARIO: Continuing on the same theme, why 
does the PCP give so much importance to the fraction 
that reconstituted the Party?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: This is an important sub-
ject that is not well known outside the ranks of the 
Party. Let's begin with this: Lenin set forward the con-
cept of the fraction, conceiving of it as a group of like-
minded persons solidly united in action around princi-
ples in their purest form, and that a fraction must 
openly state its political positions in order to carry out 
the struggle and develop the Party. It is this Leninist 
conception that we adopted to build the fraction in our 
Party. The fraction began to form in the early ‘60s, and 
its formation was related to the worldwide struggle 
between Marxism and revisionism which was obviously 
reflected in our country. The fraction began to pose the 
problem of how to develop the revolution in Peru, and 
found these issues dealt with in Chairman Mao 
Zedong's works which had by then begun to arrive in 
our country. What issues did we focus on? We put for-
ward that the revolution in Peru needed a Party with a 
solid ideological and political foundation, that the peas-
antry was the main force in our society while the prole-
tariat was the leading class, and that the road we must 
follow was from the countryside to the city. This is how 
we unfolded things. The fraction contributed to the 
struggle against Del Prado's revisionism and we were 
part of all those who united to sweep the Del Prado 
clique from the ranks of the Party and expel them.

The fraction continued to evolve within a framework
in which there were several fractions in the Parry, a frac-
tion headed by Paredes and two others that didn't act 
openly, but went against the Leninist criteria for a frac-
tion, and acted instead as a party within a party. I'm 
referring to Patria Roja, with its so-called “Ching-kang 
group,” and the self-proclaimed “Bolshevik group.” And 
then there was our fraction centered in the Ayacucho 
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region. The fraction concentrated its efforts—the line 
having already been set in the 5th Conference, in 1965—
on raising for consideration the question of the three 
instruments of the revolution. This gave rise to a poorly 
led internal struggle. Because it lacked sufficient cohe-
sion, the Party exploded. Thus, first Patria Roja left the 
Party, expelled for following a right opportunist line, 
negating Chairman Mao, negating Mariátegui, negating 
the existence of a revolutionary situation in Peru. Three 
fractions remained.

Later, at the 6th Conference, held in 1969, we agreed 
on the basis of Party unity and on the reconstitution of 
the Party, two issues that the fraction had raised; just as
in 1967 it had raised fundamental questions in an 
expanded meeting of the political commission of that 
time. Paredes and his group weren't in agreement with 
the Reconstitution of the Party, nor with the basis of 
Party unity, and mounted a plan to destroy the Party 
since they could not control it. This was their sinister 
plan. A sharp struggle was waged against this right liq-
uidationism, leaving two fractions, ours and the self-
proclaimed “Bolshevik group” which was developing as 
left liquidationist. They held for example that there was 
stability in society and therefore a revolutionary situa-
tion did not exist. They said that fascism would wipe us 
out, that mass work wasn't possible, that we should 
concentrate on training cadre through study groups, 
etc.

As a result of this struggle the fraction had to 
assume the task of reconstituting the Party by itself. 
Lenin said that there comes a time when it's necessary 
for a genuinely revolutionary fraction to rebuild the 
Party. This is the task that the fraction assumed. Here 
one might ask, why did the fraction shoulder the task of
reconstituting the Party? Why didn't it found another 
Party as was the fashion, and still is today? The first 
reason is because the Party was founded in 1928 on a 
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clear Marxist-Leninist basis, and so it had a great deal 
of experience, experience drawn from both positive and 
negative lessons. What's more, Lenin said that when one
is in a Party that is deviating, moving off course, or fall-
ing headlong into opportunism, one has the duty to 
strive to put it back on the right course. Not to do so is 
a political crime. So the importance of the fraction is 
that it carried out this role, contributing to the Recon-
stitution of the Party, beginning with laying the ideolog-
ical and political foundation. We based ourselves on 
Maoism, which at that time was called Mao Zedong 
Thought, and on the establishment of a general political
line. The fraction has the great distinction of having 
reconstituted the Party, and once that was done, the 
instrument then existed: the “heroic combatant;” the 
Communist Party of a new type, Marxist-Leninist-
Maoist; the organized political vanguard—and not a 
“political-military organization” as it is often incorrectly 
put, but the Party required to launch the struggle to 
seize Power with arms in hand through people's War.

EL DIARIO: How has the Party changed through 
the people's war?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: First, and most important,
the work leading up to the people's war helped us to 
come to understand Maoism as a new, third, and higher 
stage of Marxism. It has helped us develop the milita-
rization of the Party and its concentric construction. 
Through the people's war, a People's Guerrilla Army has
been forged. It was formed not long ago, in 1983.

The People's Guerrilla Army is important. It is the 
principal form of organization corresponding to the peo-
ple's war which is the principal form of struggle. The 
People's Guerrilla Army which we have founded and 
which is developing vigorously, is being built based on 
Chairman Mao Zedong's theories, and on a very impor-
tant thesis of Lenin's concerning the people's militia. 
Lenin, concerned that the army could be usurped and 
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used to bring about a restoration, held that a people's 
militia should assume the functions of the army, police 
and administration. This is an important thesis and the 
fact that Lenin was not able to put it into practice due 
to historical circumstances does not make it any less 
important and valid. It is so important that Chairman 
Mao himself paid a lot of attention to the task of devel-
oping a people's militia. So our army has these features 
and it was formed by taking those experiences into 
account. But, at the same time, it has its own specific 
features. We have a structure composed of three forces: 
a main force, a local force and a base force. We have no 
independent militia, because it exists in the ranks of the
Army itself, which was formed according to this criteria.
It was the above-mentioned principles which guided us,
but we also think it's correct to say that the People's 
Guerrilla Army could not have been built in any other 
way given our concrete conditions. This army, all the 
same, has been able to act in every situation and can be 
readjusted and reorganized as necessary in the future.

Another thing that has come out of the people's war,
its main achievement, is the New Power. We see the 
question of the New Power as being linked to the ques-
tion of the united front, basing ourselves on what Chair-
man Mao said in his work “On New Democracy.” We've 
also kept in mind the long and putrid experience with 
frontism in Peru where they've bastardized and con-
tinue to bastardize the united front, yesterday with the 
so-called “National Liberation Front” and today mainly 
with the self-proclaimed United Left and other mon-
strosities in formation like the much cackled-about 
“Socialist Convergence.” In other words. we always take
into account the principles and concrete conditions of 
our reality. (That is why we don't understand why they 
call us dogmatists. In the final analysis, paper will put 
up with whatever is written on it.) This has led us to 
form the Revolutionary Front in Defense of the People 
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[Frente Revolucionario de Defensa del Pueblo (FRDP)].
Here is another point. We were the ones who formed the
first Front in Defense of the People in Ayacucho. Patria 
Roja appropriated this heroic example, but deformed it 
in creating their “FEDIP.” Even the name is wrong. If 
this is a front for defense of the people, why doesn't it 
defend the interests of the people? We build the Revolu-
tionary Front in Defense of the People only in the coun-
tryside, and in the form of the People's Committees it 
becomes the basis of Power. And those People's Com-
mittees in an area form a Base Area, and all the Base 
Areas together we call the New Democratic People's 
Republic in formation. In the cities we have established 
the Revolutionary Movement in Defense of the People 
(MRDP) which also serves to wage the people's war in 
the city, gather forces, undermine the reactionary order 
and develop the city, gather forces, undermine the reac-
tionary order and develop the unity of class forces in 
preparation for the future insurrection.

Other changes have to do with the forging of cadre. 
Obviously war forges in a different way. It steels people, 
permits us to imbue ourselves more deeply with our ide-
ology, and forge iron-like cadre who dare to challenge 
death, to snatch the laurels of victory from the clutches 
of death. Another change in the Party that we could 
point to, but on a different plane, has to do with the 
world revolution. The people's war has enabled the 
Party to demonstrate clearly how, by grasping Marxism-
Leninism-Maoism, we can develop a people's war with-
out being subordinate to any power, be it a superpower 
or any other power—how it's possible to rely on our own
strength to carry forward people's war. All this has given
the Party prestige on an international level that it never 
had before, and this is not vanity, far from it, it's just a 
simple fact, and it has also allowed us to serve the 
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development of the world revolution as never before. In 
this way the Party, through the people's war, is fulfilling 
its role as the Communist Party of Peru.

EL DIARIO: How do the workers and peasants par-
ticipate in the People's Guerrilla Army?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: The peasantry, especially 
the poor peasants, are the main participants, as fighters
and commanders at different levels in the People's 
Guerrilla Army. The workers participate in the same 
ways, although the percentage of workers at this time is
insufficient.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, where has the new Power 
developed most. in the countryside or in the city?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: We are developing the new
Power only in the countryside. In the cities it will be 
developed in the final stage of the revolution. It is a 
question of the process of people's war. I think that 
when we analyze people's war we'll be able to deal with 
this point a little more.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, moving on a bit, the docu-
ments of the Communist Party establish you as the 
Great Leader of the Party and the revolution. What 
does this imply, and how is it different from the revision-
ist theory of the cult of the personality?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Here we must remember 
how Lenin saw the relationship between the masses, 
classes, the Party and leaders. We believe that the revo-
lution, the Party, our class, generate top leaders, a 
group of top leaders. It has been like this in every revo-
lution. If we think, for instance, about the October Rev-
olution, we have Lenin, Stalin, Sverdlov and a few oth-
ers, a small group. Similarly, in the Chinese revolution 
there's also a small group of top leaders: Chairman Mao 
Zedong, and his comrades Kang Sheng, Jiang Qing, 
Zhang Chunqiao, among others. All revolutions are that
way, including our own. We could not be an exception. 
Here it's not true that there is an exception to every rule
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because what we're talking about here is the operation 
of certain laws. All such processes have leaders, but 
they also have a leader who stands out above the rest or
who leads the rest, in accordance with the conditions. 
Not all leaders can be viewed in exactly the same way. 
Marx is Marx, Lenin is Lenin, Chairman Mao is Chair-
man Mao. Each is unique, and no one is going to be just 
like them.

In our Party, revolution, and people's war, the prole-
tariat, by a combination of necessity and historical 
chance, has brought forth a group of top leaders, in 
Engels’ words. It is necessity that generates leaders, 
and a top leader, but just who that is is determined by 
chance, by a set of specific conditions that come 
together at a particular place and time. In this way, in 
our case too, a Great Leadership [Jefatura] has been 
generated. This was first acknowledged in the Party at 
the Expanded National Conference of 1979. But this 
question involves another basic question that can't be 
overlooked and needs to be emphasized: there is no 
Great Leadership that does not base itself on a body of 
thought, no matter what its level of development may 
be. The reason that a certain person has come to speak 
as the Great Leader of the Party and the revolution, as 
the resolutions state, has to do with necessity and his-
torical chance and, obviously, with Gonzalo Thought. 
None of us knows what the revolution and the Party will
call on us to do, and when a specific task arises the only 
thing to do is assume the responsibility.

We have been acting in accordance with Lenin's 
view, which is correct. The cult of personality is a revi-
sionist formulation. Lenin had warned us of the prob-
lem of negating leadership just as he emphasized the 
need for our class, the Party and the revolution to pro-
mote our own leaders, and more than that, top leaders, 
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and a Great Leadership.1 There's a difference here that 
is worth emphasizing. A leader is someone who occu-
pies a certain position, whereas a top leader and Great 
Leadership, as we understand it, represent the acknowl-
edgment of Party and revolutionary authority acquired 
and proven in the course of arduous struggle—those 
who in theory and practice have shown they are capable
of leading and guiding us toward victory and the attain-
ment of the ideals of our class.

Khrushchev raised the issue of the cult of personal-
ity to oppose comrade Stalin. But as we all know, this 
was a pretext for attacking the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat. Today, Gorbachev again raises the issue of the 
cult of personality, as did the Chinese revisionists Liu 
Shaoqi and Deng Xiaoping. It is therefore a revisionist 
thesis that in essence takes aim against the proletarian 
dictatorship and the Great Leadership and top leaders 
of the revolutionary process in order to cut off its head. 
In our case it aims specifically at robbing the people's 
war of its leadership. We do not yet have a dictatorship 
of the proletariat, but we do have a new Power that is 
developing in accordance with the norms of new democ-
racy, the joint dictatorship of the workers, peasants and 
progressives. In our case they seek to rob this process of
leadership, and the reactionaries and those who serve 
them know very well why they do this, because it is not 
easy to generate top leaders and Great Leadership. And
a people's war, like the one in this country, needs top 
leaders and a Great Leadership, someone who repre-
sents the revolution and heads it, and a group capable 
of leading it uncompromisingly. In sum, the cult of the 
personality is a sinister revisionist formulation which 
has nothing to do with our concept of revolutionary 
leaders, which conforms with Leninism.

1 “Leaders,” “top leaders,” and “Great Leadership” are 
“dirigentes,” “jefes,” and “Jefatura ” respectively in the original 
Spanish. –RRP.
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EL DIARIO: What significance does the convening 
of the First Congress of the Communist Party of Peru 
have for you and your party?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Coming back to this we 
would like to mention some points. We would like to 
reiterate that it is a landmark victory. It is the fulfill-
ment of an obligation set forth by the founder himself. 
We have held the First Congress of the Communist 
Party of Peru. What does this imply? We reaffirm that 
none of the four congresses that took place up until 
1962—during a period in which we were developing 
within the existing Party—none of these was a Marxist 
congress. None of them adhered strictly to the outlook 
of the proletariat. This Congress of ours, to underline 
what I have just said, was a Marxist Congress, but tak-
ing place at this moment in history it was a Marxist-
Leninist-Maoist Congress. And because Maoism is the 
third, new and highest stage, it is, in the final analysis, 
the principal of the three. But there is also Gonzalo 
Thought, because the Congress was based on this 
thought which has crystallized in the process of apply-
ing the universal truth of Marxism-Leninism-Maoism to 
our concrete conditions. For all these reasons it was a 
“Marxist Congress, a Congress of Marxism-Leninism-
Maoism, Gonzalo Thought.”

This Congress has allowed us to make a summation 
of our whole process of development and to draw posi-
tive and negative lessons. This Congress has allowed us 
to affirm the basis of Party unity made up of its three 
elements: (1) the ideology of Marxism-Leninism-Mao-
ism, Gonzalo Thought, (2) the Programme, and (3) the 
General Political Line and at its center, the military line.
Another achievement of the Congress is that it has laid 
a solid foundation for the prospective seizure of Power, I
reiterate, prospective.
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Being in the midst of people's war is what has 
enabled us to carry out the Congress. And we say this 
because as far back as 1967 we proposed holding a fifth 
congress, and in 1976 we proposed a Congress of Recon-
stitution. For a number of years we made attempts, but 
we were not able to pull it together. Why? This speaks 
to what has happened in many parties that are prepar-
ing to take up arms, to enter into armed struggle. They 
become entangled in big and explosive internal strug-
gles that lead to divisions and end up short-circuiting 
the development of the struggle to seize Power by force 
of arms. This led us to postpone the Congress in 1978 
and to wait until we were in the midst of people's war to
hold it. We simply reasoned that once we were at war, 
who would be able to oppose the people's war? A Con-
gress and Party with guns in hand, waging a powerful 
people's war, how would anyone be able to oppose 
developing the people's war? At that point they 
wouldn't be able to do us any real harm.

The Congress has pushed forward our development 
in other aspects. It has made us see and understand the
process of people's war more deeply, and in particular, 
the need to prepare for the seizure of Power. The Con-
gress has also brought about a leap in the struggle, and 
this is good. It is necessary to say it clearly, although 
some may want to misinterpret it, but, in short, we are 
not bothered anymore by misinterpretations or by alien 
and non-revolutionary elements. The Congress clarified 
that with respect to the two-line struggle in the Party, 
revisionism is the main danger.

This deserves a little explanation. At this time there 
is no right opportunist line in the Party, only isolated 
rightist attitudes, ideas, approaches and even some iso-
lated rightist positions. But precisely by delving into 
this question the Congress concluded that targeting 
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revisionism as the main danger is the best way the 
Party can ward off and prevent the emergence of a right 
opportunist line, which would be a revisionist line.

Chairman Mao emphasized that we must always be 
concerned about revisionism because it is the main 
danger facing the world revolution. So we also take into 
consideration the situation outside our ranks, since any 
rightist tendency in the Party, expressed in attitudes, 
ideas, approaches, and positions of a rightist nature, 
has to do with ideological processes, with the repercus-
sions of the class struggle, and the campaigns of the 
reactionary State, with the actions of revisionism itself 
in our country, with the counterrevolutionary activities 
of imperialism, especially the contention between the 
two superpowers, and the sinister role of revisionism on 
a world scale. So the Party prepares us and we raise our 
guard. And thus by waging a firm and farsighted two-
line struggle among the people—because I repeat, there
is no right opportunist line—we can avoid the emer-
gence of a revisionist line. What we've said may be mis-
interpreted, but it's necessary to say things plainly and 
teach the people. The Congress has armed us and 
demands that we: look out for revisionism! and combat 
it relentlessly! wherever it should present itself, begin-
ning with preventing and combating whatever form it 
might take within the Party itself. And in this way we 
will also be better armed to fight revisionism outside 
our ranks and on a world scale. This is one of the most 
important points of the Congress.

The Congress has given us great unanimity. Yes, 
unanimity. We adhere closely to what Lenin demanded, 
that a Party, in order to face complex and difficult situa-
tions like those we face daily—and will face even more in
the decisive moments that are unfolding and will unfold
—has to have unanimity. We must carry out struggle in 
order to have a clear and defined line, a common under-
standing, in order to have iron-like unity and to strike 
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powerful blows. So the Congress has also given us una-
nimity, but attained, I insist, through two-line struggle. 
This is how we do things. Why is this so? I repeat again, 
the Party is a contradiction and every contradiction 
consists of two aspects in struggle. This is the way it is 
and no one can escape this.

So today our Party is more united than ever, and 
more united because of the lofty tasks that must be 
undertaken with firmness and determination. On 
another level, the Congress obviously selected a Central
Committee, and since it is the First Congress, we have 
the First Central Committee. The Congress has given us
all these things and, finally, as we well know, since this is
the highest level of a Party, what has been sanctioned 
there has been ratified at the highest organizational 
level. Today, all this makes us stronger, more united, 
more determined, more resolute. But there is some-
thing that is worth emphasizing again. The Congress is 
the offspring of the Party and of the war. Without the 
people's war this historic task, which had been pending 
for nearly 60 years since the Party's founding in 1928, 
would not have been accomplished. But what is impor-
tant is that the Congress strengthens the development 
of the people's war. It returns to the people's war a hun-
dredfold what the people's war contributed to the real-
ization of the Congress. The people's war is stronger 
now and will gain even greater force, much more than 
before.

For all these reasons, the Congress is for us, the 
members of the Communist Party of Peru, an immortal 
milestone of victory, and we are certain that it will be 
imprinted in the history of our Party forever. We expect 
the Congress to lead to great things in the service of the
proletariat of Peru, the Peruvian people, the interna-
tional proletariat, the oppressed nations, and the peo-
ple of the world.
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EL DIARIO: Some people say that the convening of 
the First Congress of the PCP dealt a big blow to the 
reactionary forces because it took place under condi-
tions of an intense people's war. What do you have to 
say?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: It seems to us that this is 
an accurate assessment and it shows that there is a 
class and a people in this country who understand what
we are doing, what the Party is doing. For us this is an 
important expression of recognition which compels us 
to strive harder in order to be worthy of such confi-
dence, such hope.

EL DIARIO: Was it necessary to carry out a struggle 
to purify the Party before the Congress was held?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: No. In our case the all-out 
struggle took place at the 9th Plenum, in 1979, in order 
to initiate the people's war. There we waged a fierce 
struggle against a right opportunist line that opposed 
the initiation of the people's war. It was there that 
expulsions and purification of the Party took place. But 
as is well established, such purging strengthens a Party, 
and so it was in our case. The proof is that we initiated 
the people's war and have been carrying it out for eight 
years. At the Congress, there wasn't this kind of strug-
gle to purify the Party.

EL DIARIO: Many people wonder where the 
strength and determination of the PCP cadre come 
from. Does it have to do with solid ideological training? 
What is this process like?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: The strength of the Party 
members is based on ideological and political training. 
It is fortified through embracing the ideology of the pro-
letariat, and its specific application, Marxism-Leninism-
Maoism, Gonzalo Thought; the programme; and the 
general political line and its central element, the mili-
tary line. The strength of the cadre develops on this 
basis. One thing that we concerned ourselves with a 
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great deal in initiating people's war was the cadre. The 
preparation for people's war raised the question for us 
of how to steel the cadre, and we imposed high 
demands on ourselves to break with the old society, 
absolute and complete dedication to the revolution, 
and to give our lives. This is well expressed when one 
recalls the 1980 Plenary of the Central Committee and 
the military school. At the end of those events all the 
cadre made a commitment, we all took responsibility 
for being the initiators of the people's war. It was a 
solemn promise that later everyone in the Party made.

How does this process take place? It starts with how
each of the future cadre is forged in the class struggle 
before joining the Party. Each one participates in the 
class struggle, advances, and begins to work more 
closely with us until the time comes when that person 
on their own makes the big decision of asking to join the
Party. The Party analyzes the person's situation, their 
strengths and weaknesses—because we all have them—
and if worthy, accepts them into the Party. Once in the 
Party, systematic ideological training begins. It is in the 
Party that we transform ourselves into communists. It 
is the Party that makes us into communists. A charac-
teristic of the situation in recent years is that the cadre 
have been steeled in war. Moreover, those who join 
become part of a Party that is leading a war, and there-
fore they do so first and foremost to develop as commu-
nists, as fighters in the People's Guerrilla Army, or 
administrators, in some cases, in levels of the new State 
that we are organizing.

So the people's war is another element of great 
importance that contributes to forging the cadre. In 
sum, while we take ideology and politics as our starting 
point, it is the war itself that forges the cadre. On that 
fiery forge we are molded in accordance with the Party. 
And in this way we all advance and make a contribu-
tion. Nevertheless, there is always a contradiction 
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between the revolutionary line that is principal in our 
thinking and the opposing line. Both lines exist, since 
no one is a hundred percent communist. In our minds a 
struggle between two lines is waged, and this struggle is
also key in forging the cadre, aiming always at keeping 
the revolutionary line principal. This is what we strive 
for.

This is how our cadre are being forged, and the facts
show the degree of revolutionary heroism that they are 
capable of, just like other sons and daughters of the 
people.

EL DIARIO: Do you think that one of the highest 
expressions of the heroism of the PCP cadre took place 
in the prisons on June 19, 1986?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: This was a high expression
of it, yes. But we believe that the highest expression of 
revolutionary heroism, a raging torrent of heroism, 
occurred when we confronted the genocide of 1983 and 
1984, as we battled the armed forces that had just 
entered the fray. This has been the most massive geno-
cide so far. And it brought forward, as a principal and 
vital aspect, great examples of the people's fighting 
spirit. Beyond this, it was a mass expression of heroism, 
of devotion, of sacrificing their lives – and not only on 
the part of the communists, but also the peasants, 
workers, intellectuals, the sons and daughters of the 
people. This was the greatest demonstration of mass 
revolutionary heroism to date, and the experience that 
has steeled us the most.

Then why do we honor June 19 as the “Day of Hero-
ism”? The 19th is a day that shows our people and the 
world what steadfast communists and consistent revo-
lutionaries are capable of, because it was not only com-
munists who died. The majority were revolutionaries. It 
has emerged as a symbol because there is a specific 
date, while the general genocide lasted for two years 
and involved many scattered events. The 19th was a sin-
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gle event, an example whose enormous impact shook 
Peru and the world. For this reason we honor June 19 as
the “Day of Heroism.”

EL DIARIO: Chairman, how does the PCP sustain 
the huge Party apparatus, including the People's Guer-
rilla Army?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: I think this deserves a 
detailed explanation. Concerning the Party, Chairman 
Mao teaches us, as did Marx, Lenin and all the great 
Marxists, that the Party is not a mass party, though the 
Party has a mass character. It has a mass character in 
the sense that while being a select organization—a 
selection of the best, of the proven, of those, as Stalin 
said, who have what it takes—being numerically small 
in proportion to the broad masses, the Party defends 
the interests of the proletariat, and takes responsibility 
for the class interests of the proletariat in taking 
responsibility for its emancipation, which can only come
with communism. But since other classes that make up 
the people also participate in the revolution, the Party 
defends their interests as well, in accordance with the 
fact that the proletariat can only emancipate itself by 
emancipating all the oppressed. There is no other way it
can emancipate itself.

Because of this, the Party has a mass character, but 
it isn't a mass party. The mass party, of which so much 
is said today, is nothing but an expression, once again, 
of rotten revisionist positions. Such parties are parties 
of followers, of officials, organizational machines. Our 
Party is a Party of fighters, of leaders, an instrument of 
war like the one Lenin himself would demand. I believe 
we can understand this more deeply if we remember 
how many Bolsheviks there were when the October 
Revolution triumphed: 80 thousand in a country of 150 
million inhabitants.
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The Party is a system of organizations and obviously
has its necessities. The formation of an army that is 
numerically much larger, more vast, also has its necessi-
ties. Marxism, and especially Chairman Mao, has taught
us how to resolve this problem, too. The CPC, based on 
Chairman Mao Zedong's teachings, concluded that giv-
ing economic aid to parties was corrosive, and that it 
was a revisionist policy, because a Party must be self-
reliant. This is what we have followed: self-reliance. Self-
reliance has to do with economic necessities, but 
mainly, as we understand it, it has to do with ideological
and political orientation. With that as our starting point
we can see how to deal with the economic necessities 
which are always present—it would be an error to say 
they don't exist.

Basing ourselves on these criteria we have resolved 
the problem and we will continue to resolve it by relying
on the masses. It is the masses of our people, the prole-
tariat, our class –because this is our class– to which we 
owe our existence and which we serve; our peasantry, 
mainly the poor peasants; the intellectuals; the petty 
bourgeoisie; the advanced; the revolutionaries, those 
who want a radical transformation, in a word, revolution
—that's who sustains the Party. It is mainly the peas-
antry and the proletariat who sustain it. And taking it 
further, the poor peasants especially are the ones who 
go without to give us food from their tables, who share 
their blanket with us, and make a little place for us in 
their hut. They are the ones who sustain us, support us 
and even give us their own blood, as does the prole-
tariat, as do the intellectuals. This is how we are devel-
oping. This is what we base ourselves on.

This problem brings us to the following questions. 
Since we start from this basis it allows us to be indepen-
dent, to be under no one's command. Because in the 
international communist movement it became the habit
to obey commands. Khrushchev was a champion at 

43



issuing commands, as is Gorbachev today, or that sinis-
ter character Deng. Independence, because each Com-
munist Party must decide for itself since it is responsi-
ble for its own revolution, not in order to separate it 
from the world revolution, but precisely in order to 
serve it. This allows us to make our own decisions, to 
decide for ourselves. Chairman Mao said it like this: we 
were given a lot of advice, some good, some bad. We 
accepted the good and rejected the bad. But if we had 
accepted some erroneous principle, the responsibility 
would not have belonged to those who gave the advice, 
but to us. Why? Because we make our own decisions. 
That comes with independence, and it leads to self-suf-
ficiency, to self-reliance.

Does this mean that we don't recognize proletarian 
internationalism? No, on the contrary, we are fervent 
and consistent practitioners of proletarian internation-
alism. And we are confident that we have the support of
the international proletariat, the oppressed nations, the
peoples of the world, the parties or organizations that 
remain loyal to Marxism whatever their degree of devel-
opment, and we recognize that the first thing that they 
give us, their primary support, is their own struggle. The
propaganda or celebrations that they carry out are a 
form of support that is creating favorable public opinion
and this is an expression of proletarian international-
ism. Proletarian internationalism also underlies the 
advice they give us and the opinions they express. But, I
insist, we are the ones who must decide whether we 
accept these or not. If they are correct, we welcome 
them, obviously, because between Parties we have the 
obligation to help each other, especially in such difficult 
and complex times.

Then, to reiterate, all the struggles waged by the 
proletariat, the oppressed nations, the peoples of the 
world, the parties and organizations steadfast and loyal 
to Marxism—all that struggle is the primary concrete 
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form of proletarian internationalist help. Nevertheless, 
the greatest assistance we have is undying Marxism-
Leninism-Maoism, the ideology of the international pro-
letariat, which has been generated by the working class 
through long decades and thousands of struggles all 
over the world. This is the greatest assistance we 
receive because it is the light, without which our eyes 
would see nothing. But with this light our eyes can see 
and our hands can act. This is how we see this problem, 
and this is how we advance.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, perhaps the answer to this 
question is obvious, but we would like to know your 
opinion of the revisionist parties that are financed by 
international foundations, and the big imperialist pow-
ers, and by social-imperialism.

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: They have betrayed the 
world revolution, betray revolution in every country, and
betray our class and the people, because to serve super-
powers or imperialist powers, to serve revisionism, espe-
cially social-imperialism, to dance to their tune, to be 
pawns in their game of world domination is to betray 
the revolution.

III. PEOPLE’S WAR

EL DIARIO: Chairman, let's talk about the people's 
war now. What does violence mean to you, Chairman 
Gonzalo?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: With regard to violence we
start from the principle established by Chairman Mao 
Zedong: violence, that is the need for revolutionary vio-
lence, is a universal law with no exception. Revolution-
ary violence is what allows us to resolve fundamental 
contradictions by means of an army, through people's 
war. Why do we start from Chairman Mao's thesis? 
Because we believe Mao reaffirmed Marxism on this 
question, establishing that there are no exceptions 
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whatsoever to this law. What Marx held, that violence is 
the midwife of history, continues to be a totally valid 
and monumental contribution. Lenin expounded upon 
violence and spoke about Engels' panegyric praise of 
revolutionary violence, but it was the Chairman who 
told us that it was a universal law, without any excep-
tion. That's why we take his thesis as our starting point.
This is an essential question of Marxism, because with-
out revolutionary violence one class cannot replace 
another, an old order cannot be overthrown to create a 
new one—today a new order led by the proletariat 
through Communist Parties.

The problem of revolutionary violence is an issue 
that is more and more being put on the table for discus-
sion, and therefore we communists and revolutionaries 
must reaffirm our principles. The problem of revolution-
ary violence is how to actually carry it out with people's 
war. The way we see this question is that when Chair-
man Mao Zedong established the theory of people's war 
and put it into practice, he provided the proletariat 
with its military line, with a military theory and practice
that is universally valid and therefore applicable every-
where in accordance with the concrete conditions.

We see the problem of war this way: war has two 
aspects, destructive and constructive. Construction is 
the principal aspect. Not to see it this way undermines 
the revolution—weakens it. On the other hand, from the
moment the people take up arms to overthrow the old 
order, from that moment, the reaction seeks to crush, 
destroy and annihilate the struggle, and it uses all the 
means at its disposal, including genocide. We have seen 
this in our country; we are seeing it now, and will con-
tinue to see it even more until the outmoded Peruvian 
State is demolished.

As for the so-called dirty war, I would like to simply 
point out that they claim that the reactionary armed 
forces learned this dirty war from us. This accusation 
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clearly expresses a lack of understanding of revolution, 
and of what a people's war is. The reaction, through its 
armed forces and other repressive forces, seeks to carry 
out their objective of sweeping us away, of eliminating 
us. Why? Because we want to do the same to them—
sweep them away and eliminate them as a class. Mar-
iátegui said that only by destroying, demolishing the old
order could a new social order be brought into being. In 
the final analysis, we judge these problems in light of 
the basic principle of war established by Chairman Mao:
the principle of annihilating the enemy's forces and pre-
serving one's own forces. We know very well that the 
reaction has used, is using, and will continue to use 
genocide. On this we are absolutely clear. And conse-
quently this raises the problem of the price we have to 
pay: in order to annihilate the enemy and to preserve, 
and even more to develop our own forces, we have to 
pay a price in war, a price in blood, the need to sacrifice 
a part for the triumph of the people's war.

As for terrorism, they claim we're terrorists. I would 
like to give the following answer so that everyone can 
think about it: has it or has it not been Yankee imperial-
ism and particularly Reagan who has branded all revo-
lutionary movements as terrorists, yes or no? This is 
how they attempt to discredit and isolate us in order to 
crush us. That is their dream. And it's not only Yankee 
imperialism and the other imperialist powers that com-
bat so-called terrorism. So does social-imperialism and 
revisionism, and today Gorbachev himself proposes to 
unite with the struggle against terrorism. And it isn't by 
chance that at the 8th Congress of the Party of Labor of 
Albania Ramiz Alia dedicated himself to combating ter-
rorism as well.

But it will be very useful if we all remember what 
Lenin wrote: “Long live the pioneers of the people's rev-
olutionary army! It is no longer a plot against some 
detested individual, no act of vengeance or desperation,
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no mere ‘intimidation’—no, it was a well thought-out 
and well prepared commencement of operations by a 
contingent of the revolutionary army.” “Fortunately, the 
time has passed when revolution was ‘made’ by individ-
ual terrorists, because people were not revolutionary. 
The bomb has ceased to be the weapon of the solitary 
‘bomb thrower,’ and is becoming an essential weapon of
the people.”

Lenin taught us that the times had changed, that 
the bomb had become a weapon of combat for our 
class, for the people, that what we're talking about is no 
longer a conspiracy, an isolated individual act, but the 
actions of a Party, with a plan, with a system, with an 
army. So, where is the imputed terrorism? It's pure slan-
der.

Finally, we always have to remember that, especially 
in present-day war, it is precisely the reactionaries who 
use terrorism as one of their means of struggle, and it is,
as has been proven repeatedly, one of the forms used on
a daily basis by the armed forces of the Peruvian State. 
Considering all this, we can conclude that those whose 
reasoning is colored by desperation because the earth is
trembling beneath their feet wish to charge us with ter-
rorism in order to hide the people's war. But this peo-
ple's war is so earthshaking that they themselves admit 
that it is of national dimensions and that it has become 
the principal problem facing the Peruvian State. What 
terrorism could do that? None. And moreover, they can 
no longer deny that a Communist Party is leading the 
people's war. And at this time some of them are begin-
ning to reconsider; we shouldn't be too hasty in writing 
anyone off. There are those who could come forward. 
Others, like Del Prado, never.

EL DIARIO: What are some of the particularities of 
the people's war in Peru, and how does it differ from 
other struggles in the world, in Latin America, and from
the Movimiento Revolucionario Túpac Amaru (MRTA)?
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CHAIRMAN GONZALO: That's a good question. I 
thank you for asking it, because it gives us a chance to 
look at the Party's so-called “dogmatism” a bit more. 
There are even those who say that we incorrectly try to 
apply Chairman Mao in an era where he is no longer 
applicable. In short, they babble on so much that we 
feel perfectly justified asking whether they have any 
idea what they are talking about. This includes the 
much-decorated senator who is a specialist in violence.

People's war is universally applicable, in accordance 
with the character of the revolution and adapted to the 
specific conditions of each country. Otherwise, it cannot
be carried out. In our case, the particularities are very 
dear. It is a struggle that is waged in the countryside 
and in the city, as was established as far back as 1968 in 
the plan for the people's war. Here we have a difference, 
a particularity: it is waged in the countryside and the 
city. This, we believe, has to do with our own specific 
conditions. Latin America, for instance, has cities which
are proportionately larger than those on other conti-
nents. It is a reality of Latin America that can't be 
ignored. Just look at the capital of Peru, for example, 
which has a high percentage of the country's popula-
tion. So, for us, the city could not be left aside, and the 
war had to be developed there as well. But the struggle 
in the countryside is principal, the struggle in the city a 
necessary complement. This is one particularity, there's 
another.

In the beginning of the people's war we confronted 
the police. That was the reality because only in Decem-
ber 1982 did the armed forces enter the war. This is not 
to say that they had not been used in a support role 
before then. They had, in addition to their studying the 
process of our development. It is a particularity because
we created a power vacuum in the countryside and we 
had to establish the new Power without having defeated
large armed forces—because they hadn't come into the 
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war. And when they did, when they came in, it was 
because we had established people's Power. That was 
the concrete political situation in the country. If we had 
applied the letter and not the spirit of Mao we would 
not have established the new Power and we would have 
been sitting, waiting for the armed forces to come in. We
would have gotten bogged down. Another particularity 
was the structure of the army which I've already talked 
about.

All these are particularities. We have already spoken 
to the countryside and city, to how to carry out the war, 
to the army, to how the new Power arose; and the mili-
tarization of the Party itself is another particularity. 
These are specific things that correspond to our reality, 
to the application of Marxism-Leninism-Maoism, of 
Chairman Mao's theory on people's war, to the condi-
tions in our country. Does this make us different from 
other struggles? Yes.

Why do we differ from others? Because we carry out 
people's war this makes us different from other strug-
gles in Latin America. In Cuba, people's war was not 
carried out, but they also had their own particularities 
which they have intentionally forgotten. Before, they 
said Cuba was an exceptional case—Guevara said this—
the fact that U.S. imperialism didn't take part. Later 
they forgot this. Aside from this, there was no Commu-
nist Party there to give leadership. These are questions 
of Cubanism and its five characteristics: an insufficient 
class differentiation which demanded that saviors save 
the oppressed; socialist revolution or a caricature of rev-
olution; united front but without the national bour-
geoisie; no need for Base Areas; and as noted, no need 
for a Party. What we are seeing in Latin America today 
is just the development of these same positions, only 
more and more at the service of social-imperialism and 
its contention with Yankee imperialism for world hege-
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mony. We can see this clearly in Central America. The 
MRTA, the little that we know of it, falls into the same 
category.

Finally, another issue that makes us different—and 
forgive me if I'm insistent—concerns independence, self-
reliance, and making our own decisions. Because others
do not have these characteristics they are used as 
pawns, while we are not. And one far-reaching differ-
ence: we take Marxism-Leninism-Maoism as our guide, 
others do not. In sum, the greatest difference, the fun-
damental difference, is in the point of departure; ours is 
the ideology of Marxism-Leninism-Maoism, principally 
Maoism, applied to the specific conditions of our coun-
try, and I insist here again, that this is with clear partic-
ularities which show the falsehood of the so-called dog-
matism they accuse us of—which they do at the behest 
of their masters.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, would you say then that the 
MRTA is playing a counterrevolutionary role in this 
country?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: The MRTA has positions 
that should make one think. For example, the truce 
they granted to APRA until, as they said, APRA 
attacked the people. But we all know that the same day 
that García Pérez assumed the presidency, he repressed
the masses in the very capital of the republic. In Octo-
ber 1985 there was genocide at Lurigancho prison. Were 
the people being attacked or not? And how long did 
they wait to put an end to their truce? These are things 
one must ask oneself.

EL DIARIO: Since you consider the Base Areas to 
be so important, could you tell us how they are being 
built? What do you think about insurrection and how 
are you preparing the cities?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: The Base Area is the 
essence of people's war. Without it, people's war cannot 
develop. I have already talked about the specific cir-
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cumstances that we confronted in the second half of 
1982. We were developing the final stage of the cam-
paign to unfold guerrilla warfare, aimed at destroying 
the semi-feudal relations of exploitation. We took aim 
against gamonalismo,2 which is the basis of state power,
and will be, until we sweep it away. We continued to 
strike blows and we dealt the police devastating and 
humiliating defeats. You don't have to take my word on 
this. Journalists from Expreso, for example, have said 
this, and I think it's safe to say that their judgment was 
not colored by revolutionary sympathies. Thus having 
generated a power vacuum in the countryside, the prob-
lem was posed to us, what is to be done? And we 
decided to create People's Committees, that is, a joint 
dictatorship, a new Power. We set out to make them 
clandestine, because the armed forces would have to 
enter the battle shortly, this we knew. Those People's 
Committees have multiplied a hundredfold. Those that 
are in a given locality form a Base Area, and all these 
Base Areas taken together constitute the New Demo-
cratic People's Republic in formation. This is how the 
committees and Base Areas came into being and how 
the New Democratic People's Republic is being formed.

When the armed forces did come in we had to wage 
an arduous struggle. They fought to re-establish the old
order, and we fought to counter this re-establishment in
order to again set up the new Power.

An extremely bloody and absolutely merciless geno-
cide took place. We fought fiercely. In 1984, the reaction, 
and in particular the armed forces, believed they had 
defeated us. Here I'm referring to documents that they 
are very familiar with, because they are theirs, in which 
it was even said that we were no longer a danger, but 
that MRTA was the danger. But what was the outcome?

2 The semi-feudal relations in the Peruvian countryside. –Trans.
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The People's Committees and the Base Areas multi-
plied, and later that led us to continue the development
of Base Areas. That is what we are doing today.

As for insurrection, I believe this is an extremely 
important question. The developing revolutionary situa-
tion in a country like ours allowed us to initiate the peo-
ple's war, having already reconstituted the Party and 
established a clear ideology. The actual development of 
the Base Areas, the development of the People's Guer-
rilla Army and of the people's war, are giving impetus to 
the further unfolding of the revolutionary situation.

Thus, keeping in mind what Chairman Mao has said,
all of this is leading to what he called a high tide of 
struggle, or what Lenin termed a revolutionary crisis. 
When we reach that point the insurrection takes place. 
This is the theory of people's war, and this is what we 
are taking up, and the basis upon which we are develop-
ing. Therefore, because the process of our people's war 
must bring us to a high tide, we must prepare the insur-
rection that in synthesis comes down to the seizure of 
the cities. We are thinking about and preparing for this 
insurrection because it is a necessity. Without it we can 
not win country-wide victory.

What does the problem of the cities pose for us? We 
have developed our work in the cities and in the coun-
tryside for many years. This work has undergone a shift 
and a change with the people's war, it is true. Our situa-
tion now leads us to consider how we are going to pre-
pare the city, or the cities, to generalize it. This has to 
do with developing our mass work, but within and for 
the people's war. We have done this, and we continue to 
do it. The point is that we have begun to develop it 
more. We think that our activity in the cities is indis-
pensable and it must be pushed forward more and 
more, because that is where the proletariat is concen-
trated and we cannot leave it in the hands of revision-
ism or opportunism.
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The slums are in the cities, the shantytowns with 
their vast masses. Since 1976 we've had guidelines for 
work in the cities. Take barrios and slums as the foun-
dation and the proletariat as the leading force. This is 
our policy and we will continue to apply it, now, under 
conditions of people's war.

What masses do we direct our work at? This you can
see. From what's already been said, it's clear that the 
vast masses of the barrios and slums are a belt of steel 
that is going to encircle the enemy and hold back the 
reactionary forces.

We have to win over the working class more and 
more until they and the people acknowledge our leader-
ship. We fully understand that it will take time and 
repeated experience in order for our class to see, under-
stand, and reaffirm that this is their vanguard—for the 
people to see that they have a center that leads them. 
They have that right, given how much the masses have 
been swindled! The proletariat, the masses of the slums,
the petty bourgeoisie, the intellectuals—how many 
hopes frustrated! We must understand that they have 
the right to demand it, clearly they have it, and we have 
the responsibility to work to make them see, to show 
them, that we really are their vanguard and that they 
should acknowledge us as such.

We differentiate between being a vanguard and 
being an acknowledged vanguard. Our class has that 
right and no one can deny it to them. The people have 
that right and no one can deny it to them. That's what 
we think. We don't think that the proletariat and the 
people are going to acknowledge us overnight as their 
vanguard and only center, which is what we have to be 
in order to carry out the revolution as it must be carried
out. So we have to persevere and develop different 
forms as an integral part of our mass work, different 
forms so that the masses learn from the people's war 
itself, so that they learn the value of weapons, the 
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importance of the gun. Chairman Mao says that the 
peasantry must learn the importance of the gun, this is 
a fact. So we do our work in this way. We create new 
forms and in this way we unfold our mass work within 
and for the people's war.

This is related to something else, to the Revolution-
ary Movement in Defense of the People, whose very key 
is the Center of Resistance. We say this very frankly. 
These are other organizational forms, other forms of 
struggle which correspond to a people's war. They can-
not be the usual ones, they cannot be, they have a dif-
ferent character; this is the concrete reality. Conse-
quently, we develop the Party, the People's Guerrilla 
Army, and the Revolutionary Movement in Defense of 
the People, as well as organizations created for the vari-
ous areas of work.

We need to spur on the masses’ fighting spirit so 
that the potential of the masses and our class can be 
realized. Let's look at something. Today we have huge 
price increases. Why is there no popular protest? Who is
holding the masses back? Lenin said protest makes the 
reaction tremble; when our class marches in the streets 
the reaction trembles. This is what we want to apply, 
what Marxism-Leninism-Maoism teaches us. Our class 
is born and develops in struggle, and so do the people. 
What we need to do is synthesize the masses’, the peo-
ple's own experience, to help them establish their own 
organizational forms, forms of struggle, taking into their
own hands ever more developed and expanding forms of
struggle in the cities. This is the way they will be 
trained.

What do we think? It is clear that the center of 
things is in the countryside, but for the insurrection the 
center changes, the center goes over to the city, and 
that even means that, just as in the beginning we 
moved fighters and communists from the cities to the 
countryside, later we must move them from the coun-
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tryside to the city. This is the way it will be and this is 
how we shift our weight in preparation for the insurrec-
tion. We have to be looking for the conditions that per-
mit the actions of the People's Guerrilla Army to con-
verge with insurrectionary actions in the cities, in one 
city or in several. This is what we need.

The insurrection aims at capturing the cities in 
order for the people's war to win country-wide victory. 
But we have to try to preserve the means of production,
which the reaction will want to destroy, and protect rev-
olutionary prisoners of war or known revolutionaries, 
who they will want to annihilate, as well as to hunt 
down our enemies, to put them where they can't do any 
harm. This is what we've been taught about insurrec-
tion. And this is what an insurrection is. Lenin taught 
us how to build towards an insurrection and Chairman 
Mao taught us the role of insurrection in people's war. 
This is how we see insurrection and how we are prepar-
ing for it. This is the road we must follow and are follow-
ing.

We must be very clear on one thing. Insurrection is 
not a simple, spontaneous explosion. No, that would be 
dangerous. Nevertheless, this could happen, and that's 
why we must and do concern ourselves with insurrec-
tion, starting right now. We think there are those who 
might want to use the people's war for their own bene-
fit. Some time ago, in a session of Central Committee, 
we analyzed the possibilities. And one of them is that 
the revisionists or others may provoke “insurrections,” 
either to abort the process of development or to gain 
positions and serve their social-imperialist master—or 
whatever power directs them, since many centers could 
want to use us this way.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, what would the Party do in 
those circumstances?
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CHAIRMAN GONZALO: In those circumstances, 
we would do what Lenin did: tell the masses that this is 
not the moment, but if the masses launch an insurrec-
tion, fight alongside them, so that together we can 
make an orderly retreat and so that they suffer as little 
as possible. And if we die with them, our blood will be 
merged with theirs to a greater extent. This is what 
Lenin taught us in the famous struggles of July 1917. 
Because we cannot just tell the masses they are wrong 
and let events make them understand. No, we can't do 
that. The masses are the masses, our class is our class, 
and if they are not heading in the right direction, and 
the conditions make them desperate and push them 
into situations, or even if there are those who push 
them on purpose, we have to be with them so that 
alongside them we can help them see the unfavorable 
situation, and fighting alongside them, help them 
retreat in the best way possible. And then they will see 
that we are with them through thick and thin. This is 
the best way for them to understand and be convinced 
that we are their Party. This is what we would do.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, another question. When you
speak of the forms of struggle in the city, what role do 
you ascribe to the unions?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: The same one Marx 
ascribed to them in “The Past, Present and Future of 
the Trade Unions.” A hundred years ago, Marx said that
the trade unions began as simple associations for the 
economic defense of the workers. That is their past. 
Their present is to become more organized and to 
develop politically. And their future is to serve the 
seizure of Power. This Marx has already told us. So 
then, what is the problem? How to combine the two 
struggles. The economic struggle is, as Marx said him-
self, a guerrilla war—the struggle that our class, the pro-
letariat, and the people develop for wages, hours, work-
ing conditions and other rights. When a strike is 
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launched, it is a guerrilla war in which people not only 
fight around concrete economic or political questions, if
it is of general interest, but also prepare for great 
moments to come. And this is its fundamental historic 
essence. So the question for us is how to relate the eco-
nomic struggle to the seizure of Power. This is what we 
call developing our mass work within and for the peo-
ple's war.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, you spoke of the revolution-
ary crisis. Do you believe it's on the horizon in the short 
term?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: The issue is the triumph of
the people’s war and this has to do, mainly, with how 
much more and how much better we fight. And the 
insurrection, as I've already said, is the knock-out punch
we must prepare to deliver, and we're seriously prepar-
ing to deliver it. We have to anticipate the possibility 
that others may wish to use it to their advantage. But 
the main problem is the timing of the insurrection, 
determining the opportune moment.

EL DIARIO: Why did the Communist Party of Peru 
initiate the people's war in 1980? What is the military 
and historical explanation for this? What social, eco-
nomic and political analysis did the PCP carry out in 
order to launch the war?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: We studied the country, 
particularly from World War II on, and we saw that in its
process of development Peruvian society was entering a
complex situation. The government's own analysis 
showed that critical questions would present them-
selves in the ‘80s. In Peru it can be seen that there is a 
crisis every 10 years in the second half of the decade and
each crisis is worse than the one before. We also ana-
lyzed bureaucrat capitalism, which makes conditions 
more ripe for revolution. In 1980, the government was to
change hands through elections, which meant that the 
new government would need a year and a half to two 
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years to fully put in place the operations of its State. So 
we concluded that bureaucrat capitalism had ripened 
the conditions for revolution, and that the difficult 
decade of the ‘80s approached—with crisis, an elected 
government, etc. All this provided a very favorable con-
juncture for initiating the people's war and refuted the 
position that armed struggle, or in our case people's 
war, cannot be initiated when there's a new government 
events have demonstrated the incorrectness of that 
position. Such was our evaluation, and such was the sit-
uation as the new government took over, that is, the 
military, having left the government after ruling for 12 
years, could not easily take up the struggle against us 
right away, nor could they immediately take the helm of 
state again because they were worn down and had 
become discredited. These were the concrete facts, the 
reality.

Prior to that time, we had already put forward that 
participation in the Constituent Assembly was incor-
rect, that the only thing to do was to boycott it, because
to participate in the Constituent Assembly was simply 
to serve the restructuring of the Peruvian State and to 
produce a constitution like the one we have. All this was
foreseeable, there was nothing that could not be fore-
seen in this case. Therefore, we had planned for some 
time to lay the basis to initiate the people's war, to make
our move before the new government took office, which 
is what we did. We began the armed struggle on May 17, 
the day before the elections.

We thought that under these conditions we could 
initiate our actions and even unfold them broadly and 
advance to the greatest extent possible—and that is 
exactly what we did. We were also thinking that in the 
second part of the decade there would have to be a 
more serious crisis than the previous one and therefore, 
better conditions for advancing. The initiation of the 
people's war was planned based on these considera-
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tions. But it's been said that we didn't think but only 
acted dogmatically. In what way? Some people preach 
about dogma while swallowing anything they're told.

For these reasons we chose that moment, and the 
correctness of our decision has been borne out by 
events. It was obvious that Belaúnde—and this is some-
thing we discussed openly—would fear a coup d'etat 
and therefore would restrain the armed forces. Was that
difficult to foresee? No, because of the experience he 
had in 1968. These things could be calculated, and we've
been taught to evaluate, analyze and weigh things—
that's how we've been taught. The Chairman was very 
exacting with regard to these problems, especially in 
regard to preparation. We believe that events have con-
firmed our analysis. For two years the armed forces 
could not come in. Was that the case or not? Now they 
are saying that they burned the intelligence information
that they had. In short, the new government had prob-
lems setting up its administration and the facts have 
shown that. Then came the crisis. The military has 
entered the battle with ever larger contingents and in 
fighting them for a number of years we are more power-
ful, we continue to flourish and develop. These were the 
reasons for initiating the people's war in 1980, and the 
facts show that we were not wrong, at least not in the 
broad outlines, which is where one must not be wrong.

EL DIARIO: Taking into account that there are two 
strategies in conflict in this war, could you explain the 
process of development of your military plans, advances
and what problems you've had?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Our starting point is this: 
each class has its own specific form of war, and there-
fore its own strategy. The proletariat has developed its 
strategy, people's war, and it is a superior strategy. The 
bourgeoisie can never have a strategy superior to this. 
Moreover, there will never be a strategy more developed
than that of the proletariat. It is a question of studying 
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military processes in the world. Each class has always 
brought forth its own form of waging war, and its own 
strategy. And always, the superior strategy has defeated
the inferior strategy, and the new class always has the 
superior strategy and that's what people's war is. There 
is evidence to prove this. There are military analysts 
who put it like this: communists, when they have 
applied their principles, have never lost a war; they have
only lost wars when they have not applied their princi-
ples.

Therefore, our starting point was that we have a 
superior strategy, a universally proven theory. Our prob-
lem was how to wield it to make our revolution. Therein 
lies the problem – and the possibility of making errors. 
The first thing that we established was the need to 
avoid a mechanical application of people's war, because 
Chairman Mao Zedong warned us that a mechanical 
application leads to opportunism and defeat. In 1980, 
which is when we decided to begin the people's war, we 
decided in the Party Central Committee to pay strict 
attention to developing a concrete application, not a 
dogmatic or a mechanical one. This is how we formu-
lated it. This was our starting point. Well, here we can 
point out the first problem that we had. The first prob-
lem that we had was an antagonistic struggle against a 
right opportunist line that opposed starting the peo-
ple's war. This is the first problem that we had. We set-
tled this question fundamentally in the 9th Plenum, and
the remnants were swept away completely in the Febru-
ary 1980 Plenum. That was the first problem we had, 
and from there we had the struggle to purify the Party 
that we talked about before. And we had to struggle 
fiercely to weed out elements from the Central Commit-
tee itself. That's the way it is, but that is how we 
strengthened ourselves and were able to enter the 
process of initiating the people's war. We already had a 
plan for waging war in the countryside and the city.
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The first plan that we proposed was the Plan to Ini-
tiate. The Political Bureau was asked to determine how 
to develop armed actions, and it was this body that pre-
sented the plan, based on detachments as the military 
form. This plan was brought to its conclusion in 1980, 
but it is important to note that two weeks after initiat-
ing the armed struggle there was a meeting of the 
expanded Political Bureau in order to analyze how it 
had gone, and it concluded that a new thing had been 
born, and this was the people's war, armed actions, 
detachments. Then we developed the Plan to Unfold. 
This was a longer plan, comprising two years, but it was
accomplished through several campaigns. It was at the 
end of this plan that the new forms of Power crystallized
and the People's Committees arose.

At the end of 1982, the armed forces came in. The 
Central Committee had anticipated this for more than a
year. It had studied the involvement of the armed 
forces, and concluded that it would increase until the 
army had substituted for the police, who would then 
assume a secondary role. This is how it has been, and 
given the situation it could not have been otherwise. We
had prepared ourselves, but nevertheless, we had a sec-
ond problem. The introduction of the armed forces had 
its consequences. They came in applying a policy of 
genocide from the beginning. They formed armed 
groups, called mesnadas, forcing the masses to join and 
putting them in front, using them as shields. This must 
be said clearly: here we see not only the policy of using 
masses against masses, an old reactionary policy 
already seen by Marx, but also a cowardly use of the 
masses, putting the masses in front of them. The armed
forces have nothing to boast about – with good reason 
we have called them experts at defeat, and skilled at 
attacking the unarmed masses. These are the armed 
forces of Peru. Faced with this we convened an 
expanded session of the CC. It was a large meeting and 
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it lasted a long time. It was one of the longest sessions 
we've ever had. That's when we established the Plan to 
Conquer Base Areas, and the People's Guerrilla Army 
was created to respond to a force that was obviously of 
a higher level than the police. It was there that we also 
raised, among other things, the problem of the Front/
State.

Thus arose the second problem, the problem of con-
fronting the genocide, the genocide of 1983 and 1984. It 
is in the Party documents. It's not necessary to go into 
it a lot, but we do want to stress the fact that it was a 
vicious and merciless genocide. They thought that with 
this genocide “they would wipe us off the map.” How 
real this was is shown by the fact that, by the end of 
1984, they began to circulate among their officers docu-
ments concerning our annihilation. The struggle was 
intense, hard, those were complex and difficult times.

In the face of reactionary military actions and the 
use of mesnadas, we responded with a devastating 
action: Lucanamarca. Neither they nor we have forgot-
ten it, to be sure, because they got an answer that they 
didn't imagine possible. More than 80 were annihilated, 
that is the truth. And we say openly that there were 
excesses, as was analyzed in 1983. But everything in life 
has two aspects. Our task was to deal a devastating 
blow in order to put them in check, to make them 
understand that it was not going to be so easy. On some
occasions, like that one, it was the Central Leadership 
itself that planned the action and gave instructions. 
That's how it was. In that case, the principal thing is 
that we dealt them a devastating blow, and we checked 
them and they understood that they were dealing with 
a different kind of people's fighters, that we weren't the 
same as those they had fought before. This is what they 
understood. The excesses are the negative aspect. 
Understanding war, and basing ourselves on what Lenin
said, taking Clausewitz into account, in war, the masses 
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engaged in combat can go too far and express all their 
hatred, the deep feelings of class hatred, repudiation 
and condemnation that they have—that was the root of 
it. This has been explained by Lenin very clearly. 
Excesses can be committed. The problem is to go to a 
certain point and not beyond it, because if you go past 
that point you go off course. It's like an angle; it can be 
opened up to a certain point and no further. If we were 
to give the masses a lot of restrictions, requirements 
and prohibitions, it would mean that deep down we 
didn't want the waters to overflow. And what we needed
was for the waters to overflow, to let the flood rage, 
because we know that when a river floods its banks it 
causes devastation, but then it returns to its riverbed. I 
repeat, this was explained clearly by Lenin, and this is 
how we understand those excesses. But, I insist, the 
main point was to make them understand that we were 
a hard nut to crack, and that we were ready for any-
thing, anything.

Marx taught us: one does not play at insurrection, 
one does not play at revolution. But when one raises the
banner of insurrection, when one takes up arms, there's 
no taking down the banner, it must be held high and 
never lowered until victory. This is what he taught us, 
no matter how much it costs us! Marx has armed us 
then, as Lenin has, and, principally Chairman Mao 
Zedong taught us about the price we have to pay—what
it means to annihilate in order to preserve, what it 
means to hold high the banner, come what may. And we 
say that in this way, with this determination, we over-
came the sinister, vile, cowardly and vicious genocide. 
And we say this because someone—he who calls himself
president—makes insinuations about barbarism, with-
out blushing, when he is an aspiring Attila the Hun 
playing with other people's blood.
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Have we gone through difficult times? Yes. But what
has reality shown us? That if we persist, keep politics in 
command, follow our political strategy, follow our mili-
tary strategy, if we have a clear and defined plan, then 
we will advance, and we are capable of facing any blood-
bath. (We began to prepare for the bloodbath in 1981 
because it had to come. Thus we were already prepared 
ideologically, that is principal.) All this brought about 
an increase in our forces, they multiplied. This was the 
result. It turned out as the Chairman had said: the reac-
tion is dreaming when it tries to drown the revolution in
blood. They should know they are nourishing it, and 
this is an inexorable law. So this reaffirms for us that we 
have to be more and more dedicated, firm, and resolute 
in our principles, and always have unwavering faith in 
the masses.

Thus we came out of it strengthened, with a larger 
Army, more People's Committees and Base Areas, and a
larger Party, exactly the opposite of what they had 
imagined. We have already talked, I believe, of the 
bloody dreams of the reaction. They are nothing but 
that, bloody dreams that, in the final analysis, end up 
being nightmares. But I insist: by persisting in our prin-
ciples and fighting with the support of the masses, 
mainly the poor peasants, we've been able to confront 
this situation. It is here that the heroism of which I have
already spoken, the heroism of the masses, has been 
expressed.

Subsequently, we developed a new plan, the Plan to 
Develop the Base Areas which we are unfolding now. 
What can we say about it? Looking at another aspect, I 
believe that we must keep a lesson in mind: all plans are
approved, applied and summed up in the midst of two-
line struggle. And that struggle is more intense when a 
new plan has to be approved. That's the reality, it's a 
lesson that we keep very much in mind. It has been very
instructive for us and taught us a lot. That's the way it 
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is. In the end, people's war generates an extremely high 
degree of unity, but amid intense struggle. Yes, because 
in spite of the problems, the complex and difficult situa-
tions we face, in spite of external influences, the ideo-
logical dynamic is that those who are engaged in peo-
ple's war have given their lives over to the revolution. A 
communist has his life dedicated to communism 
although he will not see it, because really we aren't 
going to see it, at least I am not going to see it. But that
is not the problem. Not seeing the goal for which we 
struggle only leads us to reflect, to take hold of the 
great examples that Marxism has given us. In Marx's 
time he knew that he would not see the triumph of the 
revolution, and where did that lead him? To redoubling 
his efforts to advance the revolution. Those are lessons 
we've drawn, and we've been guided by those tremen-
dous examples. Let me insist once again, this is not to 
imply any comparison, it is only to fix on the pole star, 
to set the course, as a guide.

Well, if we think about the armed struggle and peo-
ple's war, we can say that the initiation allowed us to 
develop the guerrilla war, because in this period we 
went over from detachments to platoons, and in this 
way we extended guerrilla warfare. The Plan to Unfold 
gave us the People's Committees, the Plan to Conquer 
Base Areas gave us the Base Areas and a broad zone of 
operations. We should remember that we conceived of 
the highlands as the backbone for developing the war 
and conquering Power throughout the country. Yes, the 
Sierra of our country – and we've covered an area that 
goes from one border to another, from Ecuador to 
Bolivia and Chile. But we've also developed work in the 
“eyebrow” of the jungle, in the mountainous areas lead-
ing down to the coast and in the cities as well. Today we
can say that we have hundreds of People's Committees 
and numerous Base Areas. Of course there is a principal
one, and each zone has its principal one as well.
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Finally, we could say of the plans that we've learned 
how to direct the war with a single strategic plan, apply-
ing the principle of centralized strategy and decentral-
ized tactics. We direct the war by means of a single plan 
with different parts, through campaigns, with strategic-
operative plans, tactical plans and concrete plans for 
each action. But the key to all this is the single strategic
plan which allows us to direct the war in a unified way, 
and that is key in leading a people's war. I think that is 
what I have to say about it.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, in these eight years of peo-
ple's war what has the anti-subversive strategy accom-
plished, and what are its present problems?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: It is a question that I 
would prefer to answer in this way: the reactionaries 
themselves say they’ve failed and continue failing; they 
know this very well. To use a lawyers' saying, “When 
someone confesses, no more proof is needed.”

EL DIARIO: When do you think the conditions will 
exist for the People's Guerrilla Army to develop conven-
tional war, defend territorial positions and openly con-
front the armed forces? Is this kind of struggle in the 
PCP's plans?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: We've pondered those 
problems, discussed them and established Party policy. 
We dealt with this in 1981, we've also done so on other 
occasions. We've started from how Chairman Mao 
Zedong conceived of people's war, starting from contra-
dictions. There are two aspects in contention. One is 
weak and the other is temporarily strong. There needs 
to transpire a period of strategic defensive, a second 
one of strategic equilibrium, and a third one of strategic
offensive. We are still developing within the strategic 
defensive. And in these conditions, guerrilla war contin-
ues to be our principal form, a generalized guerrilla war, 
waged broadly, both in the countryside and the city, 
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with the countryside being principal and the city com-
plementary. And we are fighting in almost the entire 
country. This is in regard to the period we are in.

We are beginning to develop mobile warfare, as con-
ceived of by Chairman Mao, and will develop it further 
in accordance with the fact that the reaction will neces-
sarily have to wage a more developed counterinsur-
gency war. But even as this happens we will have to con-
tinue waging guerrilla war as principal, and mobile war-
fare as complementary, and within that, some specific 
kinds of positional warfare as talked about in “On Pro-
tracted War,” We think that an intensification of the 
peoples' war must also produce an escalation of the 
counterinsurgency war, and this is going to be based on 
genocide. Looking ahead, this is going to lead to the 
stage of strategic equilibrium, with the understanding, 
of course, that we persist in a correct ideological and 
political line and therefore maintain a correct military 
line, which we have to do. So strategic equilibrium will 
result from our persisting in all this, coupled with the 
sinister plans that they are preparing, that will lead to 
genocide—which they want to impose upon the Peru-
vian people because they feel powerless. But the people 
cannot follow them because the people cannot go 
against their own class interests. This will lead to 
strategic equilibrium, let me repeat, with the under-
standing that we maintain the correct course in ideol-
ogy, politics, in military and all related matters. It's at 
that point that we'll have to address the problem of how
to develop people's war to take the cities and prepare 
the part that corresponds to the strategic offensive. 
That's all we can say for now.

EL DIARIO: To strengthen the war, as you said, is it 
going to be necessary to strengthen the weaponry of the
People's Guerrilla Army? How do you intend to resolve 
this?

68



CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Yes, this is one aspect. 
Allow me to take a question of principle as my starting 
point. We are accustomed to and persist in taking our 
principles as our starting point. In this way, guided by 
our principles, we can solve our concrete problems. 
Chairman Mao Zedong has told us that the main thing 
is mankind. Weapons are useful. So our task is to aim 
especially at people, at strengthening them ideologically
and politically, at building the army ideologically and 
politically in this case, as well as building it militarily. 
This is our point of departure.

With regard to weapons, the Chairman says that the 
enemy has them and so the problem is to seize them 
from him, and this is principal. Modern weapons are 
necessary, but their performance depends on the ideol-
ogy of the man who wields them. Lenin taught us that. 
We can assert that we are carrying out ambushes and 
the armed forces know very well how this is developing 
and the powerful blows they've been dealt. I'd only like 
to mention the one related to Cayara, the ambush of 
Erusco. Twenty-five soldiers were annihilated. Only one 
survived and he was wounded. That is why they 
responded with vicious genocide. The facts are not as 
they've portrayed them. The truth is that they moved 
large forces and were not able to hunt us down. And 
let's be clear also that we seized their arms. They know 
this very well. And we didn't blow up just one car, but 
two, because a whole kilometer of the road was mined 
and they had no way to escape. What was shown on 
television and in the newspapers by he who calls himself
president, and those who've gone to Cayara from this 
so-called “Commission” are, as they say “castles in the 
air,” “drawings in the water.” So it has been some time 
since the growing transfer of arms from them to us 
began. And they are obligated to bring them to us, it is 
their obligation to bring them to where we are. And we 
have to recognize that they've begun to do so. Why do 
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we put things this way? Because we've forced them to 
spread out, to open different fronts, and have made 
them sit and wait passively. They're like an elephant 
stuck in the mud, and therefore easier to attack. This is 
something the army and the armed forces in general 
must seriously think about.

What I am talking about is none other than the 
application of what Chairman Mao Zedong taught us 
when he said that Chiang Kai-shek, by the end of the 
war, deserved a medal because he acted as a good quar-
termaster, a good arms supplier. So that has already 
started, and the armed forces know it very well. And the
plan they are cooking up, all their scheming, the great 
offensive they want to carry out, is all welcomed. It will 
not hinder the transfer of arms, and they will fail 
because they will not succeed in getting the Peruvian 
people to go against their own interests. And they are 
the blackest, most rotten of reactionaries, led today by 
this fascist, corporativist, Aprista government headed 
by a vile and miserable mass murderer. History has 
shown that the Peruvian people do not follow fascism, 
and will not allow themselves to be corporativized. That
has already been established and this is not just an 
issue in Peru today, but has been one for decades. So 
the enemy's weapons, which we seize from them, are our
principal source.

Furthermore, humble dynamite will continue playing
an important role, and mines are weapons of the people.
As for us, our principle is to look for the simplest 
weapons that everyone from among the masses can 
wield, because our war is a war of the masses. Other-
wise, it would not be a people's war, and ours is. This 
leads to a second question, the manufacturing of 
weapons. We are striving to advance in the manufacture
of arms, which the other side also knows very well by 
now. Direct notice of this was given to the Presidential 
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Palace, launched with mortars made by our own hands, 
by the hands of the people. They don't say so, but we 
know.

The other common way is to buy them, because 
there are three ways. The main one is to seize them 
from the enemy, the second one is to manufacture them,
and the third one is to buy them. The last one is a prob-
lem because of the high cost of weapons, and we are 
carrying out the most economical people's war on earth.
It's that way because we have very few resources and 
those that we do have are those that the masses pro-
vide us with. To reiterate one more time, how is the 
problem solved? Lenin said that large quantities of 
arms must be seized, at whatever cost. And I have 
already talked about what Chairman Mao taught us. 
This is what we are putting into practice.

EL DIARIO: Can you foresee that the triumph and 
advance of the revolution that you are leading will pro-
voke a U.S. military invasion? What would the PCP do in
that case?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Although Yankee imperial-
ism is already intervening, on this question I would con-
cretely say the following. The United States can mobi-
lize our neighboring countries. We should not forget, I 
insist, that there are even pending territorial claims and
border disputes, even though they are silent on this; 
and we all know the role that Brazil has been assigned. 
They could intervene directly, with their own troops; 
they already have people training here.

Some time ago we decided in the Central Commit-
tee that whatever enemy comes to trample on this land,
we will confront him and defeat him. In those circum-
stances the contradiction would change, the oppressed 
nation-imperialist contradiction would become princi-
pal, and that would give us an even broader basis on 
which to unite our people.
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EL DIARIO: Reactionaries, revisionists and oppor-
tunists of the IU all say that you are isolated from the 
masses. What can you say about that?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: I believe that from every-
thing we are saying it can be seen that there is support 
from the masses. To those who say such things, to the 
revisionists and opportunists, we would ask: how can 
they explain the existence of a movement that has 
developed a people's war for eight years without inter-
national aid if it doesn't have the support of the 
masses?

EL DIARIO: For eight years, the groups and parties 
of the right, the revisionists, the opportunists, and all 
the reactionaries have said and even screamed that the 
PCP is a “demented,” “messianic,” “blood-thirsty,” “Pol 
Pot-ian,” “dogmatic,” “sectarian,” “narco-terrorist” 
organization. The Partido Unificado Mariateguista 
(PUM) adds that you have trapped the peasantry in the
middle, between two fires, that you are militarists. 
Recently, Villanueva3 has said you are “genocidal terror-
ists” and other things. What do you have to say about 
these charges? What's behind them?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: To me they represent lies 
and the inability to understand people's war, and I 
understand that, the enemies of the revolution will 
never be able to understand people's war. With respect 
to the charge that the peasantry is caught between two 
fires, this is an elaborate invention because it is pre-
cisely the peasantry that makes up the vast majority of 
the People's Guerrilla Army. What must be understood 
is that the Peruvian State, with its armed forces and 
repressive apparatus, wants to drown the revolution in 
blood. This is our understanding, and we would recom-
mend that these gentlemen study a little about warfare 
in general, revolutionary war, and mainly about people's 

3 An APRA official. –Trans.
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war and Maoism. Although I doubt that they would 
understand it, because to do so requires a certain class 
stand.

With regard to what Mr. Villanueva says about 
“genocidal terrorists,” it seems to me an obscene trav-
esty and parody to want to apply to us a term like geno-
cidal, which fits them like a glove. Before our country 
and the world it is perfectly clear who is committing 
genocide. It is they, it is the APRA government which is 
leading this reactionary State, it is the reactionary 
armed forces, the forces of repression – they are the vile 
mass murderers. Distortions will never change the facts.
History has already been written, tomorrow it will be 
confirmed. Besides, how long will Villanueva last? What 
will his future be like? It would be better if he thought 
about that.

EL DIARIO: What changes do you think have taken 
place in Peruvian politics, in the economic base of soci-
ety and among the masses as a result of eight years of 
people's war?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: The first change is the 
development of a people’s war that is advancing irre-
pressibly; which means that, for the first time, the 
democratic revolution is really being carried out in our 
country. This has changed all the terms of Peruvian pol-
itics. Hence, the reaction itself, their accomplices, 
beginning with the revisionists and their supporters on 
duty, whoever they may be, have concluded that the 
first and main problem facing the Peruvian State is the 
people's war. Thus, we are changing the world in this 
country. Out of this comes the most important and 
principal thing we've accomplished, the emergence and 
development of a new Power which marches forward 
and will end up extending itself throughout the country.

In the economic base, under the new Power we are 
establishing new relations of production. A concrete 
example of this is how we apply the land policy, utilizing
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collective work, and the organization of social life 
according to a new reality, with a joint dictatorship 
where for the first time workers, peasants and progres-
sives rule—understanding this to mean those who want 
to transform this country by the only means possible– 
people's war.

As for them, the reactionaries, without mentioning 
the economic drain of fighting the people's war, we are 
destroying bureaucrat capitalism, and for some time 
we've been undermining the gamonal 4 basis for the 
semifeudal relations that sustain this whole structure, 
while at the same time strong blows against imperial-
ism.

For the masses of our people, these heroic masses, 
principally for the proletariat, the leading class that we 
will always recognize; for the first time they are taking 
Power and they have begun to taste the honey on their 
lips. They will not stop there. They will want it all, and 
they will get it.

EL DIARIO: How do you see the present situation, 
and the perspectives for the People's War In Peru? What
destiny awaits the Peruvian people if the revolution that
you've been leading for more than eight years doesn't 
triumph in the short run? Do you believe that this gov-
ernment or another one can find a way out of this crisis?
In the document “Bases for Discussion,” the PCP indi-
cated that we are entering decisive years in which 
APRA continues to be without a strategic plan. Could it
be that we are on the threshold of the victory of the rev-
olution, and of the seizure of state Power by the PCP?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: The Peruvian people are 
increasingly mobilizing themselves, and the class strug-
gle is sharpening. This is directly linked to the people's 
war, which is nothing but the continuation of the class 
struggle with arms in hand. What destiny awaits the 
Peruvian people? I believe that the heroic destiny of 

4 Feudal landlord. –Trans.
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destroying the old state and the glorious destiny of 
beginning to build a new society will be a monumental 
effort. These will be times of sacrifice and difficulties, 
but the people will emerge victorious. In the end it 
should be enough to reflect on this: without the people's
war, would 60,000 children under one year of age stop 
dying, as is the case in Peru today? No. Therefore, the 
people will continue making every effort and will go 
through difficulties, but each day more consciously, they
will pay the necessary price, knowing that they will win.

A way out? We believe that they have no way out. 
Our understanding of the process of contemporary 
Peruvian society is that starting in 1980 bureaucrat cap-
italism has entered into its destruction, and as a result 
the whole system is falling apart, and they have no way 
out. And if we look at it, there's a serious crisis, but also 
the two decades have come together back to back, the 
decade of the ‘80s and the decade of the ‘90s, both of 
them critical. They have no way out at all.

In regard to the decisive years, we understand by 
decisive years a more powerful storm between people's 
war and counterrevolutionary war, and we believe, once 
again, that from this will emerge the stage of strategic 
equilibrium.

As for time, Chairman Mao said the more and better
we fight, the less time will be needed. For our part, it is 
our obligation to do this. We are doing it and we will do 
it; on the other hand, we have extraordinary objective 
conditions. The conditions of general crisis which the 
decrepit system of Peruvian society has entered into 
reveals to us that things can accelerate in these decisive
years, and in fact these decisive years will powerfully 
accelerate the conditions and develop the revolutionary
situation.
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What are our tasks today? In sum, more people’s 
war, more new Power, more Army, more involvement of 
the masses, and this is how we believe our victory will 
come.

EL DIARIO: Finally, could you lay out your position 
with regard to worldwide people's war? In the case of a 
world war between the superpowers, what would be the
results for humanity?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Could there be a world 
war? Yes, there could be. The conditions for this will 
exist as long as we do not eliminate their roots. The 
superpowers are obviously preparing for war and mak-
ing big plans. But we believe that communists and revo-
lutionaries, the masses, the people, those who can no 
longer accept so much injustice in the world, must not 
focus our attention on war between the superpowers 
because our liberation cannot come from that—because
it would be a war of plunder, for a redivision of the 
world. World war among the big powers is for hegemony,
nothing else What can we expect from them? Huge 
massacres, large-scale genocide, hundreds of thousands
of deaths. But certainly the immense majority of 
humanity will survive. We cannot accept the sinister 
ideas of today that worship atomic weapons and all the 
sophisticated weaponry they brandish. Nor can we 
allow them to use them as blackmail to paralyze us. 
Many times in the world the reactionaries have talked 
about decisive and definitive weapons and the disap-
pearance of humanity. But it has always been to restrain
and stifle people, to maintain their old domination. 
That's why we believe that we must focus our attention,
our efforts, our passion, our will, on developing people's 
war—because from that will certainly come the emanci-
pation of the people and the proletariat, the definitive 
and true emancipation. We think that a worldwide peo-
ple's war is the answer to an imperialist world war. We 
think that the task is to prepare for it, and we conceive 
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of it as follows: those who are already waging people's 
war should develop it more; those who have not initi-
ated it should start developing it; and through this 
process we will demolish imperialist domination, the 
domination of reaction. And we will wipe them off the 
face of the earth.

We don't conceive of a worldwide people's war as an 
action that will take place simultaneously on a certain 
day and at a certain hour. We conceive of it as unfolding 
in the future, and related to the 50 to 100 years that 
Chairman Mao Zedong predicted. We see it as great 
waves of people's war, until finally all of them converge 
like the legions of steel of a great worldwide red army, as
Lenin himself said. This is how we see it. We think this is
the only road to follow. The problem, I insist, is that 
there is a risk of world war and it would be a huge mas-
sacre, from which could only come misery, injustice, 
pain and death, and more reasons to put an end to 
them. The only solution, therefore, is people's war, 
which, conceived of in waves, will lead to a worldwide 
people's war and the coming together of the legions of 
steel of the international proletariat, of the people, who 
in the end will carry out our historic mission. We have 
the great fortune to live in these decades in which impe-
rialism and reaction will be swept away, because what 
Chairman Mao foresaw will be attained. If we do not see
it ourselves, others who follow us will, because the 
legions are increasing more and more.

What is the problem? What is the key? To place 
Marxism-Leninism-Maoism in command. And with 
Maoism principally, take up people's war, which is uni-
versally applicable, taking into account the character of 
each revolution and the specific conditions of each 
country.
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IV. ON THE NATIONAL POLITICAL SITUATION

EL DIARIO: Chairman, what is the PCP's analysis of
the Peruvian state and where it is headed?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: We have an understanding
of the workings of contemporary Peruvian society, by 
which we mean the society which came into being in 
1895. We believe that the process we are living through 
began then and that there have been three stages. The 
first stage laid the basis for the development of bureau-
crat capitalism; the second stage, which deepened the 
development of bureaucrat capitalism, began after 
World War II, because the first stage lasted until then. 
This deeper development of bureaucrat capitalism 
ripened the conditions for revolution. With the begin-
ning of the people's war in 1980, we entered the third 
stage, of the general crisis of bureaucrat capitalism. The
destruction of contemporary Peruvian society has 
begun because it has become historically outmoded. 
Therefore what we are witnessing is its end and the only
correct course is to battle, to fight, and to struggle to 
bury it.

EL DIARIO: Why do you consider the thesis of 
bureaucrat capitalism to be fundamental?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: We consider this thesis of 
Chairman Mao Zedong to be key, because without 
understanding it and wielding it, it is not possible to 
carry out a democratic revolution, much less conceive of
its uninterrupted continuation into the socialist revolu-
tion. It is really very wrong for this thesis of Chairman 
Mao's to be disregarded. Plainly, they jumble his analy-
sis all up by talking to us about the development of cap-
italism in backward countries or dependent capitalism, 
which leads to nothing but changing the character of 
the revolution. We believe that it is by taking Chairman 
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Mao as our starting point that we are going to really 
understand Peruvian society and those societies that 
they call backward.

We understand that bureaucrat capitalism began to 
emerge in Peru in 1895 through the three stages that I 
previously outlined. We conceive of it this way: capital-
ism developed on top of a semi-feudal base, and under 
imperialist domination. It is a capitalism born late born 
tied to feudalism and subordinated to imperialist domi-
nation. These are the conditions that produce what 
Chairman Mao Zedong has called bureaucrat capital-
ism. So, bureaucrat capitalism develops bound to big 
monopoly capital which controls the economy of the 
country. This capital is made up, as Chairman Mao said,
of the big capital of the large landowners, the com-
prador bourgeoisie, and the big bankers. Thus bureau-
crat capitalism emerges, bound, I repeat, to feudalism, 
subordinated to imperialism, and it is monopolistic. We 
must keep this in mind, it is monopolistic. At a certain 
point in its development this capitalism is combined 
with state power and uses the economic means of the 
State, uses the State as an economic lever and this 
process gives rise to another faction of the big bour-
geoisie, the bureaucrat bourgeoisie. This gives rise to a 
further development of bureaucrat capitalism which 
was already monopolistic and becomes, in turn, state-
owned. But this whole process gives rise to conditions 
which ripen the revolution. This is another important 
concept, politically speaking, that the Chairman laid 
out about bureaucrat capitalism.

If we understand bureaucrat capitalism, we can 
understand very well how Peru has semi-feudal condi-
tions, bureaucrat capitalism, and imperialist, mainly 
Yankee, domination. This is what we must understand, 
and what allows us to understand and lead the demo-
cratic revolution.
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Now, what other importance does bureaucrat capi-
talism have? The Chairman says that the democratic 
revolution realizes some socialist advances which, he 
says, were already expressing themselves, for example, 
in the mutual aid teams in the Base Areas of the coun-
tryside.5 To move from the democratic to the socialist 
revolution it is key, from an economic point of view, to 
confiscate all bureaucrat capital, which will permit the 
New State to control the economy, to direct it and, in 
this way, serve the development of the socialist revolu-
tion. We understand that this strategic concept is of 
great importance and, I reiterate, it is unfortunately 
being disregarded, and as long as it is disregarded, it 
will not be possible to correctly understand what a 
democratic revolution is under the present circum-
stances in which we struggle.

It is erroneous to think that bureaucrat capitalism is
the capitalism that the State develops with the eco-
nomic means of production that it directly controls. 
This is erroneous, and it does not conform to Chairman 
Mao's thesis. Just think of it like this: if bureaucrat capi-
tal were only state-owned capitalism, and you confis-
cated this state-owned capital, in whose hands would 
the other, non-state-owned monopoly capital remain? 
In the hands of reaction, of the big bourgeoisie. This 
view which identifies bureaucrat capitalism with state 
monopoly capitalism is a revisionist concept and in our 
Party it was upheld by the left liquidationists. Hence, 
we understand this problem to be a very important one.

Furthermore, politically it allows us to differentiate 
very clearly between the big bourgeoisie and the 
national or middle bourgeoisie. And this gives us the 
means to understand, so that we don't pin ourselves to 
the tail of any faction of the big bourgeoisie, either the 
comprador or bureaucrat bourgeoisies, which is what 
revisionism and opportunism have done and continue 

5 In China. –Trans.
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to do in Peru. There have been decades of this perverse 
policy of labeling one faction of the big bourgeoisie the 
national bourgeoisie, hence progressive, and supporting
them. Grasping bureaucrat capitalism permitted us to 
more clearly understand the differentiation, I repeat, 
between the national bourgeoisie and the big bour-
geoisie, and grasp the correct tactics to carry out, tak-
ing up again precisely what Mariátegui had established. 
For this reason we consider the thesis on bureaucrat 
capitalism to be of utmost importance.

EL DIARIO: How would you sum up your political 
and economic analysis of the present conjuncture and 
its prospects? Is this situation perhaps favorable for the
PCP? What does it pose for the reaction, revisionism 
and opportunism?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: We believe that bureaucrat
capitalism has entered into a general crisis. Moreover, 
we believe that this bureaucrat capitalism was born 
sick, because it derived from semi-feudalism (or is tied 
to it) and from imperialism. Semi-feudalism is obviously
outmoded, and imperialism is moribund. What kind of 
child could come from these two parents condemned to 
death by incurable disease? A sick, stunted monster 
that has entered its phase of destruction. We think that 
the crises will become sharper and sharper, that, even 
as some economists say, there have been more or less 30
years of crisis from which we have not emerged except 
for some small ripples of recovery. Or, as APRA says in 
its own internal documents, this is a crisis that has 
existed since the middle of the ‘70s.

We can see that each new crisis is worse than the 
previous one. And if we add to this the two critical 
decades of the ‘80s and ‘90s, back to back, the situation 
becomes clear. What do they themselves say? That this 
government will leave behind an extremely grave situa-
tion, and that those who follow, supposing that others 
do follow through their electoral renovation, will have to
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seek some way to overcome the problems left behind, 
and consequently, not until 1995 can they even think 
about any kind of—and this is being said in a country 
which is already twenty years behind. Because of all this
we think the prospects for them are extremely bleak. Is 
this favorable for the revolution, for the people's war, for
the Party? Yes, it is. First and foremost for our class and
the people, because all our work is for them, so that our 
class can rule, lead, so that the people can exercise their
freedom and satisfy their centuries-old hunger. We see 
no prospects whatever for revisionism and reaction. We 
believe that they are united, they are like Siamese 
twins, and they will march together to the grave. This is 
what we think.

EL DIARIO: Why do you characterize the APRA 
government as fascist and corporativist? What do you 
base this on? What is your opinion of Alan García 
Pérez's speech at the APRA Youth Congress in Ayacu-
cho and the one he gave in Paita? What is your opinion 
of the economic measures of the new cabinet?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Concerning the characteri-
zation of the APRA government. Without looking at its 
historical aspect, which has other implications that we 
don't need to examine today, the concrete situation that
APRA was faced with, when by agreement it was given 
leadership of the Peruvian state, was one full of dilem-
mas. There existed two tendencies within it. One was 
fascist and the other was demo-liberal. This is what was
going on in APRA, and we understand that in this case 
the demo-liberal position meant the maintenance of the
reactionary constitutional order established in 1920, in 
1933, and in 1979. That's what we mean by the demo-lib-
eral order.

APRA had a problem—its need for investments to 
be able to push forward the economy, or more exactly, 
to showcase some successes. This is what they have 
done, use up what little they had in order to present us 
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with a showcase of successes as fragile as glass. And we 
are seeing the proof of this today. So there is no way you
can say that APRA's plan was a good economic plan, 
because if it was such a good plan, why are the results 
so bad? It doesn't make sense. So APRA had to resort 
to using capital from the comprador bourgeoisie and 
they, obviously, demanded certain conditions. In 
APRA's own documents they say that by the end of 1985
the big bourgeoisie, particularly the comprador bour-
geoisie, was already beginning to recover and to cash in.
The year 1986 was like paradise for them. They made 
billions of dollars in profits, as they themselves have 
said, thinking that later they would reinvest. But this 
plan was not going to work, the economy was bound to 
go into crisis and fail, and therefore they could not rein-
vest. Since then the conflict between them has sharp-
ened further, hence the struggles between the two fac-
tions of the big bourgeoisie.

On the other hand, APRA, with regard to the peo-
ple, was confronted with the immense, unsatisfied 
needs of the masses. Demagogically, as always, they 
made promises to everybody; demagogically, because 
what APRA sought to do was simply try to develop, to 
unfold the reactionary economic process which could 
not be carried out without restricting the income of the 
people, because, where do profits come from? From sur-
plus value. So they had a problem with the masses and 
they knew it, hence, their repressive, anti-popular, anti-
union, anti-worker policies. This could be seen from the 
beginning. But there were other circumstances, the 
people's war. Even though they did not want to, APRA 
had to confront the people's war, which was already a 
central problem.

All these conditions are the ones that determined 
that changes had to take place inside APRA in order to 
resolve their dilemma. But when did they resolve it? 
The dilemma got resolved with the genocide of 1986. 
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The class struggle of the masses, the people's war prin-
cipally, and the genocidal actions pushed APRA to 
choose fascism and brought about the triumph of the 
fascist faction. We believe that it was then that it hap-
pened, and so began what everyone now recognizes as 
the loss of prestige and a setback for APRA, not only in 
Peru, but in the whole world.

Why do we call it fascist? The fascist faction that 
already existed in APRA took political measures to 
implement corporatization, although it was already con-
tained in the first speech by García Pérez in July 1985. 
What do we understand by fascist and corporatist? For 
us fascism is the negation of liberal-democratic princi-
ples, the negation of the bourgeois-democratic princi-
ples which were born and developed in the eighteenth 
century in France. These principles are being aban-
doned by reactionaries, by the bourgeoisie world-wide. 
So it was that the First World War that made us see the 
crisis of the bourgeois democratic order, that's why later
fascism emerged. So, in APRA what is going on is this 
negation of the principles of the bourgeois-democratic 
order and we see daily proof of the negation of all the 
constitutionally established rights and liberties. We see 
fascism also on the ideological plane as an eclectic sys-
tem without a defined philosophy. It is a philosophical 
position made up of fragments chosen from here and 
there according to what's most useful. This is clearly 
expressed in García Pérez. When he goes to Harare in 
Africa he's an African and he salutes the Africans, 
salutes Kenneth Kaunda. When he goes to India he 
salutes Gandhi, he's a Gandhian. When he goes to Mex-
ico he hails Zapata, he's a Zapatista. When he goes to 
the Soviet Union, if he ever does, he'll be the champion 
of Perestroika. He's like that because this is the ideolog-
ical and philosophical training of fascism, it does not 
have a defined stand, it is eclectic and it takes what is 
at hand.
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With regard to its corporatism. We understand cor-
poratism as the setting up of the state based on corpo-
rations, which implies the negation of parliamentarism. 
This is an essential point that Mariátegui gave empha-
sis to in “History of the World Crisis” [“Historia de la 
crisis mundial”]. He said that the crisis of bourgeois 
democracy expresses itself clearly in the crisis of parlia-
mentarism. Looking at the parliament here, while it is 
true that in the last decades it has been the executive 
branch that has produced the most important laws in 
this country, it is during this APRA government that 
the executive has monopolized the creation of all the 
fundamental laws for its own purposes. No important 
laws have come from the parliament. This is a fact, and 
everything has been aimed at giving powers to the exec-
utive so that it can do and undo as it pleases. Every-
thing is a negation of parliamentarism.

The problem of corporatism in our country is not a 
recent one. Already in 1933, during the second restruc-
turing of the Peruvian State in this century, when the 
Constitution was being debated, Víctor Andrés 
Belaúnde put forward the corporatization of Peruvian 
society. Villarán, who was the chairman of the reporting 
committee of the Constitution, opposed it stating: how 
are we going to corporatize if there are no corporations?
It was a way of dodging the issue Those are precedents. 
Now that they are talking so much about Mr. Belaúnde, 
whose works have just been published, it is fitting to 
remember his stand: in the face of liberalism—which 
focuses on money—and communism—which negates 
the individual—what we need are corporatist systems 
modeled after those of medieval times. It is good to 
keep this in mind in order to see corporatism’s affilia-
tion and its roots, and also keep very much in mind that
it is intimately linked to the positions set forth by the 
Papacy starting in the past century.
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Velasco also tried to corporatize the country. That's 
why he started the formation of corporations of agricul-
tural producers, for example. His own agrarian law 
17716 had the political aim of establishing corporatist 
bases. The industrial law did, too. How? Through the 
industrial community. His famous political organization,
which was never consolidated, also put forward posi-
tions which were clearly fascist and corporatist. But 
they didn't succeed in carrying it out in Peru. And what 
are they trying to do? What do they want? They want 
the formation of corporations, that is to organize the 
producers and all members of society along corporatist 
lines. Let's assume that the small factory producers, the
agricultural producers, merchants, professionals, stu-
dents, the Church, the armed forces, and the police 
forces all name their delegates and, in this way form a 
corporative system. This is what they are seeking to do 
and what APRA is doing. And the regions and micro-
regions, what is their significance? This whole plan for 
establishing regions today serves the corporatization of 
our country, that is why we have to oppose it openly—
not only because it represents political maneuvering by 
APRA for electoral advantage, but because it is a corpo-
ratist system, and furthermore, it is putting a country 
which doesn't even have a consolidated national unity 
at risk. These are extremely serious matters. For these 
reasons we say it is a fascist and corporatist govern-
ment. The road they are trying to promote explains 
their great preoccupation with the regions that they 
want to impose, no matter what it takes. This is what 
we are seeing and hence all these extraordinary parlia-
mentary assemblies which have failed to fulfill what 
García has called for. Last year he stated, either the 
regions are formed or I'll stop calling myself Alan García
Pérez. A year has passed and I don't know what he is 
calling himself today, because the regions have not been
formed. Now they say by the end of this year. We'll see.
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With regard to identifying fascism with terror, with 
repression, we think that this is a mistake. What's 
involved is the following: if one remembers Marxism, the
State is organized violence, that is the classic definition.
All states use violence because they are dictatorships 
How else would they assert themselves to oppress and 
exploit? They couldn't do it. Consequently what hap-
pens is that fascism develops a broader, more refined, 
more sinister violence. But to identify fascism as being 
the same as violence is a crass error. These are ideas 
that have developed here in Peru since World War II and
they are ideas that Del Prado often promoted and 
spread. These same ideas were also put forward by 
Dammert.

Identifying fascism with terror means not under-
standing Mariátegui, who in “Figures and Aspects of 
World Life” [“Figuras y aspectos de la vida mundial”], 
when talking of H.G. Wells, tells us that the bourgeois 
State goes through a process of development and that 
it is this process that leads to a fascist and corporative 
system. This can be understood very well if we study 
Mariátegui's works, the previously mentioned “History 
of the World Crisis” or “The Contemporary Scene” [“La 
Escena contemporánea”].Let's not forget that he lived 
it, studied it, and came to know it directly.

In this country, we have to look at fascism in its dif-
ferent aspects beginning with its ideology, its politics, 
and its organizational form, how it uses violence, its ter-
ror. Today we see how it practices a skillful violence, 
more developed, broader, more brutal and vicious. This 
is what is called terror. But apart from this, white terror 
has always been practiced, has it not? The reactionar-
ies, when they have encountered difficulties, have 
always applied white terror. So we should never identify 
and reduce all fascism simply to terror. We must under-
stand that fascism means a more refined violence, and 
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the development of terrorism, yes, but that is not the 
totality of it but a component, it is fascism's means of 
unfolding reactionary violence.

As for García Pérez's speech at the APRA Youth 
Congress: in sum, there is an intense struggle in APRA, 
which has to do with their next congress, and the prob-
lem consists in whether Garcia Pérez will maintain his 
control over that party or not, while keeping himself in 
power in collusion with the Armed Forces. For some 
time it's been apparent that the APRA youth have ques-
tioned the work of the government, and this expressed 
itself in a big way at this congress in Ayacucho. And 
Garcia Pérez had to make a desperate trip in order to 
explain, to explain himself and to present himself as the
Savior. This is what he wants, because he sees the 
importance of winning over the youth in the interest of 
his appetite to be fuhrer. I believe this gets to the 
essence of it. Concerning what he said about our Party, 
and the supposed admiration he says he has for it, this 
simply reveals the struggle inside APRA, because some-
one who is a genocidal assassin, who daily murders the 
people, the fighters, the communists, can't have admira-
tion for us. This is demagogical posturing, uncontrol-
lable appetites linked to the APRA Congress and 
related to his political prospects, because he can still 
play many cards. The man is quite young.

Concerning Paita, the “Paita speech,” essentially it 
was a fascist speech, openly fascist. It was not, as some 
say, to give the parliamentarians who were raising a 
ruckus a slap on the wrist. That kind of thing is com-
monplace among them and there is nothing extraordi-
nary about it. But that was not what this was about, it 
was a strictly fascist speech. Garcia Pérez wants to 
become fuhrer. There's a reason why they call him “con-
ductor”. Many times Congressman Roca himself has 
called him “conductor.” Isn't “conductor” the same as 
fuhrer? It means the same thing in German. Therefore I 
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think it's correct when some call him “the apprentice 
fuhrer.” But in the end what he is showing us is that he's
just a cheap demagogue with a big, unrestrained 
appetite, ready to do anything to satisfy it. I think self-
idolatry is one of his characteristics.

As for the economic measures of the new cabinet, as
was inevitable, no one agrees with them. Of course no 
one agrees with them, and the people least of all, which 
is what interests us. So a double contradiction emerges.
The first one is with the comprador bourgeoisie, 
because the economic measures are insufficient. They 
ask the APRA government for more measures and they 
demand a definition of the plan, because this plan is for 
18 months, but consists only of a general outline, with-
out dealing concretely with important problems. (For 
its five years in office, APRA is going to proceed like 
this, from one emergency plan to another and yet 
another. From emergency to emergency, which amounts
to the total unraveling of the plans it had thought to 
implement during its term. I am referring here to their 
own documents.) And the second contradiction is 
inevitably with the people, whose belts are being tight-
ened in the interest of generating new capital. How and 
from where can capital be obtained? By reducing 
salaries. These are, in sum, the measures, and that's 
why they have created more problems for APRA than 
they already had. Meanwhile they continue, demagogi-
cally, postponing what the very order within which they 
operate imposes on them and what they themselves 
bring on by being puppets, because they have long been
in collusion with the United States, with imperialism. 
Their ties with the World Bank and the Inter-American 
Development Bank (IDB) are extremely clear, and these
are the instruments that the imperialists are using more
now due to the discrediting of the IMF—although the 
prospects are that APRA will return to the fold. So 
those economic measures are not resolving the situa-
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tion, they are worsening it. And we are going to have an 
extremely grave and critical economic situation which 
will develop even further, becoming a tremendous bur-
den on the backs of the masses.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, how do you see the upcom-
ing elections shaping up, and the possibility of a coup or
a coup backed by the government itself?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: If you'll allow me, I'd like 
to say that the main thing about the elections is the 
need to boycott them, and if possible, prevent them. 
Why do we say this? What do the people have to gain? 
Nothing. The people won't gain anything through an 
electoral renewal. I think this can be seen very clearly in
this country's history. In the document “Develop Peo-
ple’s War to Serve the World Revolution” [“Desarrollar 
la guerra popular sirviendo a la revolución mundial”], 
we pointed this out, we showed this to be the case and 
no one has disproved it. We showed how the percentage 
of votes for the IU was what prevented the majority 
from expressing their opposition to the elections. I 
believe this has been shown. We have therefore put for-
ward, and the facts have borne out, that the tendency in
Peru is to expect nothing from elections or from a new 
government. The tendency is to reject elections. Where 
does the problem lie? In the way revisionism and oppor-
tunism continue promoting elections, that's where the 
problem lies. So what is the key point here? To strike 
blows and expose what the electoral process means, 
that it means nothing except allowing the renewal of 
the authorities of this old and rotting order, that it 
means nothing else. Because they won't be able tell us 
that it means maintaining the democratic arena. This is 
an old story that no one is going to believe any more. 
This is the story that those who today belong to the 
PUM told us at the time of the Constituent Assembly. 
And then, in 1980, they said that there was democratic 
space, that we were in a pre-revolutionary situation, 
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and that by using the parliament as a tribune we could 
go over to a revolutionary situation – only to tell us later
that we had to focus on defending the existing order. I 
think that this is the main thing for the people, that the 
majority express their repudiation of the elections, even
if by simply casting a blank vote, even if it is just by 
doing that. This is important because that is how the 
will of the masses of people, the immense majority who 
already understand that the electoral road offers no 
solutions, will be expressed.

I think they have wanted to make use of the elec-
tions, putting forward the electoral campaign, in order 
to get the people to focus their attention on the elec-
tions. But we see that this plan has failed for two rea-
sons. The first is the serious problems that the people 
have, and how their fighting spirit is growing daily, 
which the People's War serves to push forward. Sec-
ondly, the very contradictions that have thrown all the 
existing political institutions into great turmoil. The IU 
is a jumble of contradictions, so is the so-called 
FREDEMO, and APRA is a pot brimming with party 
hacks. That's how it really is. And if their eager plans to 
divert the attention of the people have failed. and if the 
conditions are those of a people's war with great 
prospects, as is really the case, all revolutionaries who 
want to see this country transformed must push for the 
people to reject this process. Let them figure out how to
replace their authorities. It's their problem, not ours. 
That's how we see it.

About a possible coup d'etat, well, in this country 
the possibility of a coup always exists. And we under-
stand that the Army itself is already alarmed, pointing 
out that they don't see any political force capable of 
confronting the people's war. If the army is saying that, 
then it means that a coup could occur at any moment. 
But it could occur in many different ways, and that's 
another question. It could be something similar to what
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happened in Uruguay with Bordaberry, which would be 
García Pérez in this case. It could be a self-engineered 
coup. That's another card that García Pérez has up his 
sleeve because a coup would remove him, as a victim 
and not as the political failure that he is. And since he's 
young, some time later he could come back as a martyr 
and defender of democracy. That's why this is another 
card this demagogic expert in sleight of hand might pull
from the deck. And looking deeper, the armed forces 
really do have to more and more unfold an increasingly 
developed counterrevolutionary struggle that strength-
ens their power. That's the way it is. And we think that 
the movement of the contradiction is in such a direction
that we will have to confront each other – the revolu-
tionary forces, the Communist Party of Peru leading the
people's war, on the one hand; and on the other hand, 
the reaction. the armed forces leading the counterrevo-
lutionary war in Peru.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, would you accept talks with 
Alan García?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: The idea of talks is being 
bandied about, and it is also part of the superpowers' 
game, especially the social-imperialists. We see the situ-
ation this way: there is a time in the development of a 
people's war when relations and diplomatic dealings 
become necessary and do occur. For example, the meet-
ing between Chairman Mao and Chiang Kai-shek. This 
is something people are familiar with. We also saw it in 
the case of Vietnam. It is a facet in the development of a
revolutionary war and, even more so, of a people's war. 
But we must start from the understanding that in diplo-
matic meetings agreements signed at the table only 
reflect what has already been established on the battle-
field, because no one is going to give up what they have 
not obviously lost. That is understood. Well, one could 
ask, has that moment arrived in Peru? That moment 
has not arrived So why raise the issue of talks? Such 
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talks are simply aimed at halting or undermining the 
people's war, that's what they are aimed at and nothing 
more. So I repeat, the truth is that the time for meet-
ings and diplomatic dealings has not arrived, it makes 
no sense.

As for the rest, I think it is a demagogic matter that 
they have been stirring up since the time of Belaúnde's 
government, when due to a proposal from someone 
from the United Left that was accepted, the then-presi-
dent stated that there was no suitable interlocutor. 
Words! At bottom it was nothing but cheap dema-
goguery without rhyme or reason, and it's still the same 
today. And who talks about talks? The revisionists, the 
opportunists, and those who have hope for APRA, for 
this demo-bourgeois order, for this reactionary order. 
They are the ones. But are they not at the same time 
the ones who are promoting pacification, our destruc-
tion? Are they not the same ones who make proposals 
about how to pacify better, which means how to sweep 
us away, because such are their sinister dreams to sat-
isfy their appetites? They are the same ones. What a 
coincidence! So then, these talks are a sinister betrayal. 
Furthermore, one could ask: how can they talk about 
dialogue, those who even made an amnesty pact with 
García Pérez, which he never honored?

So for me all this jabbering about talks is nothing, I 
repeat, but looking for a way to undermine the people's 
war, because it doesn't correspond to reality. When the 
time comes, the people's war will necessarily have to 
undertake diplomatic dealings. But our diplomacy will 
be aimed at seizing Power countrywide, fully and com-
pletely. We don't want a North Vietnam and a South 
Vietnam, we don't want a North Korea and a South 
Korea. We don't want a North Peru and a South Peru, 
we want only one Peru. This is our condition: full, com-
plete and absolute surrender. Are they ready for that? 
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No. What they are plotting is our destruction, and so 
talks are nothing but a part of that same plan despite 
all their demagogic and philistine cackling.

EL DIARIO: What do you think of the United Left 
and its political line? What destiny do you foresee for 
this revisionist front? And what is the PCP's stand on 
the National People's Assembly? [Asamblea Nacional 
Popular (ANP)]

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Concerning this I would 
like to be very brief. First, because what is the line of the
United Left at this time? We don't know. In earlier docu-
ments they state that the IU is “a mass front of the 
socialist trend,” and it has focused, as is evident, on par-
liamentary cretinism. What is at the heart of their posi-
tions? A very simple matter, they think they can take 
over the government, and then, as they say, take over 
power. Well, they must understand that they cannot 
take over one without seizing the other. Moreover, first 
you seize Power and then you set up your government, 
because the essential problem of state is what system of
state, which means: what class does the dictatorship 
that you exercise correspond to? And from this is 
derived your system of government. The rest are cheap 
inventions of putrid revisionists. If you look at their 
statements, they are not for the destruction of the reac-
tionary State, but for a government that would permit 
them to continue evolving this outmoded and rotting 
order. This is what they are after with their proclama-
tions about how, with this government and reforms, 
they can advance toward socialism. And all this is sim-
ply the unrestrained revisionism already criticized by 
Lenin.

On the other hand, we should look at their political 
theses and their congress. Regarding their political the-
ses, they are yet to be published. I believe that in the IU
—which is a front—let's not forget what we see is a re-
creation of the old opportunist electoral frontism that 
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we have seen many times in Peru. Such a front is the 
rejection of a Party that leads, and if there is no Party of
the proletariat to lead, there is no transformation, no 
revolution. Revolution has never been made through 
parliament, nor will it ever be. They are giving a facelift 
to old arguments already discussed in the ‘60s. The IU, 
to be concise, how do I see it? As a jumble of contradic-
tions, of collusion and struggle. What unites them? Col-
lusion, greed, following the road of parliamentary cre-
tinism, reviving old failures, or using them as a card for 
the reaction to play, to perform a sinister role like Ebert 
in Germany, that vile and perverse assassin of the revo-
lution of 1919. I believe that is what unites them. And 
what divides them? Their struggles, their rank and file, 
their appetites, and the fact that they have different 
masters. Therefore, they subordinate themselves to how
their masters define the situation, because there are 
revisionists in the IU who serve the Communist Party of
the Soviet Union and revisionists who serve Deng, and 
they are subject to what their masters and the interme-
diaries of their masters say. Not to mention their ties 
with other centers of power.

That's the crux of the problem. There are things 
that should make those who really want revolution 
think. These are those who have the duty to think if 
they really are for revolution. They have to break with 
this useless, groveling electoral front which is an obsta-
cle, and assuming their class position, according to the 
class that they defend, converge in a really revolution-
ary front. Let them do so, and come together for real. It 
is not enough to call others sectarian, you have to show 
that you are not, and in order to do so you must first 
quit being an opportunist, cease being a revisionist. 
And for others, they must stop trying to take us down 
the dead-end road of Christian Socialism. If they want 
revolution, let them prove it, and express it in deeds by 
abandoning the erroneous road they are following. Let 
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them stop being the tails of Soviet and Chinese revi-
sionism; that is the first thing they would have to do, 
aside from, I repeat, not coming to us with positions 
based on the road of Christian Socialism. They should 
really come to understand Marxism-Leninism-Maoism, 
principally Maoism; so long as they do not understand 
it they will not advance. Let them understand what it 
means to make revolution through people's war. And let
them understand and open their eyes, because the 
truth is irrefutable, they cannot deny what all the world 
except them sets. They must stop being so power hun-
gry and must explicitly accept their class limitations 
and accept that it is the proletariat as a class that leads 
through a Communist Party, and this is what mainly 
interests us.

Regarding the National People's Assembly, the ANP 
is a peculiar thing. On the one hand they say it “is the 
germ of power.” Very well, “germ of power.” I ask, are 
they trying to form soviets? Are they recreating the 
Bolivian experience at the time of Juan José Torres? 
Can power be created this way? To raise this supposed 
“germ of power” is simply and plainly to oppose the New
Power that we are actually forging in the real world. On 
the other hand, they also say that the ANP is a “mass 
front.” So is it a competitor of the IU, which is also a 
“mass front”? Okay, let them define what it is then. Is it 
a  “germ of power” or is it a “mass front”? What is it 
really? Let them clearly state how power can be forged. 
What do we see here? Simply that the ANP is run by 
revisionism. There's lots of evidence. Their strikes follow
the same mold and even the dates are the same as 
those established by the revisionists through the CGTP. 
Therefore revisionism is the leader here, and revolution-
aries cannot follow revisionists. And those who really 
want revolution, I repeat, let them demonstrate it in 
their actions, and let them understand, first and fore-
most, the authentic revolutionary process of people's 
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war that is taking place here in this country. Because as 
long as they don't understand it they will not be able to 
play the role that many of these people could very well 
play, people who simply have good intentions, but 
totally lack clarity, even though they believe the oppo-
site is true.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, how do you see the situation
in regard to the class struggle of the masses? What do 
you think of the existing organizations?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: As to how we see the class 
struggle of the masses, I'd like to start from this basic 
point: our people are heroic, our class, the proletariat, 
even more so. Since the people and the proletariat in 
general are persistent protagonists of the class struggle,
they have never let up, nor will they ever let up, until we
reach communism. I think the first thing that we must 
do is recognize the greatness of our people, of our prole-
tariat. And secondly, we must recognize and be grateful 
for—see clearly and say firmly—that without their sup-
port, without their sustenance, we would have done 
nothing! Absolutely nothing! Because the masses are 
the ones who make history, and we believe this fer-
vently. Just like we believe that “it's right to rebel.” This 
is another key principle of the masses.

How do we see the masses? With the deep rejoicing 
of a communist, my greetings to this growing flood of 
arising masses who are beginning to recapture past glo-
ries, and write new pages in history. The masses have 
begun to participate in and will continue participating 
in an intense process of class struggle, and the pes-
simism that reigns in the IU, as Mr. Moreno, who leads 
the Patria Roja, himself recognizes, will not take hold 
among the masses, because the masses are not pes-
simists. Let's remember that Chairman Mao said: only 
the revisionists and opportunists are pessimists, the 
proletariat and communists are always optimists, 
because the future is ours—it is historically determined 
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so long as we keep to our course. The masses will not 
fall into pessimism, nor have they ever done so. That is 
absurd, it is a slander. The masses fight, but in order to 
fight they need leadership, a Party, because there is no 
mass movement that can unfold and sustain itself, 
much less develop itself, without a Party to lead it.

We are filled with revolutionary joy when we see how 
these masses are fighting and, as their own actions 
show, learning from those masses already involved m 
the people's war. And how the masses begin to put into 
practice the great slogan, Combat and Resist! This is 
not a time to just receive, we must be gracious and give 
in return, and do so doubly, so as to be doubly gracious. 
And I think that the masses are doing that, giving really
outstanding examples that make us see the brilliant 
future, the future the masses themselves will see. 
Because they are the ones who make revolution, the 
Party only leads them. I think this is a principle that we 
all know, but it's useful to repeat it.

In regard to your question about the organizations, 
we believe that today more than ever we have to seri-
ously study what Lenin taught us in his work, “The Col-
lapse of the Second International,” Chapter 8. He says 
that the state of the exploiters, the bourgeois state, the 
reactionary state, allows the existence of organizations 
that sustain and serve it so that it can maintain itself 
and survive. And what do these organizations do, in 
order to maintain themselves? They sell out the revolu-
tion for a mess of pottage. I believe this saying fits them
like a glove. But Lenin tells us more, that the revolution 
can expect nothing from these organizations. The revo-
lution has to create its own organizations in times of 
war and revolution like the ones we are living in now 
and will live in from now on. And in the future, the revo-
lution will triumph. So Lenin tells us that we have to 
create new organizations that serve the revolution, even
though we have to go over the heads of those who sell 
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out the workers, of the traitors to the revolution. I 
believe that those are Lenin's words, they deserve 
immense respect from us, and should move us to pro-
found and serious reflection. Otherwise we would not be
serving our class, or the people. And we have to empha-
size the urgent necessity to help everyone acquire more 
and more class consciousness so that they live as what 
they are, as the working class or as the people, with 
interests that are opposed to and antagonistic to the 
exploiters. And they should feel clearly the power that 
they have when their strikes stop production. And let 
them understand and feel and carry forward a strike as 
a School of warfare, as a School of communism, and 
continue unfolding their strikes as the main form of 
struggle in the economic sphere, because that is what 
they are. But under the present circumstances, these 
struggles must be inseparably linked to the conquest of 
Power. So let's unite the struggle for economic demands
with the struggle for the seizure of Power – with the 
people's war. Because it is in the defense of their class 
interests, of the interests of the proletariat, of the peo-
ple. That is what we need and that is what we believe 
the masses are pushing forward evermore.

In our Party, we came to the conclusion a long time 
ago on what we call the law of the masses, the law of 
incorporation of the masses into the war and into the 
revolution, like the one we are unfolding. And this is 
what applies here. The masses are joining the struggle 
in surges, bigger and bigger surges. This is the course 
that we are following and we will unite 90% of the Peru-
vian people. What for? So that the masses bring about 
the victory of the revolution and the culmination of the 
work that they initiated eight years ago, and have been 
carrying forward with their own blood. Because the rev-
olution is theirs, it has arisen from them, from their 
depths. They, the masses, make history, I repeat, the 
Party only leads them. I believe this is true.
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EL DIARIO: Chairman, in what political and social 
sectors does the PCP seek its allies? Do you have any 
affinity with political groups in the country? The oppor-
tunists claim that you are sectarian. How do you deter-
mine your united front policy? What is the strength of 
the Party in the countryside, in the workers' movement, 
among the people as a whole?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: If you will allow me, I will 
start from how we see the Front. We have already 
explained how we are carrying it forward, but what we 
need to state clearly here is how we conceive of the 
united front which Chairman Mao spoke of. While I'm 
on the subject, let me say that it was Mao who estab-
lished the laws of the Front, the six laws of the Front. 
There were no such laws before him. In accordance with
these criteria of Marxism-Leninism-Maoism, our goal is 
a front of classes, with the proletariat as the leading 
class, the peasantry as the main force, the petty bour-
geoisie as an ally which we must pay attention to, and in
particular the intellectuals, because they are necessary 
to the revolution, as Chairman Mao also taught us. And 
in this front, under certain circumstances and condi-
tions, even the national bourgeoisie can and does par-
ticipate. This is what we understand by the united 
front. This front has a foundation, which is the worker-
peasant alliance, forged in the countryside. We are forg-
ing it today, and have been for eight years with arms in 
hand. Why is the worker-peasant alliance necessary? 
Because without it the proletariat would not have hege-
mony, and this front requires a Communist Party to 
lead it. This is our position. We are absolutely opposed 
to the revisionist theory being applied in Central Amer-
ica, and that they want to spread elsewhere, that 
“everyone is revolutionary,”  “everyone is Marxist,”  
“there's no need for the leadership of a Communist 
Party,”  “it's enough to simply unite everyone and base 
oneself on a front in order to lead a revolution.”  That is 
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the negation of Marxism. It is the negation of Marx, of 
Lenin, and of Chairman Mao. No Marxist has disre-
garded the need for the leadership of a Party. Without it,
how can the hegemony of the proletariat be con-
cretized? Only through a really genuine Communist 
Party, that is, a Marxist-Leninist-Maoist Party that 
firmly and consistently serves the interests of the class 
and defends the interests of the people. This is how we 
see it and this is what we are forging and developing. 
For us the issue of the front has to do with the afore-
mentioned thesis, that the Party is the selection of the 
best elements, and is the necessary leadership, but it 
does not make the revolution, because it is the masses 
who make it. Therefore, there is the need for a front to 
bring together 90% of the population, the immense 
majority. This is what we are seeking, what we are pur-
suing, and what we are doing.

As far as groups, we've had, at different times, links 
with organizations. And when we've had them, we have 
treated those organizations as they should be treated, 
as equals, and we have exchanged experiences. In some 
cases they have asked that the Party help them politi-
cally, and we have done so. There are various cases like 
that, but it is better not to mention names now.

About whether we are sectarian, please let me read 
what is in the document “Develop People’s War to Serve
the World Revolution” [“Desarrollar la guerra popular 
sirviendo a la revolución mundial”]. These are the words
of our founder, and we use precisely these words 
because those who claim to be Mariáteguists must truly
be just that. But you cannot be a follower of Mariátegui 
without being a Marxist-Leninist-Maoist. Mariátegui 
said, “We are living in a period of total ideological war. 
Those who represent force for renewal cannot, either by
accident or chance, unite or merge themselves with 
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those who represent conservatism or regression. There 
is a historical abyss between them. They speak different
languages and have a different understanding of history.

“I think we should unite the like-minded, and not 
those who differ. We should bring together those whom 
history wants together. There should be solidarity 
between those of whom history requires solidarity. This,
it seems to me, is the only possible alliance. A common 
understanding with a precise and effective sense of his-
tory.

“I am a revolutionary. But I believe that men who 
think clearly and definitively will be able to understand 
and appreciate each other, even while struggling against
each other. The political force with whom I will never 
reach an understanding is the other camp: mediocre 
reformism, domesticated reformism, hypocritical 
democracy.”

We adhere to this. We are not sectarian, nor are 
there any actions on our part that indicate that. What 
no one can demand of us is that we march into the 
swamp. Lenin taught us: if someone decides they want 
to head into the swamp, they have the right to do so, 
but not to call upon us to go into the muck with them. 
Lenin said, we must follow our steep and difficult road 
all the way to the summit, or, in other words, we must 
face the enemy's fire, but we will continue to advance. 
We are not, then, sectarians or dogmatists. We are sim-
ply communists, and we adhere to those wise words of 
Mariátegui. And what's more, we demand that those 
who claim to follow Mariátegui really follow him, and 
that they prove it.

As to the strength of the Party in the countryside, 
what I can say concretely is that the majority of our 
members are peasants, the vast majority. And a limita-
tion that we have is the insufficient number of workers. 
This is a serious limitation, but we are making, and will 
continue to make, more efforts to correct it, because we 
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need proletarian communists. The workers offer tem-
pering, their steel-like quality, because this character-
izes them as a class.

Moreover, we know how our strength and influence 
is growing among the people as a whole. We can say that
the People's Guerrilla Army is made up of masses, of 
peasants, of workers, intellectuals, people from the 
petty bourgeoisie—we are talking about thousands of 
people. We have hundreds of People's Committees orga-
nized in Base Areas. And we exercise Power over tens of
thousands of people. This is our reality. The influence of 
the Party is growing. We are gaining more and more 
influence among the masses. We are applying what 
Marxism espouses, teaching the proletariat, the people, 
the masses, by means of powerful actions that drive 
home the point. We believe that our growth among the 
masses has begun to make a big leap. This is what we 
can say to you. We want, and it is our task and part of 
our plan, to make a big leap in our work among the 
masses. The masses in this country need the leadership 
of the Communist Party. We hope that with more revo-
lutionary theory and practice, with more armed actions,
with more people's war, with more Power, we can reach 
the very heart of our class and the people and really win 
them over. What for? To serve them. That is what we 
want.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, other organizations either 
don't define or talk vaguely about socialist revolution in 
Peru. Why does the PCP say that the Peruvian revolu-
tion has stages? What is the democratic revolution? 
What will the socialist revolution be like, and what will 
the proletarian cultural revolutions that the PCP will 
lead after the defeat of the counterrevolutionary forces 
be like? Will they be like the ones Chairman Mao led in 
China?
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CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Defining the character of a
revolution is a key question. For us, in keeping with 
what was established in our own Party Congress, the 
revolution is a democratic one. Adhering to Maoism, we 
have been able to develop a more complete understand-
ing of the situation in our country. We think that Peru is 
a semi-feudal and semi-colonial society in which 
bureaucrat capitalism has developed. Therefore, the 
revolution is a democratic one. We think that the demo-
cratic revolution must confront three mountains: impe-
rialism, mainly Yankee imperialism, bureaucrat capital-
ism, and semi-feudalism. This democratic revolution 
demands that we undertake a people's war. That is why 
we have insisted on this course. This people's war is 
what will allow us to destroy these three mountains and
seize countrywide Power, in our opinion, in the not too 
distant future. That depends, in the end, on the 
increased effort that all of us who fight in the people's 
war exert, and on the masses rallying more and more to 
the people's war. This democratic revolution must be 
followed immediately by a socialist revolution. I want to
spell this out. Basing ourselves on what Chairman Mao 
taught us with great farsightedness, thinking of the sit-
uations that might arise, he tells us that the democratic
revolution ends the very day that Power is seized coun-
try-wide and the People's Republic is founded. That 
very day and hour, the socialist revolution begins. And 
in the socialist revolution we have to unfold a proletar-
ian dictatorship and thus carry forward fundamental 
transformations in order to develop socialism.

We think that there is a third kind of revolution. By 
studying Chairman Mao Zedong and the resolutions of 
the CPC, we are increasingly understanding the impor-
tance of the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution as 
the continuation of the revolution under the dictator-
ship of the proletariat. It is indispensable—without it 
the revolution cannot continue its march towards com-
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munism. We believe there will be successive cultural rev-
olutions, but we think that those cultural revolutions 
will have to be forged in practice. While we should base 
ourselves on the Chairman's thesis and the monumental
experience of the CPC, we have to apply them to our 
own reality—in this we are also anti-dogmatic. We can-
not be mechanical, that would be going against Mao-
ism. We think that as a Communist Party we have one 
goal: communism. But to get there—excuse me for reit-
erating—either all of us on earth will get to communism,
or none of us will get there. We are totally opposed to 
Khrushchev's revisionist thesis, in which he talked 
about communism in the USSR by the year 1980. Chair-
man Mao reaffirmed once again that either everyone or 
no one will enter the stage of communism. That is why 
our revolution is unbreakably linked to the world revo-
lution. That is our final and definitive goal. Everything is
stages, steps, moments. We believe that the prospect for
arriving at communism is a long way off. We believe that
Chairman Mao Zedong's outlook on this is correct.

EL DIARIO: They say that when the PCP seizes 
Power in this country, it will confiscate all kinds of prop-
erty. Is this true? How will it deal with the foreign debt?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: We've already seen that 
the Party Programme clarifies these matters. A demo-
cratic revolution like the one we are carrying forward 
has its targets, the three mountains we've already 
talked about. That is to say, that we are for breaking 
with imperialist, principally Yankee, domination. But at 
the same time, we struggle to prevent social-imperial-
ism or any other imperialist power from ever exercising 
domination over us. We are for the destruction of semi 
feudalism, implementing the great slogan that is still 
valid: “land to the tiller.” It is good to emphasize this, 
because many things are said about it. Chairman Mao 
stressed this slogan again and again, which for us 
means the destruction of semi-feudal property and the 
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distribution of the land as property to the peasantry, 
mainly the poor peasantry. And we are for the confisca-
tion of bureaucrat capital, and I repeat again: this is 
very important because it gives the new Power an eco-
nomic foundation from which to direct the economy 
and lead the way toward socialism. We are against those
three mountains. As for the national, or middle, bour-
geoisie, the policy is to respect their rights, and we 
adhere to this. Further than that we cannot go without 
changing the character of the revolution. The idea of 
“confiscating all property” is nothing but one of the 
tales, one of the lies, that they have always spread 
against communists, as Marx so masterfully explained. 
To oppose communism, the reaction and the enemies of
the revolution have always concocted falsehoods and 
lies. Since the great founder of Marxism endured all 
these slanders, lies, and distortions of his sagacious 
teachings, we believe that what is being said against our
Party is nothing but a continuation of that old reac-
tionary school and of the enemies of the revolution.

EL DIARIO: What will the Party do about the for-
eign debt?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Since it is imperialist 
property, it will be confiscated. And I think we can add 
that it is the only way to really get rid of this immense 
weight which is oppressing so many countries, and 
impoverishing nations and peoples. Only through revo-
lution can this be done—there is no other way. All the 
other means and approaches that they raise are only 
aimed at getting imperialism off the hook. Furthermore,
we believe historical experience bears this out.

EL DIARIO: And the Communist Party, how is it 
solving the land problem? And what plans are APRA 
and PUM implementing?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: The land problem is fun-
damental, because this problem is really the one that is 
resolved through democratic revolution, apart from the 
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other questions we've already discussed. What we carry 
out is the destruction of semi-feudal relations of pro-
duction, and the distribution of the land to the peas-
antry, principally the poor peasants, then the middle 
peasants. On the condition that there is some land left, 
or if it is judged to be correct, land can be given to the 
rich peasants, and likewise, if it is correct or necessary, 
we can take land from them if there is not enough land 
to go around. Even the landlords, as the Chairman 
taught, if they want to work, can earn their bread by the
sweat of their brow, as the saying goes, and learn what it
is to till the land and not live from simply collecting 
rent. This is the policy we follow.

The policy of the Party on this question has been 
developing. One of the important things that we have 
done has been to promote a movement of land inva-
sions, a very important one was in the department of La
Libertad where more than 300,000 hectares were dis-
tributed, and 160,000 peasants mobilized. Looking at all 
the mobilizations that we have had, this one succeeded 
in mobilizing the most masses. This movement was pro-
moted in order to undermine APRA's plans, and we also
carried it out in Puno; we were the ones who started the
land invasions in Puno, while PUM was arguing with 
APRA about what to do and how to do it. This is the 
plain and simple truth. Later, the government was 
obliged to issue decrees for Puno in particular, decrees 
that they have not enforced. In this case, as in others in 
the Andean region, APRA has aimed to carry out the 
redistribution that Morales Bermúdez proposed when 
he was president. The dispute with PUM has been over 
how to do it, whether the government should do it alone
or if other organizations would take part.

What have the government and PUM sought to do? 
To keep the river from overflowing its banks. This is 
what they've tried to do, and once more we see them 
doing what they did in 1974, when they were the “Revo-
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lutionary Vanguard,” with the "land seizures" in Apurí-
mac where thousands of peasants were mobilized. And 
for what? To negotiate based on Law 17716, a corpora-
tive law of Velasco's fascism. The famous Acts of 
Toxama and Huancahuacho stand as proof of this. 
Someone should answer for this, and it would be good 
to refresh their memories. Did they help the regime or 
not? They helped it, because their analysis then was 
that law 17716 was a good one, and that its only short-
coming was that it was not a socialist law. This is politi-
cal stupidity, because the land problem is an elementary
democratic demand. And if it were not, Marxism would 
have to be modified on this question. This is what they 
are resuscitating today in collusion with APRA. Well, 
there are some things that get said a lot. But it would 
be good if, being what they are, they would put their 
hands on their chests and make an act of contrition and
come clean as to whether they have served the enemy, 
even serving as informants with the result that our 
forces were attacked. It would be good if they thought 
about this. It has been proven, and we've known since 
the ‘60s, and also through a new study that we carried 
out in the ‘70s, that the simple act of getting land, if it is
not linked to a people's war, to the struggle to seize 
Power, simply produces an incorporation into the sys-
tem, and becomes a prop of the system, and the same 
stagnant semi-feudal process continues. There is proof 
everywhere, Pomacocha and Ccaccamarca, in the 
department of Ayacucho, for example. I think that 
those are things we have to think about. The experi-
ences in Apurímac in 1974, Vanguardia's “land seizures,”
what ends did they serve? The setting up of a corpora-
tive system, the development of the associative forms. 
Was this or was it not what Velasco wanted? Conse-
quently this represented consolidation into the system, 
the evolution of feudalism, when the point is to demol-
ish it, to destroy it. This is what PUM still does not 
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understand today. Nor will they understand it. It 
requires analyzing things from another ideological view-
point, from Marxism, in order to understand how to 
take and how to defend the land, with guns in hand. 
That's the point.

Furthermore, APRA has other plans. We must pay a 
lot of attention, especially to the plans they have for the
uncultivated land of the coast, with the recent decrees, 
and “development plans” for those who have the ability 
to invest for the purpose of generating export products. 
And this is leading to a sham distribution and a scram-
ble for land in Lambayeque, La Libertad, Ica, and in the 
Peruvian coastal region as a whole. With their recent 
decrees it is lawful to allot up to 450 hectares to one 
person. Will the poor be the ones who acquire these 
lands? With what money will they be able to dig wells, 
for example, in order to have access to water? Impossi-
ble. These are greedy plans whose results are already 
clear, a sham distribution. Why else are they in La Liber-
tad? For whose benefit, if not for APRA's, and for its 
leaders and associates, outstanding among whom is 
Minister Remigio Morales Bermúdez, a partner in sev-
eral big monopolist enterprises, who plays an important
economic role. This does not benefit the peasantry, and 
on the coast there are also peasants who need land, and
the land should be for them. And that's why we saw an 
uproar not long ago in La Libertad, condemning the 
plans to irrigate the land.

Other problems: the distribution of land in the jun-
gle region, 30 thousand hectares. Who will be able to 
administer this land? Dionisio Romero or someone simi-
lar. A poor peasant will not be able to oversee it, much 
less receive it. But the land is for those who work it, 
mainly for the poor peasantry. On the other hand, 
APRA has been handed a resounding defeat in their 
counterrevolutionary plans in the so-called trapecio 
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andino6 . And we openly say to them, as others have 
even said to them, that we made them see that the 
Andean Region exists in Peru. It is because of this that 
García Pérez has rediscovered his trapecio andino in 
order to make his own showcase. But his perverse plans
have failed, they have fallen apart, are paralyzed. If 
that's not true, what happened to the Cachi plan in 
Ayacucho? This plan was inaugurated by the man who 
calls himself president, who flew there in a helicopter, 
and with a lot of fanfare explained from the punas7 what
he neither knows nor understands. Or the plan for 
Rasuwilca? We destroyed it because it was a counterin-
surgency plan, and because we insist that the lands be 
given to the peasants who need them, mainly the poor 
peasants.

I also believe that mention should be made of a few 
other things the rondas, the peasant patrols. What have
they done with these organizations the masses created 
to defend themselves? These organizations are now 
under the control of the State, the armed forces, and 
the police. This is clear and concrete. And it is they, the 
IU, who proudly approved that famous law, and today 
are throwing a fit over the regulations in this very law. 
But the regulations are derived from the law, so if you 
approved the law, you have to put up with the regula-
tions. Basically, what they have done is simply facilitate 
what the army and the armed forces were demanding, a 
law to sanction the mesnadas or “defense committees” 
set up by them. They said that there was no legal pro-
tection for what they were doing. Well, such a law did 
exist, it was called the law of the peasant night patrols. 
Do the police use them or not? Does the army use them 
or not? Do the gamonales use them or not? This is the 

6 Andean zone including the departments of Ayacucho, 
Huancavelica, Apurímac, and parts of Cuzco, Puno, and 
Arequipa—Trans.

7 High altitude plains –Trans.
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reality. They owe us an explanation for this. That much 
they owe us, not to mention their statutes. What are 
they like? Are they really Marxist? Were they drawn up 
based on the standpoint of our class, of the people? 
Don't they involve the outmoded ideology of the Incas? 
Don't they express a stand of Christian personalism? 
Don't they work in close connection with the Church? If 
not, why does the Church publish their documents? 
And when I talk about the Church, I mean the ecclesi-
astical hierarchy. It would be good, when you have time 
and you need a little diversion, to read over these regu-
lations. They are extremely revealing.

We also denounce APRA's plans in the Alto Huallaga
where, under the pretext of fighting drug trafficking, 
they permit the use of the deadly pesticide “Spike,” 
which the Yankee monopolies themselves say is like a 
series of small atomic bombs.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, what will be the main char-
acteristics of the New Democratic People's Republic 
that you and your Party propose?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Its characteristics are 
essentially those of a joint dictatorship. I insist on this, 
because in Peru we must think seriously about the 
problem of the State, and analyze it from the stand-
point of Marxism-Leninism-Maoism. And the first thing 
that the problem of the State raises to us is the ques-
tion of the State system, or the kind of class dictator-
ship that is exercised. In our case, it is a joint dictator-
ship. Presently it is a dictatorship of only three classes, 
the proletariat, the peasantry and the progressives (the 
petty bourgeoisie). The national bourgeoisie is not tak-
ing part, but we respect their rights, this we do. The 
government system derived from the above is a system 
based on People's Assemblies. How do we carry this out 
in practice? As Committees. And these People's Com-
mittees grouped together form Base Areas, and the sum
of the Base Areas constitutes the New Democratic Peo-
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ple's Republic. This is what we are unfolding and will be 
unfolding until the end of the democratic revolution. 
What I would like to stress is that the Party has decided
“to sow the seeds of Power” so that the people begin to 
exercise it, and to learn to run the State. Because once 
they learn to run the State they learn that this State 
can only be maintained by force of arms, as it is con-
quered so must it be defended. “Sowing the seeds of 
Power” requires that we sow in people's minds the need 
for the new Power and that people see it in practice. 
This is what we are doing. The people perform the over-
all functions of leadership, construction and planning as
part of the New Democratic People's Republic. I think 
that's enough on this subject, because other things have
already been explained in the Party's documents.

V. INTERNATIONAL POLITICS

EL DIARIO: Chairman, let's talk now about interna-
tional politics. Since communism is your goal, how do 
you see the conditions for world revolution? And what 
problems do the communists have to resolve?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: We start from the under-
standing that revolution is the main trend, and this con-
tinues to be so, this trend put forward by Mao contin-
ues to develop. In our view, there has been no stability 
since World War II, not even relative stability. The whole
world has been shaken by great revolutionary storms. 
They've come in waves, of course, because it couldn't be 
any other way.

We hold that there are three fundamental contradic-
tions in the overall situation that is unfolding. The first 
and principal contradiction is between the oppressed 
nations on one side, and the imperialist superpowers 
and other imperialist powers on the other. Although it 
may be redundant, we prefer to list them this way for 
the sake of clarity. This contradiction is resolved 

112



through democratic revolution, through people's war. A 
second fundamental contradiction is the one between 
the proletariat and the bourgeoisie. This is resolved 
through socialist revolutions and proletarian cultural 
revolutions, but also through people's war, bearing in 
mind, I repeat, the type of revolution and the specific 
conditions of each country. A third contradiction is the 
inter-imperialist one, between the superpowers, 
between the imperialist superpowers and the imperial-
ist powers, and among the imperialist powers them-
selves. These contradictions among them are resolved 
through aggression, and imperialist wars, and tend 
toward defining who will have world hegemony through 
a third world war.

Why do we put the contradictions in this order? 
Because we consider this to be their order of impor-
tance. We insist that the contradiction between the 
oppressed nations on one side, and the imperialist 
superpowers and imperialist powers on the other, is 
principal and of great importance for the world revolu-
tion. It has to do, in our opinion, with the weight of the 
masses in history. It is obvious that the great majority of
the masses who inhabit the earth live in the oppressed 
nations. It is also evident that their population is 
increasing four times as rapidly as the population of the 
imperialist countries. We apply the principle that the 
masses are the makers of history, and we take into 
account the fact that World War II caused the masses to
stand up politically (something that even reactionary 
U.S. analysts recognize). We think that should the inter-
imperialist contradiction generate a world war, it would 
be a new inter-imperialist war for world hegemony and 
redivision of the world; and therefore it would be to 
divide up the spoils of war, and the spoils are the 
oppressed nations. They would therefore have to pro-
ceed to occupy our countries in order to rule us. And so,
once again, the contradiction between the oppressed 
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nations on one side and the imperialist superpowers 
and imperialist powers on the other would become prin-
cipal.

We firmly believe in this, and it is not because of 
chauvinism or of being, as some say, inhabitants of 
oppressed countries or nations. It is not. This is the 
trend that can be seen in history, and this is the weight 
of the masses in history. And, moreover, facts continue 
to demonstrate that where imperialism is more and 
more being defeated and undermined is in the struggles
that are being waged in the oppressed nations. Those 
are irrefutable facts. Therefore, we consider this princi-
pal contradiction to be of great importance, and think 
that it is going to be decisive in eliminating imperialism 
and reaction from the face of the earth, provided that 
Marxism-Leninism-Maoism is put in command of the 
world revolution, that Communist Parties develop 
based on this ideology, and that they take up people's 
war again, in accordance with the type of revolution and
the specific conditions.

This is the way we understand the great importance 
of the principal contradiction that we uphold. There are
some who don't agree, and think that what's really going
on is that we don't believe in revolution in the imperial-
ist countries. We believe that these revolutions are a his-
torical necessity and that the development of the prin-
cipal contradiction provides them with more favorable 
conditions, and that even a world war will provide more 
favorable conditions for them to make revolution. And 
revolution will be made because it is a necessity. In the 
end, the two great forces, the two great revolutions, the 
democratic revolution and the socialist revolution must 
converge so that revolution may triumph in the world. 
Otherwise, it would not be possible to eliminate imperi-
alism and reaction from the whole planet. That's what 
we think.
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The question poses itself: what is the key point? It is
Marxism-Leninism-Maoism, because it is a question of 
having a correct ideological and political line, and you 
can't have a correct political line unless you have the 
correct ideology. For that reason, we think that the key 
to everything is ideology: Marxism-Leninism-Maoism, 
principally Maoism. Secondly, the development of Com-
munist Parties. Why? Because the masses thirst for rev-
olution, the masses are ready and crying out for revolu-
tion. So the problem does not lie with them. The prole-
tariat cries out for revolution, the oppressed nations, 
the peoples of the world cry out for revolution. So we 
need to develop Communist Parties. The rest, I repeat, 
will be done by the masses, they are the makers of his-
tory and they will sweep imperialism and world reaction
away with people's war.

EL DIARIO: What role is U.S. imperialism playing in 
the world? What do you think of “Star Wars”? What 
about the so-called disarmament plans of the U.S.-
U.S.S.R. and other European countries?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: In sum, U.S. imperialism 
arose after World War II as the gendarme of world reac-
tion. But later it entered into a contest for world hege-
mony with social-imperialism. Thus, both of them make
big plans to win hegemony. The issue of “Star Wars,” or 
the “Strategic Defense Initiative,” which is its official 
name, is related to this.

The U.S. government, particularly with Reagan, has 
started to elaborate big strategic plans that encompass 
decades of the next century. That is, they are thinking 
of their survival, and how to maintain hegemony and 
defeat social-imperialism. Within this, “Star Wars” is 
nothing but a plan that seeks to deploy a shield that 
would prevent missiles with atomic warheads from 
reaching their cities, and in turn allow them to protect 
themselves if they carry out an atomic attack against 
social-imperialism. But these are only plans and wishes, 
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because up against one plan is another. Not long ago 
the Soviets retaliated by saying that there were ways to 
overcome this would-be shield, and consequently the 
supposed invulnerability of the U.S. would not exist.

As to the issue of disarmament plans between the 
superpowers, the U.S. and the USSR, we have to start 
from what Marxism as well as our own founder teaches 
us: the more they talk of peace, the more they prepare 
for war. A lot of empty talk, a lot of deceptive dema-
goguery is being made in relation to the disarmament 
agreements they've signed for the withdrawal of 
medium range missiles from Europe. What is being dis-
armed is the missile, that is the vehicle, but they keep 
the warhead in order to use it for whatever suits them. 
That is the essence of the farce.

The European powers are obviously in the line of fire
of both superpowers, and if there is a world war, they 
would like to prevent it from taking place in Europe. 
That's what they want, because at bottom they are 
eager, as is Japan, that the two tigers fight each other so
that later one of them can emerge as a great power, as 
the supreme ruler. Such are the dreams of Japan, West 
Germany, etc. But a world war would also be waged in 
Europe, and the two superpowers are very aware of the 
Europeans' desires. So the situation creates contradic-
tions among the powers and the superpowers, which 
unfold as a complex process involving collusion and 
contention. It could not be otherwise. How these pow-
ers fight to fulfill their dreams is also evident: Japan for 
dominance over Asia and South America, Europe over 
Africa and Latin America. And they don't restrict them-
selves to these regions, hence their bustling about and 
mediations, their separate and conflicting policies, 
because they each defend their own interests.

We believe that these are all demagogic debates that
only serve to conceal big plans involving contention for 
world hegemony. That is what we believe, because 
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imperialism will not cease to exist until we sweep it 
away. Its essence won't change—its essence is to exploit
and oppress, to reduce nations to the state of semi-
colonies and, if possible, to colonies. While I'm on the 
subject, it's high time that we go back to using these 
terms, because they are terms scientifically established 
by Lenin. But the point is that in the face of these plans 
the main thing is not simply exposing them, but getting 
prepared to take them on. And there is but one way to 
prepare, and that is by means of people's war. Chairman
Mao said: we have to prepare ourselves and prepare 
ourselves right now against an imperialist war, and prin-
cipally against a nuclear war. How will we respond? 
Only with people's war, in no other way. That is the 
most important thing. Exposing them is part of carrying
out a propaganda campaign that shows the world their 
sinister and hideous plans for mass genocide. But this 
will never stop a war, as Stalin clearly stated. These 
campaigns never stop wars, so the only thing to do if we
want to prevent war, is to develop revolution. As the 
Chairman taught us: either revolution will prevent 
world war, or world war will give rise to revolution. This, 
I believe, is how we should view the situation.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, what do you think about the
Soviet State? Lately they've been talking a great deal 
about Perestroika. How do you see this question? What 
is your opinion of the attacks on Stalin?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Lately, the subject of Pere-
stroika has been bandied about. Perestroika, as far as I 
have been able to see, because I think it is necessary to 
study it carefully and understand all the revisionist filth 
it contains, is part of this new offensive of modern revi-
sionism that we communists are facing. Gorbachev is 
thoroughly revisionist, a revisionist from head to toe. He
claims that the 20th Congress of the CPSU was a histor-
ical event of enormous importance in the USSR. That 
was the fateful Congress in which the dictatorship of 
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the proletariat was attacked under the pretext of 
attacking Stalin. He admires Khrushchev, and portrays 
him as a great man, bold, determined, whose problem, 
he says, was that he fell into subjectivism, that he didn't
elaborate correct plans, but overly ambitious plans that
couldn't be carried out. Khrushchev was Gorbachev's 
teacher. And Gorbachev learned lessons from him, as 
well as from his other teacher, Brezhnev, even though he
would like to distance himself from Brezhnev.

We have to focus on a key question with regard to 
Perestroika. Gorbachev himself says that Perestroika 
may be defined in many ways, but if we focus on “the 
key that expresses its essence most accurately, then we 
can say this, perestroika is a revolution.”  But there are 
those who don't see it that way. We have to pay very 
close attention to this. It is not a revolution, but a 
development of the counterrevolution, a more unre-
strained unfolding of capitalist restoration aimed at 
eliminating what little remains that might serve the 
proletariat and people in combating social-imperialism. 
He says it is a revolution because it proposes an acceler-
ation in the socioeconomic sphere, a radical change, 
and an advance to a new type of State. What would that
new type of State be? A more shamelessly bourgeois 
State, structured in a new way that they have not yet 
found a way to define, because it has not been defined, 
not even in their most recent conference. So Gorbachev 
is completely unabashed. That's why it is useful to call 
attention to this term, because it is generally said that 
“perestroika is a restructuring,” period. But Gorbachev 
says that the term that corresponds perfectly is “revolu-
tion,” and that is a mockery, an irony, an outrageous 
joke.

What else does this individual put forward? He is 
developing Khrushchev's positions. Let's look at the 
question of war. He says that a world war will lead to the
disappearance of humanity. In his own words, “In this 
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war there will be neither victor nor vanquished. There 
will be no survivors,”  “If a nuclear war breaks out all liv-
ing things will be obliterated from the face of the earth.”
And, “In a global nuclear conflict there will be neither 
winners nor losers, world civilization will inevitably per-
ish.” But what does he add? Allow me to read, “Politics 
must be based on realities. And today the most formi-
dable world reality is the vast military arsenals, conven-
tional as well as nuclear, of the United States and the 
Soviet Union. This gives our two countries a special 
responsibility in relationship to the whole world.” What 
is this? Unabashedly he is telling us that his might is 
based on military superiority, and he brandishes it 
alongside the military power of Yankee imperialism, 
clamoring that they are all that matters in the world, 
and as a result, we are dependent on them. This is what 
he espouses, the most shameless, blatant superpower 
politics that we have seen. But according to him, it is 
not only a nuclear war that puts humanity at risk, but 
conventional war as well: given the sophisticated and 
deadly weapons that exist today, it could bring the 
same results. Thus Gorbachev tries to impose on us the 
most monstrous policy of subjugation. Faced with this, 
we raise even higher Chairman Mao Zedong's banner, 
“It's right to rebel.”

This high Russian official's revisionist inventions 
lead him to propose “a new thought.” Listen clearly! A 
“new thought” that “takes into consideration, beyond 
ideologies and differences, the highest interests of 
humanity.” What happened to the formal mention of a 
class viewpoint? Isn't this a revival on a higher level of 
Khrushchev's preachings? Clearly it is. And an essential 
part of this “thought” is that war is no longer the con-
tinuation of politics by military means. In his own 
words, “Clausewitz's maxim that 'war is the continua-
tion of politics by other means,' which was classic in its 
time, now turns out to be ever more desperately out-
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dated. It is destined for the libraries.” But this thesis 
was upheld by Lenin and reiterated by Chairman Mao 
in this century and it is key in the military theory of the 
proletariat, and we are guided by it in the people's war. 
Thus, Gorbachev clashes openly with Lenin, as did 
Khrushchev. And the so-called “new conditions” that 
lead to the revision of Marxist principles is an old story 
that has been used since the days of the old-style revi-
sionists, so it shouldn't serve as any type of comfort to 
this new revisionist standard bearer according to whom,
“So much the better that in the West just as in the East 
new thoughts and new men are emerging, men who are 
beginning to see how they can reach agreement, 
because cooperation is the only thing possible.” But we 
say that this collusion between the two superpowers 
goes on so long as the conditions have not yet emerged 
for fighting a third world war—if we do not sweep them 
away first. That is the essence of things, and I believe 
that it is necessary to point out clearly how Gorbachev, 
who perversely opposes Lenin, is so brazen in his deceit 
that he calls himself a “follower of Lenin” who is bring-
ing about a “return to Lenin” and “has learned a lot 
from Lenin.”  This is what he tells us, and I believe these
things are very corrosive.

On the other hand, after he advocates “basing inter-
national politics on moral and ethical norms common to
the whole human race,” Gorbachev says, “What will 
happen to the military-industrial complex, they ask... to
begin with, each job in the military-industrial complex 
costs two or three times more than in civilian industry. 
In place of one, we could create three jobs. In the sec-
ond place, the present military sectors of the economy 
are connected with the civilian economy, and they do a 
lot to help it. This is a starting point to using their 
potential for peaceful purposes. In the third place, the 
Soviet Union and the United States could carry out 
extensive joint programs, pooling resources, and scien-
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tific and intellectual know-how to resolve the most 
diverse problems for the benefit of humanity.” Thus he 
swaggers like Khrushchev and opposes Lenin's concep-
tion of imperialism and its economic process. Here also, 
as in everything, he is anti-Leninist, as is clear from his 
positions, similar to Deng's, separating the Party from 
the State and promoting economic growth more and 
more in the service of the bourgeoisie and imperialism.

Like the other imperialists, the social-imperialist 
Gorbachev proposes to combat so-called terrorism. He 
commits himself to this and to the use of the United 
Nations for this purpose as well.

Finally, I think something deserves to be said about 
how he sees Latin America, and Nicaragua in particular.
In Nicaragua he thinks that because a dictatorship, that
of Somoza, was overthrown by a popular revolution, this
proves the correctness of the outlook that has guided 
and still guides the Nicaraguan revolution. This is 
extremely revealing. Concerning Latin America, his view
is that the Soviets have no interest in disrupting the 
empire, or as they say, the relations between the U.S. 
and Latin America. This concerns us directly.

What do the social-imperialists of the USSR want? 
They are in a stage of trying to see how to resolve 
urgent problems. It is a moment when collusion is prin-
cipal, and so they look to contain or cool off points of 
conflict in order to devote themselves to the develop-
ment of their economic systems, while they continue 
making big plans to contend for world hegemony. Collu-
sion is temporary, conflict and struggle are absolute.

In conclusion, Perestroika is a perverse plan to con-
tinue with the modern revisionism that Khrushchev ini-
tiated. It is a new counterrevolutionary offensive of revi-
sionism.

In regard to the attacks on Stalin, Khrushchev 
attacked him and so does Gorbachev, but Gorbachev 
has gone even further, rehabilitating those whom Stalin 
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condemned. One of the things that should really make 
one think is the rehabilitation of Bukharin, as well as 
others. They've even recognized his status as a party 
member. You have to ask yourself, who's left? Only Trot-
sky, now he's the only one left. The attack on Stalin 
remains, as it has been, a pretext for deepening capital-
ist restoration, developing political plans to wipe out 
anything that may remain, and that might be of some 
service to the people in once again making revolution. 
That is their dream, but it will amount to nothing but a 
dream, pure and simple.

Concerning Comrade Stalin, the revisionists say a 
lot about him and attack him. What is deplorable is that
others should do the same, accusing him of all kinds of 
errors and maligning him. We believe that Comrade 
Stalin was a great Marxist-Leninist. What Chairman 
Mao said about him is correct: his errors amounted to 
thirty percent, and the root of these errors was in his 
limitations in grasping dialectics. But no one can deny 
that he was a great Marxist. The attacks on Stalin by 
Gorbachev and his henchmen should make others, who 
claim to be communists and who also attack and deni-
grate Comrade Stalin, think. They should really think 
about these coincidences. There is something impor-
tant behind these attacks.

EL DIARIO: How do you see the present leaders of 
China? Are they in the counterrevolutionary camp? 
What is the way out for the Chinese people?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: The present leadership of 
China is revisionist, and is really led by a perverse char-
acter, an old and rotten revisionist, Deng Xiaoping. Dur-
ing the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution he was 
thoroughly exposed and the world saw what he was and
continues to be, an out and out revisionist, a lackey of 
Liu Shaoqi. It's Deng who is leading China, once a 
socialist country, in a rapid and all-out restoration of 
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capitalism. It is pertinent to point out that positions 
espoused by Gorbachev were previously espoused by 
Deng, in accordance with his own conditions.

What camp are they in? China acts like a world 
power. This is the political road they are following, one 
of collusion and struggle with powers and superpowers. 
Their dream is to be a superpower in the next century, 
that's their dream. The way out of this, as in other 
cases, is revolution, people's war. Let's remember that 
Chairman Mao, towards the end of his brilliant life, said 
to Comrade Jiang Qing that she could carry the flag of 
revolution to the summit, pointing out to her, if you fail, 
you will fall, your body will shatter, your bones will 
break and then once again guerrilla war will have to be 
waged. He gave us the answer. It's part of a poem. I 
don't remember the text very well, but that's the basic 
idea. The central point here is that guerrilla war will 
have to be waged—people's war.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, do you think there are 
socialist countries in the world today?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Frankly, no, I don't think 
so. There are those who believe, for example, that Alba-
nia is a socialist country. I'd say to those who believe 
that Albania is socialist that they should study carefully,
for example, the documents of the 8th Congress of the 
Party of Labor of Albania. That would be a good thing 
to study, because it says there that the center of world 
reaction is U.S. imperialism. And Soviet imperialism? 
What happened to the two enemies we have to fight? It 
was always just words. With Hoxha himself it was just 
words because he always wrote more about fighting 
Yankee imperialism than social-imperialism.

The same Congress also said that humanity has 
never been closer to its extinction than now. They 
repeat this just like the others, which is no mere coinci-
dence. But what do they propose that we do? Con-
cretely, expose imperialism. That is not the solution. 
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Exposing imperialism will not stop a world war. The 
solution is to make revolution by carrying out people's 
war.

And if one looks at everything that is said there 
about the serious economic problems they have, one 
can see quite clearly the road that Albania has taken. 
However, it was not Ramiz Alia, the present leader, who 
chose this road, but Hoxha himself, who in 1978, in a 
speech before the electorate, stated that in Albania 
there were no antagonistic classes. We know very well 
what that means, because this question has been thor-
oughly explained by Chairman Mao Zedong. And if we 
add to this his deceitful attacks on Chairman Mao, on 
the development of Marxism, what is he but a revision-
ist? Therefore Albania is not socialist.

If we look at Vietnam, the road it is following is that 
of an instrument of the Soviet Union that today clamors
for imperialist aid with an economy in crisis and ruin. So
much blood, for what? It's because there, there was Ho 
Chi Minh, a centrist, as can be seen in his famous testa-
ment, where he says he regrets seeing conflict within 
the International Communist Movement, when the 
question was which side he would take in the struggle 
between Marxism and revisionism. A communist has 
but one solution, to stand on the side of Marxism. Ho 
Chi Minh never did. Later came Le Duan, a rotten revi-
sionist. Hence, the present situation in Vietnam.

This is why I hold that there are no socialist coun-
tries today. All this makes one reflect seriously, and 
come to understand the problem of restoration and 
counter-restoration. It's not a question that calls for 
lamenting or whining, as some try to promote. The 
point is to confront reality and understand it. And we 
can understand it if we grasp the question of restora-
tion and counter-restoration that Lenin himself had put
forward and that Chairman Mao masterfully developed. 
Historically, no new class has established itself in power 
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all at once. Power was seized and lost, reseized and lost 
again until, in the midst of great contests and struggles,
that class was able to win and hold Power. The same 
thing is happening with the proletariat. But we've been 
left with great lessons, including in socialist construc-
tion. And so it has been a monumental experience.

In the final analysis, it is a historical process, and 
what we must be concerned about is how to prevent the
restoration of capitalism. And every revolution that is in
progress must think, as we've been taught, about the 
long years ahead, the long years to come, and be confi-
dent that the process of development for the proletariat
in seizing Power and establishing the dictatorship of the
proletariat and defending it and leading the revolution 
has already been defined. There have already been great
historical milestones achieved in this process, and so 
the prospects are that our class, learning its lessons, will
seize Power and establish the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat throughout the world, and the proletariat will not
be overthrown anymore, but will continue along this 
road of transformation until the State is brought to an 
end when we enter communism.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, with the triumph of the rev-
olution, what kind of international relations will the 
New State have with bourgeois governments, especially 
with the Yankee State and with social-imperialism?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: The situation is clear. We 
must put an end to the domination of Yankee imperial-
ism over our country. At the same time we must prevent
the social-imperialists from introducing their domina-
tion, as well as warding off domination by any other 
power. In synthesis, that's the answer to your question.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, wouldn't the danger of total 
isolation put the New State in a precarious position?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: We believe the following: 
that we must keep to the path that will lead us to the 
emancipation of our class, the path that will take us to 
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communism. And this path demands that we maintain 
our independence, so as to fulfill the interests of the 
proletariat in the world revolution. We believe, as is 
known, that there are disputes and contradictions 
among the imperialists, and these can be made use of, 
for example, to acquire certain resources. Since the 
market is getting tighter and tighter, and there is a real 
trade war, we may find those who will sell to us. Of 
course, they will demand an exorbitant price and, as 
Lenin said, we will pay them with our curses. But at the 
same time, there are oppressed nations, revolutions in 
progress, there is the international proletariat, there are
the people throughout the world, and Communist Par-
ties—they will help us and we will have to learn, because
based on proletarian internationalism they will respond 
to our call and they will be well received. We are already 
seeing how ties between backward countries have been 
initiated, even how barter is used. We will find the 
appropriate forms.

We have not studied this question sufficiently, 
because it involves problems that will pose themselves 
in the future. We have general guidelines, but we agree 
with what Lenin said: You want to know what war is 
like? Wage it. And let us have inexhaustible confidence 
in the international proletariat, in the oppressed 
nations, in the people of the world; and most particu-
larly in the communists, in the parties and organiza-
tions, whatever their level of development. Holding fast 
to our ideology, Marxism-Leninism-Maoism, we will 
advance, even if we begin by feeling our way in the dark,
finding temporary solutions for certain situations or for 
brief periods of time, until we find the definitive one. As 
Lenin taught us, no revolution can be planned out com-
pletely ahead of time. And many times it must grope its 
way forward uncertainly, finding temporary or momen-
tary solutions but that's how it advances. This is our 
approach, because our fundamental weapon is our ide-
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ology. We take what Marx said as our starting point: 
how easy it would be to undertake a revolution if we 
were absolutely certain of winning and having the whole
problem resolved it would be easy, but revolution is not 
like that. The question is to commit ourselves to it and 
carry it forward, no matter what the cost. Since the 
masses are the makers of history, our people will rise to 
the occasion, and since it falls to us to arm them with 
the overall weapon Marx has given us, then we will 
defend our State by force of arms, because no revolu-
tionary State can maintain itself on the good graces of 
imperialism and reaction. And in this way, with this 
firmness, with this determination, with the conviction 
that Marxism-Leninism-Maoism, principally Maoism, 
gives us, we will find the way, and we will find new roads.

Chairman Mao has taught us that we must think in 
new ways and generate new forms; this is a fundamental
question. He laid out that, in economic matters, the 
question comes down to a clear political line, organiza-
tional forms, and great efforts. In regard to all problems,
especially those we face that have not yet been resolved,
we begin with a firm Maoist conviction that while there 
are Communist Parties and masses all manner of mira-
cles will be achieved.

EL DIARIO: How does the PCP see proletarian 
internationalism today, and in the future?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: First of all, we see it as a 
principle, a very important principle, because, as I'll say 
again, the proletariat is an international class and we 
communists are internationalists, because in no other 
way can we serve communism. Our Party has always 
been concerned with training its members, its fighters, 
and the masses in proletarian internationalism, con-
cerned with educating them in Marxism-Leninism-Mao-
ism, to serve the world revolution and to fight untiringly
and unswervingly so that communism may flower on 
earth.
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For a time we lost our links with other Parties. Later
on, those ties were reestablished, and we are contribut-
ing in struggling for the International Communist 
Movement, which is why we are members of the Revolu-
tionary Internationalist Movement which we consider 
to be a step in the regrouping of the genuine commu-
nists. We think that this is a complex task, because, if it 
is complex and difficult to form a Party and carry it for-
ward, how much more complex will it be to struggle so 
that the communists, through their different parties 
and organizations, can unite. We know that this is an 
enormous but indispensable task. We believe there are 
those who concur, who struggle; and we are struggling, 
with all the limitations we might have, to see that prole-
tarian internationalism may again bring together the 
communists in the world to struggle jointly for the real-
ization of our final goal. We understand that the prob-
lem is extremely complex and difficult, but we commu-
nists are made for this kind of task.

EL DIARIO: How do you, Chairman Gonzalo, ana-
lyze the different struggles being waged today in the 
oppressed nations? How do you analyze the armed 
actions in Europe, and the various national movement?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: There are numerous strug-
gles in the oppressed nations. There are struggles in 
Africa, in Latin America, and in Asia, a region of such 
importance and weight in the world. Asia always 
deserves our very special attention because of the 
weight of the masses in history, and because of what 
Marxism itself has taught us. We think that the problem
with the struggles in the oppressed nations lies in the 
lack of or insufficient development of the Communist 
Parties. Yes, some Parties really are going to have to 
make great contributions. We believe, on the other 
hand, that the question is that people's wars are not 
being developed. Consequently, we see the need to per-
severe in contributing to putting Marxism-Leninism-

128



Maoism in command of the world revolution, so on that 
basis powerful Parties can be formed and lead people's 
wars. We see this as the biggest limitation.

There are nationalist movements in the Middle 
East, Palestine concretely, in South Africa, etc. But we 
believe that these revolutions, in order to really follow 
the path opened up by the new era initiated by the 
October Revolution, must develop Communist Parties, 
because without them the revolution cannot go all the 
way. Africa has given us several examples of this. In 
Algeria, for example, there was an armed struggle, and a
very fierce one, but socialism was never built because 
they had no Communist Party to lead a real revolution-
ary struggle. Without Communist Parties, nationalist 
movements develop that seek simply to be recognized 
as nations, in order to change from being colonies to 
being semi-colonies, while remaining dependent on 
imperialism, or, in other cases, changing masters. We 
have seen this in various movements tied to England 
and France, for example. In other cases, armed strug-
gles are developed that the United Nations resolves, 
deciding what will happen, like in Cyprus. So the point 
is not simply waging armed struggle. The heart of the 
matter is people's war, a Communist Party and Marx-
ism-Leninism-Maoism. Nevertheless, all these move-
ments give strength to the struggle against imperialism,
but they will only serve to completely wipe it out if they 
are led by a Communist Party waging a people's war.

As for the armed actions in Europe, we've seen pro-
tracted armed struggles. They are an expression of 
objective reality. Therefore, the task is not to condemn 
them, but to understand, study, and analyze them to 
see how they are an expression of the fact that there is 
also a revolutionary situation in old Europe. And 
beyond that, that there are those who have taken up 
arms, understanding that that is the only way to seize 
Power. This is a powerful blow to revisionism, because 
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in Europe itself, considered to be one of their bastions, 
revisionism is beginning to be abandoned. Regardless of
the level reached, and the problems that remain to be 
solved, this is undeniably an important advance.

In some cases, the national question is involved, as 
in Ireland. In other cases, the issue of how to make their
revolution is raised. We believe that these struggles 
must be studied seriously. The problem is in under-
standing what their ideology is, what politics guides 
them, what class they serve, and how they approach the
question of the superpowers. We believe that they 
deserve a lot of attention, especially when there are 
organizations that propose taking up Mao Zedong 
again, or that are starting to raise the need for a Party, 
or that the armed struggle alone is not enough. We must
look at this as a new awakening and understand that 
they might make a lot of mistakes when you get right 
down to it, who doesn't? But they themselves will sum 
up lessons from their errors, as they are doing, they'll 
advance, grasp Marxism-Leninism-Maoism, and form 
Parties and wage people's war in accordance with the 
socialist character of their revolution and in accordance
with their specific conditions.

In sum, to repeat, it is proof that in Europe, too, 
there is a revolutionary situation developing unevenly. 
There are people who are sick and tired of rotten revi-
sionism who, in such difficult conditions, within the 
belly of imperialism where the struggle is complex and 
difficult, are taking up arms to change the world, which 
is the only way it can be done. This provides more hope,
and helps us see that the main trend is revolution, and 
to see how Europe is also turning toward revolution. 
Let's also recognize that, after having been pioneers in 
the past, they are opening up a path and, in the end, 
providing more hope. And they deserve greater under-
standing from us since there are already those who are 
concerned about the Party and are taking up Mao 
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Zedong again. That is, they want to return to Marxism 
and to grasp it completely as Marxism-Leninism-Mao-
ism. These struggles being waged in Europe also have 
their limitations and errors, as all struggles do, but we 
should see them as an expression of the irrepressible 
advance of revolution and how more and more coun-
tries and peoples are coming forward to take up arms to
overthrow the existing order. They are summing up 
experience, and setting their course toward the Party 
and the ideology of the proletariat, Marxism-Leninism-
Maoism, principally Maoism.

For me, seeing revolution begin to open a path in 
Europe is reason to rejoice. And regardless of possibly 
stumbling and falling along the way, we must have con-
fidence in the masses and in the peoples—confidence 
that, as in other places, they will make revolution with 
arms in hand, following Marxism. They will do it there 
as well, that is how we must think. I emphasize that we 
must see this in historical perspective, take a long-term 
view, study these movements seriously, and encourage 
everything that tends towards Marxism-Leninism-Mao-
ism, forging a Party and developing people's war.

EL DIARIO: What is your opinion of Nicaragua and 
Cuba?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: I would like to state what I
said once when I was talking about these problems with
some friends. Nicaragua carried out an incomplete revo-
lution and their problem is that they didn't destroy the 
power of the whole big bourgeoisie. They focused on 
being anti-Somoza. I believe that is one problem. A 
democratic revolution must wipe out the three moun-
tains, and in Nicaragua that has not been done. Another
thing is that the revolution has developed within the 
Cuban framework, readjusted in recent years. And this 
simply leads, in the end, to dependence on the Soviet 
Union. How can we prove this? Because the fate of 
Nicaragua, like Afghanistan or the Middle East, is dis-
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cussed, manipulated, and dealt with in conversations 
between representatives of the two superpowers. The 
moves and countermoves they have made are indicative
—the measures that are adopted in Nicaragua with 
regard to the “contras” coincide closely with meetings 
and agreements between the superpowers.

We believe that Nicaragua, in order to follow the cor-
rect path that the heroic Nicaraguan people certainly 
deserve, must develop the democratic revolution com-
pletely, and this demands a people's war. They must 
break with dependence on the Soviet Union, take their 
destiny in their own hands, and defend their indepen-
dent class interests. This requires a Party which, of 
course, adopts a proletarian outlook. Otherwise, they 
will, lamentably, continue being a pawn. We believe that 
the Nicaraguan people have demonstrated a great fight-
ing spirit, and their historic destiny can lie nowhere but 
in developing the revolution as it must be developed, 
with a Party based on Marxism-Leninism-Maoism and 
people's war, developing independently without the 
tutelage of any power, whether it be a nearby or distant 
one.

About Cuba, I can only say this concretely, they play
a role in the service of the Soviet Union, not only in 
Latin America, but also in Angola, for example, and in 
other places. Cuba changed hands, from one master to 
another, by a process that the Cubans themselves call 
exceptional. One must recall clearly the basis that they 
laid out to guide their struggle: that there is no clear dif-
ferentiation of classes, and what is needed, in sum, is a 
collection of saviors to redeem the oppressed. We've 
seen this along with the four following points in docu-
ments that are circulating in Peru. The problem here is 
not taking the class struggle as their starting point: 
“socialist revolution or a caricature of revolution,” 
which means upholding a one stage revolution in the 
oppressed countries; a united front of three classes 
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without the national bourgeoisie; no need for a Commu-
nist Party, which means dismissing the leadership of the
proletariat; and the negation of people's war starting 
with rejecting the need for Base Areas. These ill-fated 
principles are propagated by the Cubans.

Cuba has a big responsibility in America, because it 
provided hope. But we must remember very clearly 
what happened in 1970. Fidel Castro said that the strat-
egy of armed struggle had failed, and he sought to aban-
don what he had encouraged and supported. Douglas 
Bravo confronted him, countering that the strategy had
not failed, but Castro's tactics had. But, unfortunately 
later Bravo chose to accept amnesty. We believe all of 
this has generated a lot of problems in the Americas, 
but today these same criteria, readjusted to the dic-
tates of the social-imperialist master, are being propa-
gated and presented as a new revolutionary develop-
ment being applied concretely in Nicaragua. This is 
false. What we must and do affirm is that Latin America
is (and has been) ripe for people's war, and that is its 
road. Latin America has an important role to play. Let's 
not forget that it's “the U.S.'s backyard” according to 
the arrogant Yankee imperialists. Latin America also 
has an importance for the world which it will realize if it 
grasps the ideology of the proletariat, Marxism-Lenin-
ism-Maoism, principally Maoism, forges Communist 
Parties and carries forward people's wars as part of the 
world revolution.

We Latin Americans will number over 500 million at 
the end of this century. There is much that unites us, 
and we must work together because of this closeness, 
which doesn't mean that we can detach ourselves from 
the world revolution, because we can only carry out our 
task as part of the world revolution. Latin America is 
not enough. Communism is for the whole world or for 
no one.
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EL DIARIO: What is the Communist Party of Peru's 
contribution to the world revolution?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Our main contribution is 
to uphold Maoism as the new, third, and highest stage 
of Marxism, committing ourselves to help put this ideol-
ogy in command of the world revolution, and as part of 
this to demonstrate the validity and all-encompassing 
perspective of Maoism. Also, to demonstrate that if one 
sustains oneself by relying on one's own efforts, main-
taining independence from the superpowers or any 
other imperialist power, it is possible to make revolu-
tion, and what's more, it is necessary to do it that way. 
And to demonstrate the power of people's war, which 
makes itself felt despite all our limitations. And if possi-
ble, to provide, as some have said, hope, which implies 
responsibility- to be a beacon for the world revolution, 
an example that can serve other communists. In this 
way we are serving the world revolution.

OTHER POINTS

EL DIARIO: Chairman, we have come to the end of 
this interview. We've been talking with you for more 
than 12 hours. Now we'd like to talk about you person-
ally, about Dr. Abimael Guzmán Reynoso. Was there 
anyone among your family or friends who influenced you
in the development of your vocation and ability in poli-
tics?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: I'd say that what has most 
influenced me to take up politics has been the struggle 
of the people. I saw the fighting spirit of the people dur-
ing the uprising in Arequipa in 1950—how the masses 
fought with uncontainable fury in response to the bar-
barous slaughter of the youth. And I saw how they 
fought the army, forcing them to retreat to their bar-
racks. And how forces had to be brought in from other 
places in order to crush the people. This is an event 
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that, I'd say, has been imprinted quite vividly in my 
memory. Because there, after having come to under-
stand Lenin, I understood how the people, how our 
class, when they take to the streets and march, can 
make the reactionaries tremble, despite all their power. 
Another thing was the struggles of 1956, when the peo-
ple fought, while others betrayed them—well, that is 
what the opportunists and reactionaries do—but the 
people fought and carried the day, and there were mass 
movements, powerful ones. These events, for example, 
helped me understand the power of the masses, that 
they make history.

I also had the occasion, going back a little further 
now, to see the uprising in Callao in 1948, to see with my
own eyes the people's courage, how the people were 
brimming with heroism, and how the leadership 
betrayed them. And going back even further in my 
memory, I believe that World War II affected me pro-
foundly. Yes, I remember, if that's possible, not very 
clearly—but as if in a dream—when the war began in 
September of 1939, the uproar and the news on the old 
radios. I remember the bombing, the important news. I 
remember the end of the war too, and how it was cele-
brated with the blast of ships' horns, loudspeakers, a 
great clamor and happiness because World War II had 
ended.

I had a chance to see the so-called big five in the 
newspapers, and Comrade Stalin was among them. So 
I'd say that these events left their mark on me, and 
impressed upon me in an elemental and confused way 
the idea of power, of the masses, and of the capacity of 
war to transform things. All these things exerted an 
influence on me. I believe that like every communist I 
am the child of the class struggle and of the Party.

EL DIARIO: At what age did you take up Marxism? 
Were you still in school, or were you at the university?
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CHAIRMAN GONZALO: My interest in politics 
began to develop at the end of high school, based on the
events of 1950. In the following years, I remember form-
ing a group with my schoolmates to study political 
ideas. We were very eager to study all kinds of political 
ideas. You can probably understand what kind of period
that was. That was the beginning for me. Then in col-
lege, the struggle at the university, I experienced first-
hand big strikes, confrontations between Apristas and 
communists, and debates. And so my interest in books 
was sparked. Someone saw fit to lend me one, I believe 
it was “One Step Forward, Two Steps Back.” I liked it, I 
began to study Marxist books. Then the figure of Com-
rade Stalin made a big impression on me. At that time 
people who were drawn to communism and those who 
became Party members were trained using Problems of 
Leninism. It was our mainstay and I studied it as it 
deserved to be studied, seriously, given its importance. 
Stalin's life interested me. He was, for us, an example of 
revolution. I had problems getting into the Communist 
Party. They had an absurd policy. To become a member, 
you had to be the son or daughter of a worker, and I 
wasn't. But others had different criteria and so I was 
able to join the Party. I participated in the defense of 
Stalin. At that time, taking him away from us would 
have been like taking away our soul. In those days, the 
works of Stalin were more widely propagated than 
those of Lenin. That's what the times were like.

Later I made a trip to Ayacucho for work reasons. I 
thought it would be a short stay, but it lasted for years. I
thought it would just be for a year, because that's what 
the arrangements were. I had my plans, the proletariat 
had others. The masses and the people change us in 
many ways; Ayacucho helped me discover the peas-
antry. At that time, Ayacucho was a very small town, 
mainly countryside. If you go to the poor sections, even 
today, you find peasants there, and if you walk towards 
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the outskirts, in fifteen minutes you're already in the 
countryside. There too, I started to understand Chair-
man Mao Zedong, I advanced in understanding Marx-
ism. The conflict between Marxism and revisionism has 
been very important in my development.

Some unlucky soul lent me the famous Chinese let-
ter, “A Proposal Concerning the General Line of the 
International Communist Movement.” He lent it to me 
on the condition that I'd return it. Obviously it was an 
understandable theft. The letter led me to get more 
deeply into the great struggle between Marxism and 
revisionism.

I committed myself to work within the Party and to 
wipe out revisionism, and I believe that together with 
other comrades we achieved it. We gave up on one or 
two who were too far gone, they were dyed-in-the-wool 
revisionists. Ayacucho was of enormous importance for 
me, it has to do with the revolutionary road and Chair-
man Mao's teachings. So through this whole process I 
was becoming a Marxist, and the Party was molding me,
resolutely and patiently, I believe.

EL DIARIO: Many people know that you've been to 
China. Did you ever meet Chairman Mao?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: I was not that fortunate. I 
was only able to see him from a distance. But I saw the 
recognition and deep affection of the people for a great 
Leader, an extraordinary Marxist, a pinnacle of Marx-
ism. I didn't have the good fortune of meeting him, as I 
said. The delegation I belonged to made a lot of errors 
and demonstrated some foolish arrogance. I think that 
kept them from granting us that privilege.

Yes, I've been to China. In China I had the chance, 
which I'd like to see many have, of being in a school 
where politics was taught, from international questions 
to Marxist philosophy. They were masterful lessons 
given by proven and highly competent revolutionaries, 
great teachers. Among them I can remember the 
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teacher who taught us about open and secret work, a 
man who had devoted his whole life to the Party, and 
only to the Party, over the course of many years—a liv-
ing example and an extraordinary teacher. He taught us
many things, and he wanted to teach us more but some 
didn't accept it—after all, there are all sorts of people in 
this life. Later, they taught us about military questions. 
But here they also began with politics, people's war, 
then the forging of the armed forces, strategy and tac-
tics. And then the practical part that went with it, like 
ambushes, attacks, military movements, as well as how 
to assemble explosive devices. When we were handling 
delicate chemicals they urged us to always keep our ide-
ology first and foremost, because that would enable us 
to do anything, and do it well. We learned to make our 
first demolition charges. For me it is an unforgettable 
example and experience, an important lesson, and a big 
step in my development—to have been trained in the 
highest school of Marxism the world has ever seen.

Well, if you'd like an anecdote, here's one. When we 
were finishing the course on explosives, they told us 
that anything can explode. So, at the end of the course, 
we picked up a pen and it blew up, and when we took a 
seat it blew up, too. It was a kind of general fireworks 
display. These were perfectly calculated examples to 
show us that anything could be blown up if you figured 
out how to do it. We constantly asked, “How do you do 
this? How do you do that?” They would tell us, don't 
worry, don't worry, you've already learned enough. 
Remember what the masses can do, they have inex-
haustible ingenuity, what we've taught you the masses 
will do and will teach you all over again. That is what 
they told us. That school contributed greatly to my 
development and helped me begin to gain an apprecia-
tion for Chairman Mao Zedong.
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Later, I studied some more and I have tried to apply 
it. I think I still have a great deal to learn from Chair-
man Mao Zedong, from Maoism, as well as from Mao's 
practice. It isn't about trying to compare myself to him, 
it is simply using the highest pinnacles as a reference 
point for achieving our objectives. My stay in China was 
an unforgettable experience. I was there on another 
occasion as well, when the Great Proletarian Cultural 
Revolution was beginning. We asked them to explain 
what was then called Mao Zedong Thought. They 
taught us some more and that helped me understand 
more, a little more I should say. One thing that seems 
ironic is that the more I understood Mao Zedong, the 
more I began to appreciate and value Mariátegui. Since 
Mao urged us to apply creatively, I went back and stud-
ied Mariátegui again, and saw that we had in him a first 
rate Marxist-Leninist who had thoroughly analyzed our 
society. It seems ironic, but it's true.

EL DIARIO: How does it feel to be the man most 
wanted by the repressive forces of the government?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: It feels like you’re doing 
your job and working hard at it. What remains is to 
shoulder more responsibility for the revolution, the 
Party, Marxism-Leninism-Maoism, for our class, the 
people and the masses. And to always understand that 
we carry our lives on our fingertips. If that weren't so, 
we couldn't be communists. So they have their reasons. 
Mine are those established by the Party, to which I wish 
to be more and more true and useful, because life can 
become entangled anywhere along the road, moreover it
has a beginning and an end, more time, less time.

EL DIARIO: Is there anything you're afraid of?
CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Fear? I believe that fear 

and lack of fear form a contradiction. The point is to 
take up our ideology, and unleash the courage within us.
It is our ideology that makes us brave, that gives us 
courage. In my opinion, no one is born brave. It is soci-
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ety, the class struggle, that makes people and commu-
nists courageous—the class struggle, the proletariat, 
the Party, and our ideology. What could the greatest fear
be? Death? As a materialist I know that life will end 
some day. What is most important to me is to be an 
optimist, with the conviction that others will continue 
the work to which I am committed, and will carry it for-
ward until they reach our final goal, communism. 
Because the fear that I could have is that no one would 
carry on, but that fear disappears when one has faith in 
the masses. I think that the worst fear, in the end, is not
to have faith in the masses, to believe that you're indis-
pensable, the center of the world. I think that's the 
worst fear and if you are forged by the Party, in proletar-
ian ideology, in Maoism principally, you understand that
the masses are the makers of history, that the Party 
makes revolution, that the advance of history is certain, 
that revolution is the main trend, and then your fear 
vanishes. What remains is the satisfaction of contribut-
ing together with others to laying the foundation so 
that some day communism may shine and illuminate 
the entire earth.

EL DIARIO: What do you do when you're not busy 
with politics and the war? What books do you read?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Many times I don't have 
time to read what I'd like to. What do I like to read? I 
read a lot of biographies. I think that literature is a 
great form of artistic expression. For instance, I like to 
read Shakespeare, yes, and to study him. When you 
study Shakespeare you find political issues. There are 
very clear lessons in Julius Caesar for example, and in 
Macbeth. I like literature, but politics always wins out 
with me, and leads me to look for the political signifi-
cance, what is behind it. After all, behind every great 
artist there is a political leader, there is a man of his 
time who is waging class struggle. I have also read Peru-
vian novels and sometimes I reread them.
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I once read a short work by Thomas Mann about 
Moses. Afterwards, we used it to help us politically 
interpret a struggle in which we were involved at the 
time. One part of this work says that one can break the 
law, but not reject it. How did I interpret this? To break 
the law is to go against Marxism, to deviate, to have 
wrong ideas. That is permissible, but one cannot allow 
Marxism to be negated. I think it is possible to learn 
many things. I read Broad and Alien is the World,8 and 
All the Races,9 and I have studied them as well. I like lit-
erature and music. Before I liked music more, now I 
enjoy it less. What other interests? I like science, books 
about science. In my early days at the university, I stud-
ied law because I had to have a profession. But I liked 
philosophy and I devoted myself to it. Through philoso-
phy I discovered science. I spent a lot of time studying 
questions of mathematics and physics. In my opinion, 
physics is an extraordinary science. It is quite fitting to 
call it “an adventure of the mind.” The problem with sci-
ence is that scientists, whose starting point is a materi-
alist one, are good so long as they stay within the realm 
of science, but when they start to get into philosophy or
other areas, if they are not materialists, they fall into 
idealism. This happened even with Einstein. I like sci-
ence, I think it is extraordinary. This inclination for sci-
ence can be seen in the thesis that I wrote for my 
degree in philosophy. It is an analysis of time and space 
according to Kant, from a Marxist point of view, using 
mathematics and physics. I would like to read it again, 
because there's no time now to go back and study all 
that again. But I don't even have a copy.

EL DIARIO: Do you like poetry as well?
CHAIRMAN GONZALO: Yes. At one time I was sur-

veying world poetry in an anthology. And I studied it 
before, too—there were some works at the university 

8 El mundo es ancho y ajeno.
9 Todas las sangres.
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library that I had access to. I like poetry. It is another 
one of the things I admire about Chairman Mao, who 
was an extraordinary poet. As to Peruvian poetry, for 
me, Vallejo. Yes, he is ours, and besides, he was a com-
munist.

EL DIARIO: Some say that your speeches, “The 
Flag” and “Initiate the Armed Struggle in 1980” are 
beautiful political poems of war. What do you say about 
that, Chairman?

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: I'd say that sometimes in 
politics you have to let yourself go, so that the passion, 
the deep feelings, can strengthen our determination. At 
such times, so they say, the heart speaks and I believe 
that the revolutionary passion which is indispensable 
for war expresses itself. What literary value it might 
have I couldn't really say.

EL DIARIO: Do you ever get depressed?
CHAIRMAN GONZALO: No. I believe that I've got 

an almost built-in optimism. And I occupy myself more 
with problems of understanding and conviction than 
with problems of feelings or depression. On the con-
trary, I think that I am quite optimistic. It is Marxism, 
Chairman Mao, who has made us understand that peo-
ple, especially communists, are optimists. Whenever I 
find myself in a difficult situation I strive to look for its 
positive aspect or for what potential for development 
may still exist within that situation, because nothing is 
completely black, nor is anything completely red. Even 
if there were to be a big defeat, even though we have 
not had one yet, there would always be a positive 
aspect. The point is to draw out the lessons, and con-
tinue to do our work based on the positive aspect. You 
will always find someone to support you, to lend their 
ardent enthusiasm and assistance to the struggle, 
because communism unites people.

EL DIARIO: Do you have friends?
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CHAIRMAN GONZALO: No, I don't. I have com-
rades. And I am very proud of having the comrades I 
have.

EL DIARIO: Chairman, we have reached the end of 
this interview.

CHAIRMAN GONZALO: We have worked very hard 
and I thank you for your efforts. I very much appreciate 
the difficulties you've had to go through in order to 
meet with me and be able to publish this first interview, 
which will reach the people through El Diario, a news-
paper that has fought tenaciously to serve the people. 
Thank you very much.

EL DIARIO: Thank you, Chairman.

Peru, July 1988
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Chairman Gonzalo’s 
Speech from the Cage
Comrades of the Communist Party of Peru!
Fighters of the People's Guerrilla Army!
People of Peru!

We are living through historic events, each one of us 
knows this to be the case. Let us not deceive ourselves. 
At this moment we must ready all our forces in order to 
face the difficulties and to continue accomplishing our 
tasks! To win new victories and finally triumph! This 
must be done.

We are the sons and daughters of the people and we 
are fighting in these trenches, this is also combat, and 
we do this because we are communist! Because here we 
defend the people's interest, the principles of the Party, 
and the People’s War! That is what we have been doing, 
what we are doing, what we will continue to do!

We are here in these circumstances. Some think that
this is a great defeat. They are dreaming! We say let 
them dream on. This is merely a bend in the road. Noth-
ing more! A bend along the road. The road is long and 
we will travel it to the end. We will reach our goal and 
we will win! You will see it! You will see it!

We must continue with the tasks laid down in the 
Third Plenary Session of the Central Committee, a glori-
ous event! Let it be known, these resolutions are 
already being carried out. We will continue to apply the 
Fourth Plan for Strategic Development of the People’s 
War for the Seizure of Power. We will continue to 
develop the Sixth Military Plan to Build Toward the 
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Seizure of Power. That will continue! That is our task! 
We will carry it out because of who we are! Because of 
our responsibility to the proletariat and the people!

We clearly state that today, the democratic road has 
begun to unfold as a road to liberation, as a road to peo-
ple's liberation. These are the circumstances in which 
we are developing. We should examine this with a sense 
of history. Let us stop closing our eyes. Let us look at 
the truth. Let us look at the history of Peru. Let us look 
at last three centuries in Peru. This is what we should 
examine, the 18th century, the 19th century, the 20th 
century, and understand their lessons! Whoever does 
not understand this history will remain blind. And this 
blindness cannot serve the country, cannot serve Peru!

We see that the 18th century offers a very clear les-
son. Let's examine this. There was one dominator, it was
Spain and that domination sucked our lifeblood. Where 
did it lead us? To an extremely deep crisis. As a conse-
quence, Peru was divided up. From this came the ori-
gins of today's Bolivia. This is not our invention, this is 
history.

Then, in the last century: British domination. Where
did their contention with France lead us? To another 
great crisis, the 70s of the last century. The result? War 
with Chile. Let us not forget this! What happened? We 
lost territory. Our country suffered a great split, in spite 
of the blood spilled b the heroes and the people. We 
must draw a lesson!

The 20th century. How are we faring? In this 20th 
century there is an imperialism dominating us, princi-
pally U.S. imperialism. This is something real and every-
one knows it. Where has this led us? Except for 20's, 
here and now is the worst crisis of the entire history of 
the Peruvian people. Taking a lesson from the past cen-
turies, what are we to sum up? Once again the nation is 
in danger, once again the republic is in danger, once 
again the territory is in danger, it could easily be lost to 
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foreign interest. This is the situation. They have 
brought us to this point. But we have a new reality, a 
Peruvian revolution, a People’s War, it continues and 
must understand well. It is a Strategic Equilibrium that 
is being consolidated in a very critical situation. Twelve 
years [of People’s War] has demonstrated what? It has 
clearly shown the world, and especially to the Peruvian 
people, that the Peruvian state, the old Peruvian state, 
is a paper tiger. It is rotten to the core. This is what has 
been demonstrated!

This being the case, we should think about the dan-
ger that the nation, the country, may be divided. The 
nation is at risk, they want to tear it to pieces, and they 
want to divide it up. Who wants to do this? Like always, 
imperialism, those who exploit, and those who domi-
nate. What should we do? What is correct today? It is 
time to make a leap in strengthening the People's Liber-
ation Movement and we must develop this while direct-
ing the People’s War. Because the people, it has always 
been the people, who have defended the country, who 
have defended the nation.

The time to set up the People's Liberation Front has
arrived. It is time to constitute and develop a People's 
Liberation Army from the People's Guerrilla Army. This 
is what is correct today! We will do this! It is what we 
are doing now! It is what we are going to follow through 
on! You, sirs shall be witness.

Finally, listen to this. We see worldwide Maoism is 
marching relentlessly forward in its task of leading the 
new wave of the world proletarian revolution. Listen 
well and understand. Those who have ears, use them. 
Those who have understanding, and we all have it, use 
it well. Enough nonsense! Enough confusion! Under-
stand this! What is happening in the world? What do we
need? We need Maoism to be a living force, and this is 
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happening. We need Maoism to generate new Commu-
nist Parties to direct this next great wave of world pro-
letarian revolution that is upon us.

All that they told us, their empty and stubbornly 
ignorant chattering about the famous “new stage of 
peace”—where has this ended up? What about 
Yugoslavia? What about other places? It all was politi-
cized, it was a lie. Today there is only one reality. The 
same contending powers behind the First and Second 
World Wars are now preparing the Third World War. This
we should know, and we, as the son and daughters of an
oppressed country, are part of the loot. We cannot let 
this happen! Enough of this imperialist exploitation! We
should finish them off! We are part of the Third World, 
and the Third World is the base for world proletarian 
revolution, with one condition: that the communist par-
ties develop and direct it. This is what we must do!

Here is what we think: next year will be the one hun-
dredth anniversary of the birth of Chairman Mao. We 
must celebrate the centenary! And we are organizing 
this with the Communist Parties. We want a new kind of
celebration, a celebration that recognizes the conscious 
understanding of the importance of Chairman Mao in 
the world revolution. We will start the celebration this 
year and it will culminate next year. It will be a great 
program of celebration. I want to take this opportunity 
to salute the international proletariat, the oppressed 
nations of world, and the Revolutionary Internationalist
Movement.

Long live the Communist Party of Peru! The peo-
ple’s war will inevitably be victorious! We salute the 
future birth of the People’s Republic of Peru! We say: 
glory to Marxism-Leninism-Maoism! And finally, we say:
honor and glory to the people of Peru!

September 24, 1992
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Preface to the 1991
English Edition of
Interview with
Chairman Gonzalo

In July 1988 the Lima daily newspaper El Diario hit 
the streets with a very special feature—an exclusive 
interview with Chairman Gonzalo, leader of the Com-
munist Party of Peru (PCP, called Sendero Luminoso or 
Shining Path in the press). The 12-hour interciew was 
conducted by the co-editors of El Diario, Luis Arce 
Borja and Janet Talavera. In it, the leader of the Maoist 
people’s war that has been shaking Peruvian society 
from top to bottom put forward in his own words his 
vision and insights for hundreds of thousands of Peru-
vians to read for themselves.

News of this historic interview hit the wires all over 
the world. For years the Peruvian government had been 
floating out stories that Chairman Gonzalo was dead 
and that the revolution was being defeated. Here was 
living proof that Gonzalo was alive and well and power-
fully leading the movement forward. Two editions of 
100,000 copies each were sold out quickly. Then the gov-
ernment moved to put a stop to this, confiscating the 
third printing, destroying El Diario’s presses and incar-
cerating Janet Talavera and other members of the 
newspaper staff. (Janet Talavera is still in prison, and 
an international campaign is being waged for her 
release; Luis Arce Borja, after being attacked and 
hounded by the Peruvian government, is now putting 
out an international edition of El Diario from Belgium; 
El Diario is still being published in Lima, as well, in the 
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face of continued government repression.) The inter-
view has been published in pamphlet form and is cur-
rently being distributed in countries around the world. 
This new English edition makes this important docu-
ment available to a broad audience just at a time when 
the international spotlight is increasingly focused on 
the people’s war in Peru.

For three decades, Chairman Gonzalo has had a pro-
found impact on the political shape of Peru. He has 
emerged also as a major figure in the international 
Marxist-Leninist-Maoist movement. During the 1960s 
he was a well-known Marxist academic at the Universi-
dad San Cristobal de Huamanga in Ayacucho, in the 
heart of the Andean region. At this time, a wave of mass
struggles, particularly among the peasantry, was sweep-
ing Peru. This profoundly affected Gonzalo and other 
Marxist-Leninists of the time. As Gonzalo puts it in the 
interview, “Ayacucho helped me discover the peasantry 
[…] There too, I started to understand Chairman Mao 
Zedong.” Gonzalo traveled twice to China, experiencing 
first-hand the path-breaking struggles of the Great Pro-
letarian Cultural Revolution under the leadership of 
Mao Zedong. Applying the understanding gained from 
these experiences, Gonzalo, “at the head of the Red 
Fraction of Ayacucho, led a long struggle of more than 
15 years to reconstitute the Communist Party of Peru 
(PCP) [originally founded in 1928], and to provide it 
with a revolutionary political strategy. In the midst of 
intense struggle between Marxism and revisionism, he 
was able to make the PCP into a Party forged with the 
masses, prepared to initiate the armed struggle and 
seize power nationwide.” (El Diario Internacional, Num-
ber 5, May 1991). This complex and important political 
process is summarized by Gonzalo in the interview.

Under the leadership of Chairman Gonzalo, the PCP
initiated the people’s war in May 1980 in Ayacucho. This
was a daring and difficult step; the PCP was a relatively 
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small organization, not backed or armed by any govern-
ment. But this was not a situation of an isolated band of
guerrillas going off to the mountains to fight. The PCP 
had conducted serious preparations, studying the con-
ditions of the Andean peasants and sinking deep roots 
among them. Within three years, the people’s war had 
spread throughout the Andes. The government was 
forced to call out the armed forces to try to crush it, 
using torture, disappearances, and genocidal massacres
against the peasants. But the PCP led the peasants to 
counter this reactionary onslaught and put forward the 
call to develop Base Areas. People’s Committees sprang
up everywhere; the People’s Guerrilla Army was formed 
and its ranks swelled with many peasant fighters.

Since the time when this interview was conducted in
1988, the people’s war has made dramatic advances 
throughout the country. As of this writing, fully one-
third of Peru’s population lives in areas controlled by 
the revolution. The People’s Committees, which once 
operated clandestinely, now openly administer life in 
some of the Base Areas and provide an important foun-
dation for the continued advance of the people’s war. 
These People’s Committees are made up of Party mem-
bers, ordinary peasants, and local progressive forces. 
They represent the seeds of the New Political Power the
revolution is fighting to establish when political power 
is seized throughout the country. The People’s Guerrilla
Army has now made the leap to being able to wage bat-
tles involving hundreds of fighters on each side in bold 
actions in the Andean highlands, and the jungle areas. 
Even in Lima itself, the revolution has made significant 
gains, taking firm root in the massive slums that sur-
round the city, where the majority of the population of 
Lima lives.

The government of the United States is deeply con-
cerned about the deteriorating situation faced by the 
Peruvian government and the direct challenge the peo-
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ple’s war poses to U.S. domination of Latin America. 
While the Peruvian government’s dirty counterinsur-
gency war has earned Peru the worst human rights 
record in the world—and the U.S. government’s blessing
—this vicious campaign has not stopped the advance of 
the revolution. Under the guise of fighting the “War on 
Drugs,” the United States has begun intervening 
directly in the situation, setting up a Vietnam-style fire 
base in the heart of the jungle highlands, one of the 
strongholds of the revolution. U.S. military equipment 
and advisors have begun flowing into Peru to 
strengthen and train the Peruvian armed forces, and 
U.S. Green Berets have on occasion faces the forces of 
the People’s Guerrilla Army in direct combat situations.
All this serves as a foot in the door to much more mas-
sive intervention, should that prove necessary.

The international news media has joined in the 
attacks on the people’s war in Peru, consistently label-
ing the PCP “blood-thirsty terrorists” and saying they 
are “in alliance with the drug lords.” This campaign of 
lies, consciously formulated to help create justification 
and public support for mounting U.S. involvement, is 
thrusting the intensifying situation in Peru into the 
public eye in countries around the world. The revolution
in Peru is emerging as one of the key focal points of the 
conflict between imperialist domination of the Third 
World and the struggles of the oppressed peoples for lib-
eration.

This publication in English of Interview with Chair-
man Gonzalo gives English speakers the unique oppor-
tunity to get behind the media lies and read for them-
selves the actual views and ideology of the leader of this 
powerful revolutionary force that is sweeping Peru. One 
of the oft-heard myths pumped out by the media in 
Peru and around the world is that the PCP is an 
obscure and mysterious sect whose views and ideology 
are impossible to discover or decipher. In addition to 
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pamphlets and documents that have been issues pub-
licly by the Party over the years—putting the lie to this 
absurd claim—this lengthy interview with the Party’s 
top leader and ideologue brings forth for all to read the 
PCP’s views on a broad range of topics: from the history
of the struggle involved in reconstituting the Party on a 
revolutionary basis; to the basics of Maoist military 
strategy; to an incisive analysis of the character of Peru-
vian society and its thorough domination by imperial-
ism; to the international situation and the worldwide 
struggle for revolution.

This English translation is based on the pamphlet 
published by the PCP in 1989. The translation was done 
by the Committee to Support the Revolution in Peru, 
which takes full responsibility for it.

The Committee to Support the Revolution in Peru
Berkeley, California, December 1991
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