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The theoretical difference between Liu Shaoqi and Mao Zedong in
judgeing the “1962’ Rightist Trend”

XIE Changyu, DING Yansong
(The Party’s School of Chaohu City, Chaohu 238000, China)

Abstract: The theoretical difference between in judging the “1962 Rightist Trend” Liu Shaoqi and Mao Zedong’s
existed mainly in regarding adjusting the national economy or class struggle as the center; the fight against "Left" or
rightist; to allow, support or oppose, forbed the farmers engaged in production contract households; to sum up
experience and lessons of “Three Red Banners” in pratice constantly, or to maintain, defend and continue to adhere to
the four aspects of “Three Red Banners”.
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