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Chapter 6 The Long March, 1934–1936

Historical interpretations 6.1: Why did the Fifth Encirclement Campaign succeed?
The Maoist view of the need to abandon the soviets is that there was a change of defence tactics and that Otto Braun abandoned Mao’s guerrilla tactics for trench ‑ fighting, and thereby allowed the Fifth Encirclement Campaign to succeed.

An article by Liu Bocheng, published in China in 1978, asserts:

During the fifth counter-campaign against ‘encirclement and suppression’ the ‘left’ opportunists began with adventurism in attack and, on the ground of a chance victory in the encounter at Hsunkou, dispatched troops into enemy areas and followed the erroneous policy of ‘engaging the enemy outside the gates.’

Source 6.4 Liu Po-Cheng et al., Recalling The Long March, 1978, p. 4
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Source 6.3 Otto Braun
Mao’s biographer, Ross Terrill, observed:

The dream of ‘halting the enemy at the gate’ could easily turn into a nightmare if the enemy were to get through the gate. That is what happened. It showed the folly of positional warfare. Braun valued territory above troops. He lost both.

Source 6.5 Ross Terrill, Mao: A Biography, 1980, p. 119
A different perspective is given by Soldier Huang, a veteran of the Long March:

He [Braun] was not to blame for the Red Army’s failures. He did not insist on trench warfare as people are always told, but guerrilla tactics and mobile attacks couldn’t work any more. We were trapped, like flies in a spider’s web.

Source 6.6 Sun Shuyun, The Long March, 2006, p. 43
1 How do these views differ?

2 Can they be reconciled?
3 Can Braun be seen as a scapegoat? Why?
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