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The U, of Chi. established a new Center for Palicy Stlrly, ovidanﬂy 5
judging by its Pirector, Charles U. Daly, becausa it offersd an oppe
"to examino the.dynsdics of revolution” (V), The project lasted o
- March, 1966 through February, 1967. The first series of seminare hy
70. "acho_aral’am_'gnon-a"ademic experts irom Asia, Evrope, the Middla
and the Americis™ resulted inthis firat volume with Ping=%i Ho mﬂ
').‘ang Tsou being the planners responslible for this book,

‘

: (‘hapter 1, ¥Salient Aspects of China's Herd tage" is altogethsi
: -- ’ de foroe. Howaver, it is useful, if ‘one t.nkes it with
. & graln of s:-.‘l.t ‘and-follows, especlally, the critical - commen

by ‘Derk Bodde, who rightly says that while t.hers A8 roason ts
cuntinuiw, ARmboitwrrmrirmi ; ‘

‘era.s waz-e"inatit 1onﬂized 4n_yhat Be-Rhown af~the 'Cen
. then procaeda to th&Tole of the intellectuals aa
" “twentieth century., Piofeasor Berbert Franke
the diffioulty in discovering thepsopla's regl(w
Hgources,.r 15 is sctually a quotation from the
presented the original papar, Ping-ti-io.

* " (Chapter 2. { Nﬂ.natoenth-(:ontm'y China: "me Dlsintagrntbnlof th
Old order & pact of the West,!by Kwang-Ching-Iiu, ‘has !
-oi'erenceu to paas t rebollions, especially, of course, the

in the 186Us,. asking (p. 109) "Could 1t bs that despite the surface
celm of the late nineteenth century, thebld order actually deteriorate:
further and that the potentinlity for ravelution actually incrsased
He follows this up with the impact of the West but always related
the discontent within the country ending with the intellectusl ‘formé
and the reform movement in the period betwsen 1860 and 1895: "Tha,
ldsas sketched above are significantiin themselves as events in .
intelloctuﬂl];nistory. While eloments of democratic thought can be f and,

in Chinese classics, notably fhe Works ofiMencius; earnest intelleot
sdMimx such as K'ang and Yen muat have learned about democratis instit
tions with a sense of discovery,"” (p. 149) R

Agein, this is followed by comments by others, firat. by Albar
Feurwarker, who tries to stress, not so #uech the break-dovn and mi
government as "the multl.form character of Confusianism." (p. (p.150?)
The notes by Dwight H. Parkins on"China's Economic Heritage" is. Landama
in relating both the economic conditions to the political situatio
and especlally the economic discontinuities after 1949, -




R T _ -
"Military Separatism and the P%céas of' Rettnifisatiy
, - wder the Nationalist Regime 22.1937" by i N
interesst.me at_the moment, and s¢/I kip {q gter
' ieif\in Communist China) A Framework for Ank:
Bovegint with the usual remark about the remsrkable
8 -of political leadership by the Chirose Communizts who

+ had besn able to maintain the unity of their party, - It
~he-attributez the dhility to ov'écoma the crizes of, thra

o oonseayti sgrioultural failure the_Sinc-Soviet o5 #
~~ but¥hen shmrmmmeﬁil%s and
‘ #7 ) the "Great ProlPtarian Cultuyral RovoluEigh™ Get t i : OF
4 S}\G },19@ain and lack of contlnuity of Thiy colloctivity in leadership, = -
R 1AW 5¥{thare 18 & reforence to Weflogy and discontent, edited by David -
I ( AN Apter (Free Press, 1964) waich chows ths ruthor tried to go to gens
scurces and not only Chinese, He takes up Meo's thonght on.pagss
299 by showlng the failures of this 1de@ogy ard objnctive sphers:

I i

, “Chinese society was seen by Mao as having "a’ shapa

y bulging in the middle while tapeving off towards ‘the two
~ends, (Selescted Works, 3a), 3 (London: Lswrence & W

954),-p. 239, In more‘concrete terms, this:imagory’'ma
both the prioletariatand} the Mreactionaryr big landlo

' ‘ Y only a:small minority of the -
smepopulatis e the othen_intermediet
- 25t ' L
politicel strategy in the Fevolutionary strigs ® wag, !
. 'develop the progressive forces, to win ‘over the. midd]exs
o . " road forces, and to isolate the diechards, ¥
' SN It formed the basis of Mao's. conc aoy" | whic)
S was to be based on a "jpint dictatorship of all the rev ut
. ' clasges, . Hainwiineohuechu-i~Tun (On New Democracy). (San
e Franoisco: Cocperative Publishers, 1945), P» 8. - In this'new:
ocracy, "the proletariat, the peasantry, the intelligen%s:
; ty bourgeoisie ara the basie
‘orces determlng her fate, Ibid., p. 15, But the proletariat
should not overlook the partially revelutionary quality of -
the "bourgeoisle " and the poseibility of ostablishing with™ :
it a united front ageinst imporialism and the government of -
bureacrats and warlords. Ibid,, p. 4, ® ' ’

® sure to confer "Mao Tse-tung's Materialistic Dialec
Querterly, no, 19 {July~September, 1961%.“ p. 27.)Qu

The author seems to think that the differences between the early
successes and the prew ent turmoil is no more than the"d:l.fi‘iculti_od'-;i
of transition frem {s‘zi.olution to the establishment of a new integrated
political community) (Ha, Ha) S s




The most inturastﬂ.ng
mora relatod tov reallty 1
SOhwartz ls correct in

stressing that disintegration in go-cwlled "Marxiet Leninist ida@.cgy"‘ !
doea not mesn triumph of "non-idaﬂ].ny;" + rontra
by the cultufal revolutlon. fe refers, _a(aﬁ:}igs Buon T
Fil.ippo‘
phical Essay (cnmbri.dge: }hrvard_
University Press, 1959), p. 107, which/relates ideglopy te y
or pipbxraxaidxy as he rephrases wha to hi.m is Marxism, "the ultimats:

d¥aami, ths mediating : a is just as importréh
. (F370). Thereby he eets the stago or taklnb into consid :

" everything from Lenin's "What is o Ae Done" to the veluntarism of. Ha.o'

that Mac hinself. developed in Ye He refere to Tas"
‘and_blaxnk® which was supposed. to /fmeezn thet it helped. Commnim "hypass
‘Eﬁe corruptions of mod. vilization ard be able.

Mao . "poor snd ‘blank" ‘which
Fung-chi o :

within 1f yeara“ stres -;mn thep—t
onsiders his thought § and any
Cot ism, Fasciam.
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There is also some interesting commﬁy by Donald J. Munro.
ially as he 1z anxious to refer fo philosophy without actually making.
any contribution to it at all, ers Johnscnts 8Chinese Communist
Laa.dership and Mass Response: o Yenan Perlod and the Socialisth .
‘r'kiucat.ion Cempaign Pericd", on the other hand does make an :I.mportant.

* contribution, but not enouygh smphasls on discontinulty betwenmn the: two

perlods dered: (L) Yenan, 1936 to 1947 and (2) th
b br(e'e'n’mm o-11th-plentm;--Septenberi 196

88, however, sees that_in cu there was popular
support. but not in“the second, Oh p. 4b4, Johnson speaks about Hao'a
reaction to theil with Wang who criticised his position
On Brotractsd War N which he had written to opposem :
Chiangts concept o apid victory" (see alse Johnson on evolut.ionurz
Changa, Chapter 8, regarding the difference between Lenin aml Mao 5
stragegy of rew:lution.j \

The comments by S.Y. Teng takes 1ssuas on the quéution of Mao's .
adventurism {irst in participating in the Korean War. thegg in 1955 -

in liquidating Kao Keng and in the 1959 purge of pt T \ . Fin
- e emargence of the Red Guard while av ¥

men propgoasd a justification for pesceful uo-.exis%

th aory of\t “Two inte ona 3 ' 1




