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Tharsfore I thowht
| rarita® into xy siyie of plaving greatw awphucis

phﬁlouoplv—-tha 3%“ naaphlot. .
¢ 1 ohowr shy philesoply«eths
wist come via an attack an thosZe who hive
a they have acosptad stats-capitalism
I would like you to grapple with Tony
Cons’dering that his book, lag's
w28 the kot work he did ende- indesi, I eriticissd only his unnecessary
isrco on Wittfogolls Q?Qm_[ym?. Now I sae that it wae not accidental
t bhe did rely on 1t-eit ks, more o lezs, 3 natural staneion of the position
on the btwolmrdnoss of the poastnivy, Above that, ha sould be .
4n his amalysis m (which 4z when his baook breeks off )hecauscs
til then Meo's Chima 1 2 adst path off the Five Year Plan, Had!
' book beon published later snt he would have had to confront Ursat lLeap Forward,
bis oategorice woculd lave bewn ahattered 45 we can see when he spprosched tho
totally unforessen phencuenaon of the "Cultwral Rernlutions”

Fero is his thesis with uy comwmts: (See g#%vmmutmm
Socinldem, scumesr 1557) 1)Adthough the Firet Mve Tear 953.57)was a graat
tircoss insofar as haavy irdustry was conterasiess 145 snacel rate of growibe=the
agrioviturdl labor foreo did pol docliny zs in Rusaisa bath becsuse noneagricultyur
auployeont lagped far behind growth ef population and agricuiturs threatened to
laz behind miltinlying population. especially to fexd the towno, arxd ho quotes.
hissalf "evar since Chinose sgrisulturs becisie dependent on Arriglaticn, aerifdes
gave place to a peasant aconcay basad on private property. liowsver sxploitad an!
opprosaed, the psisant say have bees, it was not the whip which urged him to work.
Ad agairet this, serfdom and tho feudsl whip ware the saildt features of rural
society in Russis, with ita extensive agrioulture, for a thousend years." And

he brings this wurcny counterposition of Ruwsian and Chinste agriculture(intc whizh
1 canot mow go in) with a totally wnfounded 1967 conclusion:i™In 1958, Huo tried
to break out, of the above contradiotions tw & new forced aarch,”

The truth for teking the "Great Leap Forward® in 1958 hmd nothing whatever
to do with this, First, the facte are wrang., There had besn no better year in
Calneso agrisulture then 1957-%8; this great hoarveot is one of the very iey
reasans underiying Hao's 1llusion that China could now ™alk on both foet', t.hlﬁ
is to say, =gEwiavalop industry and agriculture sismultansously, a possibilit

could become truth only 3T worlid apgricultural end industrial dovelopment was at
the disporal of Chinm., without such beclkhoons wwen in the linmited framewark
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ef nmh.n aid vhich wes beginuing té dizappear that year becsuse of . the high
sostd of tho cowit=crovolntionary action of destroying the Hinmgarian Revolutios,
ths "Oreat Leap Forwsmd® oidd only be pushed backward 2y tho zasscs, proletarion
ard serlodtuval, axhavsted by tho fnsanity of woricing around tha clack with

initive ¢0ls and no tixe to treatho, think or =at, SSeturs didn't help elthwr,

Tony CLIZF mentions woithesr the masses nor maSure’s haves baocanss he is
bw toroing the 1956-£2 failie into the freamesk of the old Yzoisscras"
of the Russian dobatsz on agriouiture ve. induetry as frotaky coilysed
m.w A5 1 tho new ti'n W "Aaso=dE4imu" and Pukbarinta Ysotialiss at
» pace,?

that

mwmumm‘tmmlmmrwqmmtm
mmmmumuw-wovucm bolagPthe practioal rosd of
trenmitica 0 Comotoisw® shovld havoe suraly epanod his ayes that, far frem
faoing ok to oprisditiwre”, Mso thought this the road to Akip ozpliislism
ipoosashavite revizisntes,* Gf courde, Chine had to rotrwat frem the insanity
of thacommmeo§ Lut thic wus mot the least bii due to Any tendency in Chima
a 1a ths kfak An Pussin. Bub Af you aro evt to prove Samtrifuvgel tendscles®,
tasiomrdasce of pessantry aci reglomslisn of Arxy—cnone of which were the solnmed
cansey oither of tho “leig™ or the rotrdat, than you uss, helter siaiter, figeres
wirloh would "preve® your ¢33t In thir instansc, it iz the Jump to show that _
the stulents to be vac! apainst Purty as aex force Lesuwusa they at Zeast d> hive
connciovianess of "rtion® s it pansants duinttl

Laft ou® entirely from both the 1958 "leap® anl the eritical
gour 1965 vhich 1C meniione only £5 ths year which sew ths first class greduste
of the Arwy's now VArts Iastitute™ ara tbn intevnatioma) aituations, in the Iirst
oass the destruction of the Hungarian Revolution and the "l.oonom" campaiyn,
not to mention ths Sputaik which gave Kea illusions of Russian power
suffioient ¢o ohillenge SA, ubish he urged, which wp refused m, and which
agairx saw the saorgance of the Sinn=Scviet conflict, The second instance is,
of course, closer toc the paricd undzr dizaussion, indeed is &"‘E& racponaitle
Tor "the oultural revolution® for, withont the collapse of the Djakarta~Faiting
axis, the aultural revolution wuld have been nothing more than tho M"socialist
educatdont caxpalign of 1962 plus stitasks in the sultwal fleld expanded., Hot,
how does At happen, that IC who, a8 & guod “permanent ravolutdon® sdharant, has
Merdd revolutien' on his lips at all times, Mt so loft oul the world situstien
when the question concerns o jestive world developammt?

I'm not suro that the oasy answar would be the whole answar for his
oconomisn is not separdtal from his political outleook, Hather, what is invelved
is the inmapacity to ses any philosorhiocal problems. For example, TC laughs
urerarisusly—=end who wuldattl-eat tha Meolst type articles lite "A Talk
on the Philogophical Problem of Selling Weternslons in & isrge City." The point,
hovever, is not the inanities of sellingz waisrmelonse by Kao's thought, but why,

slwaye g%, pAlwveys doso Hacian call upon phillgsophy, rather then value
contro;m-a ofor aven “party bulldingi"

Insteoad of trying to face that problem, IC finds that the "missing
11i0k™ betussn the Russian and Chinese datates on induatrislisation is the :
abaance of the Trotskyist Lxzft Oppoaitiont Hithout acknowledgement, he stéals
a bit from we, to the sxtant, of bringingz in msscs as subjeot rathor than objsot,
but, 4t 15 no acoident hy gives Trotsky credit for Leving seen that hocsause all At
naans to him is poft  the selfdevaleping proletariat who would ahow & new way to
resolve contradictions, but & Trotskyist thesis re intornationslisn va,"soolalionm
in one country™ whish has nothing whatever to say that iz relovant on the present
devalopoent in Chine,
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{Incidentsdly, IC rsoognises that, in puddenlybringing i Bukharin &s
un enegy, ho is treading on dingurous ground sinoe Stalin deatrojred Bulkhirin
a8 ho dwd Tiataky. Therefore, be says thst, vhersss, "Corsally™, he was
with Stalin in oppoaing Trotskylat Plan,"astuadly® he was with Tretoky fancfar
as ho rasained layal to ths revolution.  The latter part is Srue, bhut eowns
nothing here, that i3 %o way, il says nothing about the thesry that wms the

- fowxistion ¢f amm- Trotukylan, Whan in did rot have o

solve o o Do vag & par excellesdy,Ter in edvanse of Troteky
Loth zs haanduleoauht et is to say, both in hia analysis
of faperialism bHafore the ravxlution and in the trade union debate &3 1920.71
whien ko eided with Tootsky tralast lanin, he liad developed a theery &f state-
ocgpitulism that ms coaprahsusive and to whish stato planniag was pivotal,
Haturally, it wga't sur theory, as I expiained in &%thab 1% he knew 211
the implicaidons ead romifications, the very ones Lenin s ked. Tvotsky wes

-no saporfioial = theorstioien that he d1d snot ever work oui tho ramifisailans of

a theary, and never daw ttatoecapitallsm either in Harxisi thexey or in prectics
of sapitalist devalopmect following the gfon, Whea Bodarin began his
"goalclism i cnallts peoe theory™, he foared/tho pruasibility of kulak cotnter- .
revolution aid had given up hope thet the Buwropean revolution would save tho -
Russian Rawolution.¥anting to ";reserva” the Soviet atsfe and not Ahake the hoat
faterratioasily, he took that wiy out, &nd Stalin used hix only to the extcnt to
whizh he uns nexegsary to defest Trotsky. Stalin alone was toutal epough to
wedertake tho one and the other, but by %hoa he had parfeoted his xonelithic
party and hin state "soclalisw,®” but he was myen lers & thaoretician then was
Trateky, Oaoe & Harxist dsparts from the proleiariat as self-developing subject
thers 4s no place for hin to go, but to the aiien cluse, state capiteliumm’'in this
case, and o it 15 that Rukharin who was, &= & person, on the leved of Trotsky
rather than the rude apd diclayal Stalin, fermclatsd ths theory both for the
latter and the adainistrative mentality of Trotsky. Hut wo have s far removed
fron any oonoception of what theory is that IC doesn't even know a p.'-'oblm lou.eta.
nich less how to resolvs it.) .

But to ratwrn to the main point, and the one I besgan with, how dale one
nake philoscphy rate; how to sbow that, despite the fact that "economics",
or at lsagt materialism, s crucial, the foundation for any leap into a chanlesa
soclaty, =t4l). to ectablish & new beginning, teday, what is noeded is pallosophy,
not ond moro sconomisn? If the vary firat chapter on the ebjJective economic
situation must exerge out of philosophic precucupation, thea how do you "civert!
to stetigtical tebles, without seming to bo entiraly two different pw'sons sp
two diffcrent languages? Tho answver to the question resides somwwharo in the
compreheasion that saterisliss is not a diversion. Ths whole tragedy of the
third world is that they dic divert to one or the other world camp not only becauav,
the kad no conﬂdcneo in their owm muu.but al2n hecseuss ths

ravoiution. The
fact that China 15 out for the sawe thing dosan!t mean he isn't right whon he ex-
potes Russia,

 Whon I firat analysed Mao’s thought on contradiction in 1957 (naL,
7/16/57)1 pointed to the difference betwsen the Aussian revisions being mainly in
cconoalcs whilst the Chiness wers in philosophy:¥Russia hze beccue an important
industrial land that posssces  values, China is & vast underdeveloped land whose
zxin posaﬁsa:l.ou is not the lard, but the machine." Begin there and ses whethor
you cen got me out of my dilemsma, Perhaps I'll also sond this note to the NEM and
&sk others for thelr cocments. Yours, K. S
N
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