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_MAO'S CHINA

AND

THE “PROLETARIAN CULTURAL REVOLUTION"

{Written for New Politics, Dec, 31, 1967)

By Raya Punayevskaya

Raya Dunayevskaya was secretary to Leon Trotsky during his exile in
Mexico, but broke with him at the time of the Hitler — Stalin pact because
Trotsky insisted that Russia had to be defended. She, on the contrary, asserted
that the Russian’ Revolution had degenerated into a siaie capitalist tyranny.
Since the 1940s she has been cosely associnted with American workers®
movements and has written ot numerous aspects of the class stril ggle as well as
fecturing widely on the subject in the United States, Western Europe and
 Africe. She is at present chairman of the National Editorial Board of the .
American publication News and Letters, a Marxist-FHumanist group based in

Detroit. :
Raya Dunayevshya is the author of two Books, Marxism and Freedom,
and Philosophy and Revolution.

Of Marxist Humanisni, Raya Dunayevskaya has written, ‘Merxist
Humanism will remain alive 50 long as & new world on truly new, Auman
beginnings has not bren established, Totalitarian Commumnism understands this
so well that the counler-revolutionary suppression of the Hungarian Reuolution
went hand-m-hand with the suppression of thotght oovseesees the great
Hungariun Revolution raised the Humanist flag clearly. Because Marxist
Humanism, to me, is the only genuine ground from which to oppose
Communist totalitarianism, 1 felt the compulsion to show that Humanism i
not something invented by me, but came directly from Marx who fought what
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he celled * ‘vulgar Communism,’ writing that communism, us such, is not the
goal of kuman development, the form of human society.

“AMao's Ching and the Proletarian Cultural Revolution™ originally
appeared in New Politics vol. 6, na. 2, Spring 1968 and was subsequently
included in the second edition of Marxism and Freedom. )
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Now that the Cultural Revolution has slowed its pace, there is tin
look at this startling phenomenon.
The Red Guards may appear to have emerged out of nuwhere.
1956 they arrived-one million strong in pare-military formation 1o hea
Lin Piao, Muo's “'closest comrade in arms,” explain the big-character po
THE HEADQUARTERS.” They leamed that the headquarters we
Communist Party where they would find “persons in authority taking
capitalism.” When these teenagers streamed out of the squa.rc they se
something hardier than *Mac's Thought.™

For the next month the bourgeois press had a field day desc:i
against “'all the old™ in China, from Confucian texts and priceless art t
Communist leaders. It was even more bizarng,tp follow the young M
Westetn imperiaiism, not so much the living, barbarous U.5. imperiali
'bo_mbs an g Communist ally, North Victnzm, but against “Hong Kong
bourgeoisie-feudal reactionary music of Bach, Beethoven and Shostakovit

Within a couple of months, those teen-age hooligans were doing n

the streets, putting dunce caps on “anti-tevolutionaries.” By the end
feration of Red Guard and “Red Rebel” groups had abandoned their for:
embassi*s to go into formerly foxbidden'ground; the factorics and fiel
. commiitees” tried to oust establithed factory managers while imitating
over the workers and forbidding slr:kcs. Soon not only the Western pre
Chinese press was tatking of “civil war.”

But where was this civil war? In Sinkiang, where army units di
contral commitiees? In 2 *handful* of anti-Maoists within the Communi
existed only in Mao's overastive imagination, what was ils purpose
conditjons impelled the transformation of the Cultural Revolution into
have called “a giddy whirl of self-paipetuatipg diserder?* To what exte:
its order, that is, planned from above? To what extent had its internal ¢
ft beyond the boundaries set for it?

The anti-Maoist bourgeois press, the Maoists and their apologis
Cultural Revoluticn as nothing short of a “second revalution.”! The |
depict Mao as a man looking back nostalgically to the duys of the Long
inta oceasional fits of parancia. The Maoists und their apologists paint
(there are 840 millien sctual portraits?) which shows him forever you
forward, forever combatting those Party, State and army burcaucrats wi
new generation from the path of “"unintertupted revolution™ to the path

Factual information about events in China is hard to find. But
description of a “second revolution® can be assessed. What is necesss
China In its world contexr, especially in the period immediately prece
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Revolution and, second, to keep cne's pre-suppositions aside 50 that the dialectic of the
Cultural Revolution can be followed in and for jtself. This is particularly important

because the origing of the Cultural Revolution are tangled inextricably with the course of
the war in Vietnam.

THE CRUCIAL YEAR: 1965

When Mae came to power in China he saw no need for mass participation in any
“unintzrrupted 1evolution.” Indeed, it was not until seven years later, in 1956, that he saw
a need 10 convene 3 Caongress of the Chinese Communist Party, which had last met eleven
years before, in 1945, The 195§ Congress declared China to be “state capitalist,™3 3
formulation with which this author agtees. Within a month the Hungarian Revolution
erupied. It was soon followed by voices of revolt jn China,~ whereupon Mao thought up
the Great Leap Forward, which would bring China “direcily 1o Communism," bypassing
Lolh capitalism and “‘socialism.™ Instzad, it brought the country to the edge of famine.
Shenly thereafter, Mao stepped down as head of state, while retaining his post as
Chairmun of the CCP,
The American decision to bomb North Vietnam in February. 1965 put the
Communist world to the test, China, which had pictured itself gs the besieged fortress, had
to face the fact that U.S, imperialism had tumed North Vietnam into g genuinely besieged
fortress. Kosygin's visit to Peking immediately after seemed to bode a closing of Com-
munist ranks, of at least a united front to help Hanoi. But nothing of the sort happened,
Muo had quite a different perspective. For him, 1965 was 10 see the turniag point in the
struggle for world dominance. Against the U.S.-NATO axis and the Moscow-Wazsaw axis,
he projected a Peking-Djakarta axis. Nothing, {east of ail z unjted front with Russia tg help
the Vietnamese fight U.S, imperialism could be allowed 1o interfere with that perspective
and the stra‘egy that flowed: from it. Whete the others were ready 1o hold world
perspectives in abeyance once the stratezy of a Peking-Djakarta axis disintegrated, Mao
became the more adamant In his single-mindedness of China as the central and sole leader
of *"wozld revelution,” to which Vietnam must be subordinated. .
In September 1965, an attempted coup against military leaders in Indonesia failed,
.On Octobet 1, the military started 2 bloadbath against Communists and other opposi-
tionists which resulted in the slaughter of hundreds of thousands. Any perspective of 2
Peking-Djakarra axis was quashed for the foreseeable future. Despite more recent 3 attempts
to rewtite the history of the Indonesian Communist Party (KP1), in October 1365 not
even Mao could think of a way to lay the blame for the greatest disester in Communist
history at the door of “Russizn Revisionism.” Aidit, the KPI leader, had aligned his party
with China 25 soon as Mao came to power. Peng Chen acknowledged that Aidir’s:
ascendency dated from his acceptance of Muoism,5 If the KPI's line was characterized by
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KPI's actions, it was at the direction of the Chinesc Communist P:
collapse of the Peking-Djakarta axis was the result not only of counter-re
in Indonesia but of the class collaborationist line of the KPI which prep
And that line was lzid down in Peking, ‘

For Mao, the Indonestan crisis was a test of the ability of his Ce
draw “the correct conclusions.” Apparently, many of the members f
only was pressure [or a united front with Russia exerted by outside C
including the North Korean, but reports leaked fram the Japanese C
Shao-sh'i was not the only Chincse leader who pressed for such a unit
this was the last straw, His own cadres had not properly understood the
the mount and watching the fight of the tigers.” The Russizns did u
“Fram all this it becomes clear that the Chinese leaders need a lengl
maintain international tensions ... There is cvcry: reuson to asseri t
goals of the policy of the Chinese leadership in the Vietnam ques
military confrontation between the USSR and the United States.™8 T
Committee, however, still had 1o learn who the main enemy was.? ’
. No wonder the Cultural Revolution had been limping along, 1
The leadership would have 1o be shaken up, hardened of discarde
“disappear.” ‘ :

The Chincse press and the wall postets now reveal that duri
from November 1965 to May 1966, when Mao dropped out of sight
in the Western press ranged from “ill health” to “pethaps even deat
“oppressive atmosphere™ of Feking o prepare the Proletarian Cultural
he returned hie was ready to take on not only the foreign parties b
Committee as well as readying the so-called Red Guards. He summon
\he fitst in four years, to meet on August 1, The resolution afl this bod
answer to those who had called for a united-front with Russia on the
Plenary sessions maintain that 10 oppose jmperialism it is imperative
revisiopism. There is no middle road whutsecver ... It is impurative
\heir {Hussian Conununists'} true features us scabs. it is impossibic to
with them."10

“Russian revisionism®™ was not wone in being rejected. The
world were rebuffed; any that did not acknowledge the CCP as the
Communism were denigrated.* Internally, the title of “Chairman Ma
ineatms,™ passed from Liu to Lin Piao. All mations were carried unanin

Nuw Mao was ready to vansform the Culwural Revulution.
mezns of this transformation, nol at the Plenum, but at a mass rally
“yew foree,” divorced net only ITom the legal structores ol Mao's Sing




stence” underlay all the
tist Party. In short,- the
nter-revolutionary terror
prepared the way for it.

1is Central Commiitee 1o
bers failed this test. Not
side Communist parties,
ese CP indicate that Liu
a united front. For Mao .
od the 1ale of “sitting on
did understand the tale:
lengthy Vietnam war to
sert that it is one of the
question to originate a
"8 The Chinese Central

1z, restricted to the arts.
carded, Mao decided 1o

furing the critical period
ight and the speculations
1 death,” he had left the
altural Revolution. When
ties but his own Central
nmoned a Party Plenum,
is body gave a categorical
n the Vietnam war: “The
putive to oppose modern
ative resolutely Lo expose
sle 1o have "united action’

“ie other CPs around the
: the sole Jeader of world
n Mao's closest comrade:
manimously.

stion. He announced the
s rally in Peking, It was
s Single Party-State- Ay

12

but from production iself, All
agers, who owed Joyalty to non
whom both Ristory and reve
through the Great Prole

schouls wese to be clused fur an ¢

t but Mzo, who know no world o
tution existed only as they *
tarian Cultural Revolion,

THE RED GUARDS

+- - pure Insight .. _completes the Stage af
culture, 1t takes nothing but the self | . . it
comprehends everything, eatinguishes  4ll
objectiveness.
=~ Hegel, Phenomenology of Mind
“Shoot Brezhaev!™ “Burn Kosygin!™
Red Guaids who surrounded the Russian E
and hurassing

These were some of the posters carried by the
mbassy in Peking, marching, singing, shouting
#iyone wha ventured out for food. But this was not ex
Russiai act, it was part of the process of *“hardening"
havoc in China was not viewed a3 too high a price to pay
When chve Sino-Soviet confljct first burst into the
were confused and dismayed. As one tefuges told me:
We had no specific love for the Russians; there had actually bee
between Russizns and Chinese, But the
Russians as our gredtest friends and Stali

been studied as much as any work by Mao. And now all we heard abous them was

that they were “revisionists," Somechow, instead of hatred against the Russians, 3
‘feeling of uiter isolation descended upon all of us, ’

clusively an anti-
the Chinese and some self-created
for achieving this objective,

open in 1960, the Chinese masses

7t very little contact
regime itselfl had ulways played up the
n's Mistory of the Communise Party had

Na feeling of isolation ever bothered Mao.
Leap Forward™ over objective conditions, confident that will and hard work, cspecially
hasd work by 700 millinn souls, can achieve miracles,l“Make one day equal 1wenty yexrs."™
Far from leaving the tairucutous worl: by itsetf, however, the CCP spelled it out as follows:-

“Each person must work ten ho_urs and engaze in ideological studies for iwo hours a day,
They are entitled to one day of rest avery ten days "

The voices of revolt heard during the brief period of the **
fampaign and again during the disastrous *

Me is forever ready 1o make a “great

One Hundred Flowers™
Great Leap Fotward", which brought the
*China was not about to forget that Cuba had dared 10 make a public statement sbout
Chinese methods ang procedures being “exactly the same ¢s the ones used by the United
S:ates Embassy in our country .. . our country had liberated itsel! from the imperialism

99 mites from qur shores and it was not willing to permit another powerful stata to come -
20,000 “ilameters to impose similar practices on us.”

ntire year. Rootless teen-
utside of Mao's China, for
made” them, wayld carry




country to necar famine, were silent dusing the development of the Sino-Soviet conflict.
Despite the absence of similar manifestations of opposition, Mao nevertheless insisted cn
the creation of Red Guards for his new Gieat Leap Forward.

While in 1960 the Chinese masses were dismayed at their isolation, in 1966 it was
the Russians whe were dismayed. For the Red Guards, the encmy was not only “Russian
revisionism™ but Russia itself. Mao's favorite statemert remained: “You leam to make
revolutions by making them just as you leam to swim by swimming.” The Red Guards
were told daily that they were, indeed, “making revolution.™ So satisfied was Mao with
the work of the Red Guards in the months of August and September that he was thinking
of institutionalizing them. As the Peking Review was.to express it later: “When Chairman
Mao, the red sun which shines most brightly in our hearts and our most respected and
beloved supreme comma'ndcr, received in Peking a million young Red Guards, not only
had a “new day dawned" but no holds were barred against anti-Maoists.

This new leap, iike its capitalized predecessor, iripped over the objective conditions

it scorned. In the course of the Maoist terror mass opposition surfaced. Somehow the
“handful” of anti-Maoists had managed to “dupe” so many thet the uling cliue admitted
that “perhaps we are temporarily in a minority.'” Even more important, the oppositian
thud toots ditectly in production, in the factotics snd the ficlds. They were, in fact, the
proletarian and peasant masses. They wore no red armbands, waved no books of quatu-
tions from Muo but they weat out oo unprebedented strikes and fought pitched battles
with the Red Guard “seize control committee” that invaded their factories.

Mao, like other rujers, capitaiist and Communist, is so cunvinced of the backward-
ness of the masses that he was tuken by surprise. At first he said that the masses had been
“duped by the economists, the revisionists,” Considering that the Red Guards were his
invention and that he had becn so satis{ied with their vicious vandalism against the “old
culture™ and “persons in authority taking the road back to capitalism” during the months
of August and September, he had now to make a decision: whether to follow the Red
Guards as they shifted from these sttacks into those on “management™ of production.
He allowed criticism to appear on the wall posiers against Chou En-tai who had asked the
Red Guards 10 keep out of production and away from the agricultural communes. Then
the Red Flag began to write against “phoney™ Red Guards who “wave the ted flag to
attack the red Mag." Finally, however, bath the People’s Daily and the Red Flag printed
editorial warnings to “industry™ that it was not sacrosanct.

Of 4l the myths cicated by the “Cultural Revolution™, none is a greater hoax than
Mun's dependence on, and confidence in, the youth, His readiness to turn away from his
uld "comradesin-arms™ was not for purposes of leaving the fate of “the world sevolu-
tion", Sino-centered, in the hands of the youth, As Mao himsclf had teld Snow in 1965,
“the youth could negate the revolution.”!! The Army alone had always enjoyed his
conlidence, became the crux of his ariginal contributions to *Marxism,” was incorporated




into the Constitution. On the other hand, he at no time trusted the yoath, in or oul of
power, This distrust rose 1o fever piteh in 1958 when it became clear that they were in the
torefront of the opposition both to his Thought in the 100 Flowers Campaign and 1o his
Great Leap Forward, He sent them to build the dams, not (o hecome the “ruling cadres™,

Thete §s no country on carth where the leadership is kept in such old hands, The
Pritburo membess averaze close to 70 years: even the alternate membars average 63. For a
briel moment in 1964 it looked as if Mao might entrust some serious responsibilities to the
Communist youth oiganization ns he spoke to it about “successor genetations.” However,
cven that brief mioment in the sun was surrounded by the slogan “f.earn from the Army™,
And, indeed, the whele of 1965, it was the Azmy that was to be emulated, especially as it
“studies M10’s Thought.” Then not only was the plan jettisoned but so was the whole
youth urgnniza:ipn, when, seemingly, the Red Guards were created.

Far from proving Mao's unshakeable confidence in the youth, the creation of the
Red Guards is 2 munifestation of his beliel that the country, including the youth, had to°
be “shaken up”, had to be made to live by and sleep by (literally, with the “iittle sed
book™ af their sides) Mao's Thought. It is true that, in the New Year editorials, it seemed
as if Mao was following the Red Guards’ demands to have a say in-management of
pioduction, Ne one knows how many have been arrested or taken to prson and tortuged
ur actually beaten 4o death; estimates run as high as 60,000 prisoners and thousands
beaten to death!2 but the talk now of the “indiscipline”!? of Red Guards does not augur
well for them either, In any case, the masses, workers and peasants, did rise up against the
new badgering, and the dissolution of the trade unions did nothing to stop the anger of the
masses against the tegime. The bitter and bloody strugeles had begun, Nothing helped
much. The point of no return-had been reached. The deluge came. Soon the press in the
West and in China itself was-talking of “civil war.” o

fn reality, what followed can best be called a “preventive civil war,” deliberately
movoked by Mao, But in provoking it he sealed the fate of his regime. The immediate
vutcome of the current struggle cannot affect that fate., In unleashing this strugele he has
‘Lid bare net only the divisions in the ruling stiatum but the class divisions between rulers
and ruled. Mao is caught by the objective conditions of a world divided between two and
unly two giant {ndustrial powers, He does riot have the advantage Stalin had, the usc of
‘wurld CPs as outposts of his foreign policy. He has no confidence in the world proletariat, -
and thte Chinese proletariat has no confidence in him. They are finished with “Great Leaps
Iarward™ that throw them backward. In this situation, to take the rootless elements and
lransform them into the tools of the ruling clique Is the only answer, and it is no answer.
Mav, his heirs and his “cultural revolutionaries” cannot escape the non-viability of the
e capitalist system they have created, the end préduct of which is “Mao's Thoughl.”




REVOLUTION OR RETROGRESSION?

Some self-stvled revolutionaries are ready 1o forgive Mao every crime in the book
and leave a few blank pages for those he might invent fater, on the ground that he is the
fae of U.8. imperialism which is the chief enemy of werld revolution, They are ignorant of
fundamental class divisions within each country, China included, and iMogically tink those
appasites, war and revolution.

Fighting wars is Mao’s specialty. He knows the problems far more intimately than
he knows Marxism, and on guerrilla warfare he is 2 genius. But the problems he now faces
at home, on his Russian burders"‘, and in the strugple against “Russian revisionism™
cannat be solved by guerrilla warfare, Neither at home nor abroad is he leading a fight
‘against hated enemies — the ruling class he, himself, represents, or an imperialist occupying
power, Rather, Mao’s fight is directed against the Chinese masses ar liome and Russia
abroad. ’ :

The waorld hada't learned of the Sino-Soviet conflict until 1960, but, in'fact, Maa's

+ prive for helping Russid crush the Hungarian Revolution and resist Poland's challenge, to
Russia’s leadership of the Communist world was the 1957 nuclear pact, It was only when
“in the spirit of Camp David™ Khrushchey rencged on sharing Russia's nuclear know-how
with China that Mao wined against the policies of “peaceful co-existence™ he had devised
at Bandung, Muo's substitute for the policies of “peaccful co-existence™ was the declara- ,
tion that the under-developed countries were the “storm centers of world revolution™

Throughout the period of 1960-64, while these ideological battles were splitting the
Communist partics, what China was, in fact, eoncentrating on was the creation of its own
foree de frappe. China's lirst atomic cxplosion in 1964 came.on the sve of Khrushehev's
fall. The following year his answer to those who wanted to enter into common action with
Russiz when the United States began to rain bombs on North Vietnam was to devise “'a
spontincous, new type of organization™ (the Red Guards) that would teach his leader-
ship just how Sino-centered “world revolution” is.

For some Western students of Chins, Mao's aim in the formation of the Red Guards
was to create “an orpanization of a new type with builtin safepuards against
bureaucraey, ™15 as if 2 new type of organization can be created by ukase. Those who mix
crudition with apologetics tell us ~ in the words of one apologist — that Mao "“has always
been Ruarful of conttolled bureaucratic power,™ It is 2 Bttle difficult to believe that a man
who heads a vast totalitarian state and who whipped out a para-military organization over-
night is so revolted by bureaucratic power. It is no less difficult to belicve the writer who
sees “something profoundly anti-organizational” in the formation of Maa's Red Guards.

But then, Prof. Schurmann thought that the bloody Russian purges in the 1930% were for
the purpase of bringing “the sons of workers into cadre positions at all levels of the
wiganizational system.” And now he likewise sees that the “sons and daughteis of the poor
are coming into leadership positions in China.” @
3919
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Contrast this to the testimony of a young refugee from Mao's Ching who told me
that hving conditions had become so bud that the African students whe had come to
China looked rich by comparison: “Wue were very interesied in these new arrivals, thei
countries, their revolution, but we were not permitied to fraternize with them., They were
hettoized both as to living quarters and any socializing. We alsa wanted 1o ask thew lor
things we were shont of, and wi were stopped From doing that. We all lelt very Cresitated.
I felt more strongly than ever that things were reeling backwards,”

In this state capitalist age, revolution and counter-tevelution are so interlocked that
even those who understand the relationship of thuught to objective conditions speak of
Muo's c.volutionar) lfervir™ and “revatutionary voluntarism.” Hepgel, instead of Praising
Siaicism saw it as “a ;,anral form of the world®s spirit only in atime of univeral fear and
bondage. 17 Marx saw the need to listen to impubes frum u new, ubjective revolitionary
force, the proleteciat, and o transcend the idegs of others, whelher bourpeois idealists,
radica)l putschists or anarchist voluntasists, before a truly revoluiionary philosophy of
liberation could be elaborated. Lenin saw the reed to show that, although “the petty
boutpeols in a frenzy may also wish to smash up the state,” what distinzuished Bolshevik

" vielence was that “we recognize only one road, changes from below — we wanted workers

themselves to draw up, from below, the new principles of cconomic conditions.”™ 18 Ag
against these discoverers of the diplectic of thought and the dialecties of liveration, mien
who could not concelve of the shaping of history without a “Subject,” today's seltstyled
revolutionaries think it encugh for “the supreme commander and grest helmsman™ to
order social change for. it to be realized. But is that revolution? Or liberation?

They see the enemy as “Russian revisionism.” Russian Communism has, of course,
not only revised Marxism but teansformed it into jis oppcmn. But that opposite is the
very foundation of “Mao’s Thought.™ In his recent, most basiz!? and most revelulionary-
sounding challenge to “*Russian revisionism,” A Proposal Core cerning the Generat Lme of
the International Communist Movement Mao says:

For a very long historical period after the prolciariat takes power, class strugple

continues a5 an objective law independent of man’s will . ... Fors decades or even

longu ... for an entire historical period . , , there wre classes and cl.:ss struggles in

" all socialist countries without excepticn.

He repeats thxs theme ovet and ov-r, cuncluding thal it may remain true “perhaps
for even a centugy.'

- But if classes and class strugglu.s continue under “sociilism™, what is the point of
overthrowing capitalism? Surely no more deadly deviztion has ever been proclaimed as “a
principle of Marxism-Leninism." This is not a theory of revolution. It is a theory of re-
trogression, all the more serious sincc it is proclaimed not in the name of fascism but of
Marxism-Leninism.

Mao has always propounded “protracted struggle,” raising it o the level of theory.
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But to the masses this is not theory, it is the weight of exploitatios
endure in all class societies, except that it was not called “socialism
refugee, alter telling about work during the “Great Leap Forward™ -*
Iabor imaginable, as if we were to build a whole dam by hand. We Jac
devices as a block and tackle to lift heavy socks, These had te be pu
shaeer brute foree™ — insisted that the worst wias not the work-but the
that followeéd; :

We didn’t know which was the hardest to bear — the labor
mectings, We had to describe what we did that day, and we'had

attitude to what we did. Although 1 had volunteered for the jo

Forward sounded great to me at Peita (Peking University) = I'n

if «ll our labor was forced labor. 1 kept my tongue, but you-co

quict, since if you kept silent your team leader would see you
what wus the matter. [ felt like I was nothing more than an ant,

the unthinking labor but because you so often said yes when y

Moreover, my own experience kept intruding into the stady o

they didn™t jibe either theoretically or practically. But | didn’t da

oF even to myself. '

A spectre is haunting Mao, the spectre of the Hungarian Revolut
baasts thit he urged Khrushchey to send the tanks into Budapest, To th
has consistently fought the humanism of Marx:29 “The modern rev
bourgeois scholars describe Marxisin as humanism and eall Marx a
particular they make use of certain views on ‘alienstion’ expressed b
Economic-Philosophic Manuscripts, 1844 .. .. In the carly stage of d
thought Marx snd Lngels were jndeed somewhat influenced by huma
when they formulated the materialist eanception of history and di
strupgle as the motive force of sociul development, they immediatc
influence.”

A basic document of the Cultural Revolution, “Raise High the G
Tsc-tung's Thought and Carry the Great Proletastan Cultural Revolutj
End,” openly admits: "'If serjous steps were nat tiken to temold the
they were bound at some future date 1o become groups like the
Club."3! ) .

The Red Guards were intended to be the agents of that Yrem
built outside the structure of the CCP, nol sa much to light “the bu.ea;
those on lop and those on the bottom to face the ealities of China's
divided belween two industrially advaneed lands, in such a world,
backwird counury Jike China that hus no perspective of world revolu
fecls compelled to drive the masses ail the harder, Under private capltali




a5 primitive accumulation: under stage capitatism, calling jtself Communism, it is called,
miernally, “fighiing self-interest''22, and, externaily, *Mao Tse-tung's Thougiit Lights Up
the Whole Warid,"23 Ty, country it now lights has alieady sunk to the barbarity and
depravity of televised public executions, The “sell-interest™ it now fights is not so much
that of “the main person in autherity taking the road back to capitalism™ as the interests
of the Chinese masses, including those they now call “phoney™ Red Guards: "large seale
strugzles of masses with masses, work stoppages . . . anmed struggle against seal Red
Guards,"" As we enter 1968, the issue has not been decided; despite the command of the
Army, that permanent restorer of class order, not all of the rival Red Guard Broups in
Jactories and communes have joined “a single orgzan based on systems,™ While Mao, on his
T4th birthday, holds to his “theory of revolution™, that the success of socialism “requires
from one to several centuries”, The masses see only retrugression down that road. As one
tefugee from Mao's China expressed it:

“Retrogression, that's it; tha really s it. Mao jsa retrogressionist. That's the word
that escaped me when I said everything scemed to be reeling backwards. That word hadn't
come into my consciousness because 1 was afraid to face its consequences. But 1:170-
gession does really sum up Mao's Thought ., , Humanist tendencies are very strong
among the Chines2, It can raise their spirits once moge. 1 belicve the youth stands ready {6
make a new revolution,"

Whether or not the Peking University studens is right or wrong in her analysis of the
present: situation, it is clear that the forces unleashed by the “Cultiiral Revolution® have
by no means been stilled. And Mao’s latest campaign against the “ulira-lefrisg™ concept of '
“deubting ol and overthrowing all™ js proof of the fact that the “Culturat Revolution”
hias escaped the confines set for i1,

' FOOTNOTES .

1. "Mao’s Second Revolution”, by K.5. ‘Karol, New Statesman, Sepr. 1966. Mr, Karol
has since. outdone himself by explaining that the deification of Mao's Thought is
needod to preserve *'the legitimacy of the Chinese Revolution and the socialist
Perspective that it has opaned before the country.” Ses the Introduction to his book
on China, reprinted as “"Why the Cuitura) Revolution?” Manthly Review, Sopt, 1987,
Peking Review #31, July 28, 1967: "More than 840 million coples of portraits of
Chairman Mao, ar over fjva times the number produced in the preceding 16 yaars,
were printed In the eleven manths from July 1988 to the end of May 1967... Thers ]
are 33 ditfaront portraits of the great leacler of the world's peosls.”

Documents of the First Sassion of the First Nationasl Feople's Congress of the
People’s Republic of China, Foreign Language Prass, Peking, 1955, Ropeated in




Eighth National Congress of the CCP. Vi, 1 (Documaents), Peking, 1956.

Fhe bast work is The Hundred Flowers Compaign and the Chinese {nteilectuals, by
Roderick Maclarquhar (New York: Praeger, 1960). See also Communist China: the
Palitics nf the Student Opposition by Bennis Daolin (Stanford Univ. Press, 1964).
Peking Raviev #30, July 21, 1967 ’

Peking Revicw, June 4, 1965, Also reprints Aidit's and Sukarno’s speeches.

For further discussion of the KP, see my three articles, *Indonesien Communism: A
Casa of World Communism’s Decomposition™ in News & Letters [Datroit), Ogtober
and November 1965, ‘

Erpm a “'secret” letter of tha CPSU to other CPs, publishad by Die Walt {Hamburg)
and Yeprinted in the New York Times, March 14, 1966, .

it is interosting to contrast what Peking Review INo, 35, August 26, 1967) writes
now, "Peng Teh-hual and His Behind-the-Scenes Boss Cannot Shirk Responsibllity
for Their Crimes”, with what was the officiel story even as late as 1965, which Edgar
Snow {The Other Side of the River, p. 641} reports as follaws: “Peng also became 120
keenly aware of China’s dependence on Soviet material and technical aid ... P'eng
neither led any 'conspiracy’ against Maa, 95 reported abroad, nor was ‘arrested,’ The
Chinese party leadership does not work ‘that way. P'eng still holds his seat in the -~
Palitburo.”

Thu Plenum Resolution, excerpted, was printed in The New York Times, August 14,
1966. Naturally it has been reproduced in full in Peking Review.

The interview granzed Edgsr Snow in Janusry, 1965, was published in The New
Republic, February 27, 1965, o :

Stuart Schram, in the revised 1967 edition of his Mao Tsa-tung, who has bean sn
analyst quite sympathatie ta China, and stressed the great azhlavements of Mao, has
made this estimats. The ofticial brosdcasts and statements speak only of “masses”
never reporling actual figures of the totel number arrested, baatan and humiliated
much less those actually killed,

When Mrs, Mao Tse-tung made her first attack on the Red Guards in Septembaer 26,
19G7, sha 1old them: “It's a mistake ta go running around tha streets, Last yaar was
the 1ima to kindle the flames of revolution. To go into the streats now is precisely the
wrong thing to do.” By December 1867 Lin Piao reminded the Red Guards that thay
must temember the Red Arrmy “cherishes'’ them and they must therefore obay and
reveal their own “selfish” shortcomings.

Look, October 3, 1967, carries an article by A. Doak Barnett, “Tensions on the
China-Soviet Bardar”, with a map which datails the disputed borders which China
now says wera gotien as a result of “unequal treaties.”

Mao Tre-tung by Stuart Schram {Penguin, Baltimore, 1867}, ‘The most perceptive as
well as scholarly analysis of the natlonnl stresk in Chinese Cammunism, including
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that of Mao Tse-tung, is not, howaver, in o study of Mae, butin o study of a founder
of Chinese Marxisen, Li Ta-Chao and the Criging af Chinese Marxism by Maurice
Maisaer (Harvard Univ, Press, Cambridge, 1967)
A strange admixture of opolegetics and erudition tharacterizes Profasscr Franz
Schurmann’s majer work, tdealogy und Qrianization in Communist China, which he
had modestly introduced with these words: “The writing of this book has been like
ihe Chingse Revaiution, o long process climaxed by an act”, which, however, despite
the saven years of resgarch {1957-65) in Chinese, Jupanesa and Malayan languages,
did et result in any analysis of the army. As the work went to press, Lin Piao made
hiz {zmous speech nn “Penple's War", wha:e he likened the industrial countries of the
world to "the city”, and all the technoluaically underdeveloped tountrics to “the
country™ which would surround the tity and win, just as Mao had done in China, -
Whereupon Pre:f. Schurmann rushes into print as it the speech, rather than the Army
Lin now heads, actounis far the Army’s importance; “After | had completed this
book, | realizec that | hod omitted an important area of organization: the army,”’
By the time he made that sdmission still another ““area of arganization arose: the Red
Guards.” Professor Schurmann was prepored with analysis of that too (Mew York
Review of Books Uctaber 20, 1966). It seems that “thousands of young students
swarmed Into the strests and formed the red dafense guards.” And, after testifying to
thg spontaneity of this “mass movement,” he has since written very nearly every-
where (See especially Diplomat, Septernber 1966 and his answer to Professor
- Levenson’s critique af his piace in the New Yark Review of Books) on the thesis that
JMao Tse-tung has always been feartul. of concentrated bureaugratic’ bowuf and the
present purge may be szid to conform ta his general epproach to palitics.'
G.W.F. Hegel, Phenomenology of Mind, p. 245, The work is finally available in papar-
- hack, .
Selected Works, Vol. VI, p, 377 . . : '
The Plenum Resolution in August 1986 reiterates this to be “the programmatic
document™ that must continue to b studied as it gives o “seientific Marxist-Leninist
analysis of a series ot important questions concerning the world reveluiion of our
time ... " ' : ‘ Co ’
The Fourth Enlarged Session of the Commiittee of the Department of Philosophy and
Social Science of the Chinese Acaderny of Sciences held on Octcher 26, 1963, was
specially devoted: to that problem. Ses The Fighq'ng Tasks Confront Workars in
- Philesophy and the Sacist Sclences {Peking, 1963).
This quotation from the Peking Review is used by Eilis Joife in his impartant article
“Cultural Revolution or Struggle for Power” in China Quarterly, July-September
1966 which has a special section on "China Mid-1968," Especially important oh the
cultural aspects is “The Fali of Chou Yang" by Merle Goldman who has just




published an excellent work not limited to the presant “Cultural Revolution.”
New York Times, Dec. 31, 1967, On Dec. 26, 1967, Mao's 74th birthday, the officiz:
Chinese news agency announced that no less than one-half a billion cepies of Mag' s
works have been published in 23 languages. They pointed out that before the
Cultural Revolution there were only 13 plants publishing his works but now there are
180 plants, and they publish them in foreign languages as well.

23. The Poking Review has established a new section with this title.




