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I ‘escaped to the "y" for two days to sct a chanece away .
from telephone and refrigerstor to sum up the dozens and ‘dozens -
o of bocks 1I've been reading on China from its beginnings through .

- the "“communes." Between the part of the bourgeols scholars .wWho
treat these thousands of years as if 1t were one long continuous .
p-attern of "Oriental Despotlam™ that had “"inherent soeialist
traits all'along®, end the stupid Trotskyists who, when it was
a revolution 1in 1949~RO, saw ita capitalistlic nature and clung
to the "permanent revolution" to explaiﬂ their bystander policy,
but now when the counte r-revolution has triumphed. s0- @& Tirmly

- .rush to exbtoll the. Torced labor of the "communes®§ 1t secma almoat
‘imposeible to get a clear pleture of the move ment from 1924 on.'-
.0f ‘course--as our superior front pagers on China prove«~ws saw it~
from the . stari as state’ capitalish; what is new , however, and '
1 vEry much more complex,i g‘ the role of the pecsantry which would ~

“~this shed light on the whole Middle,East,Asian,and Rfrican revoltse
which have bsen continigus and will continue from WHII till any
outbreak of WWIII, and{b)"the party“ that did not go through-a .
ccunter-revolutlon snd Beheading of 1ts general staff as did
gtelinist Russia and yot wes completely and thoroughly the exploiter,
buroaucratized fron tbe word Bo, power ar no pcwor. S s

Lucklly, we have, first Marx himgelf, wvho, despite BT
all slanders against his position on peasantry, saw its revolutionary A o
implications as well as the Nation sl Question which would riss -
from it. At the same time--and this is where all the slanders ariae—-
he saw also that ik could not fundamentnlly reorganize rselations -
unie-as it was proiletarian led. "For exanple, he felt very sure. -
that"unless thero was a "second edition" of the Civil War, in the’
us, i.e .,onc by the Northeorn: uroletariat 1t would failk@ggric.~
would inevitably loce to industry. R

Abave everything, in thia case . because 1t is our age.f‘

we have Lenin,'and no one of us should rest until they know every

- word, comma, period, and implication, of Lenin's Theses on the. :
"Hational questio n and Colonial Question at 2nd- CI. (Selected Wks,
Vol.X) We have often gquoted the one on the K@, and whenever ve

" gaTo on the question of "internationalism', we show how Lenin was
willing to give up even RR-L{ the revolution in the East would
develop and demand pricrity. What we have not done neretofore . :
1s (1) to stress that this revolutionary outlock on "the East" .was:
not due to any defeat in the"West', ‘Quite the contrary, it was
1920 and everyocne, especlally Lenin, fully bhelleved that the

" Weat European Revolutlon, especlally the Germaen, would burst

" Torth; 2)the role of the party, though "vanguard", was. less
important thar the mass ocutburst and therefore, for ox.,in China -
it could go into enother party, provided 1t never gave up elther.
its right to criticize or develop a thecry of the devcloping -
revolution and organlize accordinsly.

fh that very tine thorefore of development cf .
revolutions that would be "“permane nt",i.e.,go0 from bourgeols to
socialism, LT's the-ory of nermanent rsvolution proved entirely
uselens and he himnelr had’ very little to say when Lenin was
alive and when he was dead andhad to act on his owm. in the -
1925-7 Chinese Rgvolution, we will show whet he has to say isn't
much, whnich is proclse 1y why hie princlples heven't been able '
to keop the Tretskylies on the right class line. 94 .
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_ Heve iz whet we must get straight about that theory of the .- =7
permanent revolutlion uson which wo old ones lived so long and made
aimply synonymous with "world rev." vs. "socialiem in ong country."
Firast, the theory, elaborated in 1903, stated Rusgsiz could go from -
derocratic” { bourgeois) 1o soclalist because of the hegemony of the -
roletariat .  The corollary to it, however, which is wny Lenin T
Wag opposed 4o it & the Stallnists uged it for .thelr own purposes. :
to talk of his “underostimatlon of the peasantry", wag that, on =
their own +the pocsantry was not mich, Lenin, the supreme reslisb,:
kept seying, in the concrebe eircumatances.of Russie, the gquestion. .
was not whether the peasentry "on-ihelr own" ean do much--&ltho. =~
' here-too-your Gnderestimate thelr revdlitionary potentialities . .- =
ap well as pets--but whether the proleteriat, beirg as smsell as it 3
is, must get as its ally "the liberol bourgeois! or "the peasant,"
I bay: the peasant &I say the periect proof you have repeated.
nonsense about him is that you atill act as if the dispersal of .
the peasant houschold over wide areas meant "no party of thelr own™i
just look at the Soelal Revolutlonary Porty and you wWill see, - G
: sccondly, the theory of the poermanent revoiution, was S
vory abstract in its "Internationaliem” for while it wsed tha word.
in every other phrase, and understood well thot the "world market™ '
not any one single country, vas the point of departure for the
sstimate - of any country, it was absolutely blind to the fact that. -
the greatest vart of the world was unindustrialized &hence unpro- -
letarianized and therefore, failed to ansver, what concretely: T
shou-31d be the "Line" in thet vast srea of the world, Surely '
repeating ad nauseun "hegemony of prolotariat" simply anewsred
nothing where nc proletarliat existed. In truth, it answered whry. -
1ittle when a_ smell proletariat, such as in China 434 exist., For -
what happened in 1925-27 is that LT's positlon was entirely - .-
defensive -once there were no strikes or the strikes in the great
cities were ruthlessly put down by Chiang Xal ghek,  'Ho thore=- .
fore iimited, lst his dispute, to the fantastic notlon of Stalin
of "a bloc of 4 classea"™, arnd the complete submersion of CP to
- » Euomintang-which-had led to the disaster, but he had nethling, ..
.Y . ;ﬁﬁpot;oggwsipglo‘word-fto gay on the great agrarlan unrest and
i fiejg'whdﬁ’fa'do thared " : ' '
i P _ e .
’<y< . This 1s.whore Mzo Tse-tung comeg in--and I might -
say comes in on hls own, not as any nouthpiece of Stalin; indeed, . -
he, not Stalin, is the innovator and practitioner at once, {The
ey document 1s when ho 1s in the doghouse, "Report on the Inves- . -
tigation of the Peasant Heovement 1ln Hunan, 2/1927--It is reprinted -
in "4 pocumentary His. of Ch. Communism by Brandt,Schwartz & - | —
Fairbank & I'1ll have Barbara copy out the whole thesis and ‘serd it !
to you.)Seeing that the proletariat, once its rovoiutlon was R
bloodily put down by Chiang Kal-shek, lies proatrato, Hao dilasasppozrs
- into the mountaing and looka ot how long the peassant. rovoli can -
continue procisely beecausc it 1is igolated from conter end the =~ . " =
teaentor—-—gGovernment--cannot keep after it.  He thoroupon (I do not |
. mean ihat day--it toock X years ninimum for hin to have.a-"theory™ -

‘7~ instead of Jjust a-rogort) -

Edntrary to what all other revolutionarles
did whon their revolutison wap put down—-go to prison or oxlle-= | i
diseppeor into the mountains and bocones a ruerilla fighter. Thus,
transforming the rovolt of the peasantry, into an army and o
plncin§ At at o locele {much smeller, I can sssure you, than .
staiin's "soelellipm in one country" for even bandlts found.that
en exeellent plece to hid.) he bullds up o state nachine «wall




..1.,“cuu wonelit of o reyolution, proleturizm or naasmnt..
= \ :
pas Let us not rorset. that tho proclaimati.on o ""ovie‘b
Ro,_mtblic" in the vastness of China inl 1931l wWas 1e,ughe<i off the
face of the ecrth by LT {or so he thougnt Re 413} only to have
1t ro-born es Gth and 4th route Apmy that 1ot Tought Ja.'m.n in a
“Mnntisnal revolution” and then won the whole continuwent? 2, It A8
true it had no resemblance ywhataoever uo any "asovict" orMroepublic®
end owven ito “peasant revolutlion” was ILimited indeed bocause it
reitther distributed nor netlonalizod land but only let dowa the .
barrliors on usurious rents and ir’c.erest--'but it was suffic.:.on't., S
z-.s against. chians, to Lﬂ.ve it "a masa beso. "

' How thens arhy, state power, party, combine to
sﬁ.ve }«*ao ower and POWSDT he wWill naver relgn::ulﬂfh altliough there
will beo no proletarist elthor at its base or in. 1tc composition.. i
_.Stalin eould not do same because there wgs 2 proletariat snd it would
"not let him rest. Neo too had to mufe Ris counter-revolution, but
At Wap _just~a "littls ono®, Dutiifg down the pezsintry that moved
_,Mt&rﬁi-]'_i—stﬁi his protagonicst bui now “one of ‘them" who tried
" to Et*i:e:tnt"‘"ha.ve an agricultural reydlution & establish "soviets®
. other than as a mockery. That was 5'.1.‘93//0 nnd HMno by shooting on them o
B Tor wanting land "prematuroly“ ‘whe “5tlll noeded "odi" excapt .
ﬂ{-\, / "tho xeactlionery 5ontry showe & preclsely what power rl_‘l.d. me'q_.n_to
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t g _the 1930:1 when Japun trics %o grab China, Hao
/. 4 offe-rs holp to (,hi:ma and o truce is once again costablighed Hoe -
"doesn more than Lhinn-g to whip up the mtiona.list sentiment. a.nd
pertisan mov‘amant—-—zmd the ﬂvar*eholmlng najority of tho gr of
Ch&.na. goling its monmbership unen. It W&B n=vor &b any time a -
proletarian party; it wag'moro" of = peagant party but oven thore
1t 1z not the poor peasantry but the "middle peasant"——but most
nof gll it is-just plain adminigtrative burea.ucracv wit.h a.ll the
' ’5 wu.rlorc‘l ranpin&s noedod 0 abirliko tLerror. i

#(ftn to p.l)We should not turn our hoad away a.ncl nretanﬂ it :
dldn't happen that that foantastic caricaturc of w rovolut’ ionary wﬁ.h
a state capitoilat "thoory'"—-T,GLIff of Britnine--also.now is for
*"irpo in o limlted woar with Ust. Everybedy hac suddenly 'benome a
military spets and can eay what is "limlted" or "all out war''

The poin-% iss AL 211 the world ia dividsed Into but 2 canps*USA
USSR struggling for world power--you coulddn't possitily chose

& "lespor ovil"-—you miot go in a difforent clags direction
entirely. But AT "plonningY and. "popular baBe" 1o exomphod :
from that because it "maltes posal Lo quick Andustrisliz zgtion, thon.
sotc.ete, o Lo, Tgide-ntly the error of LTV thacry that "on their .
own" the poasantyry eah 20 nowne ro is so tao‘*oughly dinproven in
1ife, that you arc wllling to roraet that where they sre zolng
‘ig In » ntat.o capltallst Q;‘Lroction. - .
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: Finally, ¥ao hed ono othor "advoantage®™ over Stalin, "he lattar'
had need of theory since that had bacn the basla of proletardsn
ro yolution, . Mao had no such neod and ‘therefore reversed entirely "
. thie process eaying "On Practiceo"—-that's "thoory". So that while .
© gtelin, at leoast In wordw; 1ad 6 dxplain "the withorirng -of ‘the :

- state", or rather why. it ‘Asantt if it wers socialist--Fao hed to ;qi

aay "rhis 1s what wo do as state, as practice and”therafnr%' 1t

is the verification o the or:{pn Chinege 3011. 2?‘ .
. . But,one wight SaY, vhat is state canitaLism it 1t isn‘ ,

- state ...nuerven‘b:.on in an industrisl economyﬁ’ How could Mao -
introduce 1t wien he had none? Thet's just it-—-given the world )
. technolozical level, and the nged o introduece indusirializatin -uj
. the atate ~arof would itale care of the rest and of those 2 he - -
had Tmehlys You lmow one of the most infemous Emperors of China JE
. 4s/Ch'in~-the £irst to unify China, And having done it militepily .-
..'ho‘wae-g61n5 10 stay thewe, protocted intellecturily os well as -

" physically, So he had himgelf a great biz book hurning=-zll of o
Confueius plus all classics, exgopt those on science. - The acholars
" were horror struck--not-at the foroed labor thnal wes building the

- greact ¥Well, but at book burning, so they protesnted,  ¥Whersuvon
Ch'in ordared the schélars as well as nasses into the forced labor :
arny--that is also Mab's. cojception of the breakdown of the -
“dlvision b8tween ment and. menual labor} kMeo thinkes he heoys one

on Ch'in, however, forthe Groat #ell Jdid not lkeep civilization -
out for-gver wherens "heaTy industry" will and this being not hets
but g.,d. bo 31a going heltcr skelter via “communes' :

- L If snything--any slnn%e thing, I menn—-proved the humanism.?
ol Karxism, it is that, desplice nll anelysis and theory an
knowledge that the Industrisl Rpvolution meant canitalism and . it
wWas an advance ovespr apgricultural oconomy because 1t crested Dbase

- after which Tproduction” would not need to take up your whole .. .

~1ife time Just to oxist and thereforc "common se-mse" should toll

. the peasant he is figiating in vein if ke Tights for an acre and
a half in stead for that produestive hase which would make a new 3
soclal order possible, Marx sald, Ywell, we con't. handlo -the humen -
beings by Just doorees and so that peaﬁant mat be 'won over' ond
we better go alow and use use the commune type of eelf-aovornmeni
es the political form to work out economie erencilpeilon: without
ptanding srmies, prilsons, and ghotes It is this humaniswm in- : e

thne Puasegia of 1917-21 that the peauqnt disrogarded and demanded NEP,'

so that thersafte.r you neoded to have the bloocdbath of “eolloeiiv=

ization," Hao feels that with the army ho cen §§ﬁ% nbloodbath"
by troansforoing: the whele vast continent into e JSntahﬁp. But
the prolettriai will yei have the last word and know how to rentora .
humanism to tho concont of a new sociotv. S

1t ll ond abruptly bocauso I must now 1Q:hve but :
1t'11 aurficc a8 & startar T'or a dlgcugsion. - - :

Yours,
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