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Lexy to you, the historical

asross mational

vederdovaloped sconowdas, Tharsfors I thouzhkt
into ny. siyde of plasing greatxr awphucis

sad wossployment that that these have
resolved in wars, nmoumyon

; * philosophy=~tho SCAMH paaphlet -
»t of the book and will show why philesoply«eths
graat ted to kx undernisne sconmizo wust come via an attack on those vho have
samsindd Trotokyiet Sn meatality whars they have acceptod state-capitaliss
ey theory. licre is wvhare you come in, I would like ysu to grapple with Tony
Q4ASL'e amalynic of tiwfsultiral rowod ", Considering that his book., Map's
#an the kot work he did ende- invdeed, I e=iticlesd oniy his unnecessary
Sanco on Wittfogcl's o« Now I sae that it wag not accidental
that he A1 rely on 1t-wil RS, Word o 1938, 8 natural «tonsion of the position
Above that, ha sould bs )

his analysis erly, !
unmt.bmm's&!_.nlfdhﬁ'&ls adst path o' the Five Year Plan, Had :
tha ook beon published later snd he would bave had to coafront (rsat lLeap Foruard,| :
bis oategorice would kave bewn ahattered a5 we can sse when he spproached the
totally unforessen phencuwenon of the "Cultwral Rernlutions”

Hero is his thesis with uy comwmts: (See g#%vmmutmm
Socinliem, cumesr 1557) 1)Adthough the Firet Mve Tear 95357 )was a graat
turcoss insofar as haavy irdustry was conterasiess 145 snacel rate of growihe=the
agrioviturdl labor foreo did pol docliny 28 in Rusaisa bath becsuse non-agricultur
auployeont lagped far hehind growth ef population and agricuiturs threatened to
laz behind miltinlying population. especially to fexd the towno, and ho quotes.
hissalf Tevar since Chinose sgrisulturs bechsie dependent on Arriglaticn, aerfdem
gave place to a peasant aooncay basad on private property. liowsver sxploitad and
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 exteasive agrioulture, for a thousend years." And

he brings this wrcny counterposition of Ruwsian and Chinste agriculture(intc whish
1 canot maw g0 in) with 2 totally wnfounded 1967 conclusion:™In 1958, Muo tried
to break out, of the above contradiotions tw & new forced aarch,”

The truth for taking the "Great Leap Forward® in 1958 had nothing whatever
to do with this, First, the facte are wrong. There md besn no better year in
Cilneso agriculture then 1957-58; this grest hoarvaot is one of the very key
reasans uderiying Mao's Lllusion that China could now ™alk on both feet', t.hli :
iz to say, =gEwiavalop industry and agriculture sismultansously, a possibilit _
could becons truth M%JE agricuitural snd industrial dovelopment was at |
the disporal of Chins. without such backhoons wven in the limited framework F
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of Rusaian aid which was beginuing té dizappaar that year bscsuse of. the high

oostd of tho ceuntsrerctoluticnary asticn of destroying the Mmgarian Revelutiosn,

tha "arest Isap Porwsrd® oould only be pushed backward dy tho zassos, proletarian

ard seriawdtural, mumnzmmwormmw tks clock with
sxitave tcols and 2o tixe to rentho, think or =at, Netuwro didn*t help oithwr,

Tony CLIZY mantions noither ths messss nov nasure’s havos bacauss he is

busy forodng the 1956-62 failere into thy fraawerk of the old ¥solsecrs®

digputo of the Russisn dobatsc o agricuiture v. ivdnetry o Trotaky caslysed

46 in 102427 ag 4f tho new ti°n WAL WnsomNEluim® and Bikharints “soelaliea at

sasil's poce,.”

The that
‘ ' mumummmmmlmmmqmwm
the Siness doaseats about the "Pespie’s Coantnos® helngPthe practioal resd of
treraitisa to Comotalaw® should havo vi ayes that, far frem
fpping back to agrisditere”, .
sPieeshavite revisionizn,” Of cowde, Chins had
dmimmﬂusutﬂulmtbﬂ.tdmh ency
a 1a ths kdlak in Pusais, mummeﬂ.umﬁammmﬂiu“.
mamwrmawmummmououm
campes aither of tho “Leap® or the rotraat, then you usa, helter skalter, Ligeres
wiloh Soreve® your ossi, Ia thia instance, it ir the Jusp to show that

wold .
mmmhhmmmuunrm.nmmwnzmaa have

coasciowsness of "sation® cs i pasgants diin't!

. a58 Mieap® and tho eritical
goar 1965 wvhic _ 4 which sew the first clacs graduste
of tha Army's tustions. in the firet
osse the destruction of the HBingarian Revolution and the vi00 Flovars" ocsapalgn,
not to mention ths Sputaik which gave Kso $usions of Russian yorid powr
auffiniont to challenge WOA, siloh he urged, which was refused #a0, and which
wagaixx savw the sacrgance of the SinseSoviet conflict. The socond instance is, -
of courne, closer to the pericd undar dizausslon, indesd is *%‘M, raeponsitle
for "the oultural revalution® for, withont the collapoe of the DjakartasPaking
axis, the oultural revelution wounld have heen mothing more than tho fgocialint
education” carpign of 1962 pius stitasks in tha sultizal field expanded, Not,
how does it hapyen, that 10 who, ms @ guod “permanent rovelution® adharant, has
maorld revolutien' on his lips at all times, tag 8o loft out the world situstiea
when the qusstion concerns objestive world developaeat?

I'm not suro that the oasy answar would be the whole ansver for his
ocononisn is not separatad from hls political outlook. Jather, what is invelved
4is the indapacity to sas any philoncphiosl problems. Fer womnople, TC laughs

who wouldnttlemat the Meolst type articles lite "A Telk
Weternslons in & large City." The point,
watermelons by Kao's thought, but why,
al ' T8, alweys eall upon philgsophy, rather then value
controvarsisgor sven Pparty bulldingl"

Instead of trylng to face that proulem, 1C finds that the "mlsaing
j4nk" betwesn the Russian and Chinese detates on industrislisation is the
abasnce of the Trotsiyist Lsft Oppoaitionl Hithout acknowledgenent, he stéals

a bit from se, to the extent, of bringing in misgcs an subjeot rather than objeot,

but it 45 no acoident hy gives Irotsky credit for baving sesn that boosuse all it

asans to him is ot the selfodevaleping proletariat who would show & ned wiy to

resolve contradictions, but & Trotskyict thesls ve internstionslism va."soolalios
in one country™ which has nothing whatever to say that im relovant on the preasnt

dovalopaent in Chine.
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(Incldentsdly, ‘X ricognizes that, in euddenlybringing 4n Bukhsusdn as
4n enexy, ho is treading on dangarous ground since Stslin deatroyed Bukcharin
&5 he had Teataky, Therefore, be says that, wharciz, "Cormally¥®, he was

ing Trotakyist Plan,

ey
over work out the ramifisatlans of
Ta115% develoman: ollowing sain. o
of sapital dev, 4 on, e Gokbards began his
"soolalinm ai onailtse peae theory™, he foared go PrasAbility of kulak connter— .
revilution asd hed given up hope tihat tha Eurspean revolution would save tho -
Russian Ravolution.Banting to "creserva® thas Sawiat state and not ahake
fnterratioasily, he took that wy out, _ ‘ )
which he ynn heaeedary to defent Trotaky, Stalin alone was touisl spough to
wadertake tho one and thy other, but by %hon he had parfected his monolithic
party and hio state "s00ialize,” But ho was myen lers 3 thaoretician then was
Troteky, Onoe & Havxist dsparts from the prolstarist as ud.r-dwdopi.ng‘ subject
thers 1w no place for hiz to &0, but to the aiten clase, state capita)sum in thig
case, and o it 15 that Bukharin who W3, 48 & person, on tho leve) of Trotaxy
formilated the Ltheory both for the
But. wo have st far removed
fron any conoeption of t even know a preblem sxists,
nuch less how to resolvs it)) . - : : ;

. But to retuern to the main point, and the one 1 began with, how dees one
take philoscphy rate; how to show that, despite the fact that "sconomicsn,
or at lsagt mater v 18 crunial, the foundation for any leep into & classlesa
soclsty, £841). to sctablish a sew beginning, today, what is nosded is pallosophy,
not ond mora econemisml If the vy firat chapter on the ebjective econnomic
situation must energe out of Philosophic precueupation, then how do you "diverth
to statistical tables, without seming to bo entiraly two different pxeons ap
two difforant languages? Tho answer to the question resides sonawhero in the
comprehsasion that materialism ie ot a diversion. The whole tragedy of the
third wordd is that they did divert to cne or tke other world canp net o
ths kad no confidence in thoir oMn nasges,but alsp
the advance! thehnalozical 3 ;

[§

high siakez &a againat no rovolution. The
faot that Chinm 4¢ out for th san he irn't right when he ex.
roses Rumsia,

- Yhon I firat analyszed Map's thought on contradiction in 1957 (nsL,
7/16/57)1 pointed to the difference betwean the iussinn revisiens boing mainly 1n
econoaies whilst the Chiness wers in philosophy:®Russta heg beccae an important
industrial lsnd that posasces  values, China i a vest widerdeveloped land whose
zain posedssion is not the land, but the machine," Begin thers and sese whethor
Jou can goi me out of my dilemsa, Perhaps I'1) also send this note to the NEH and
45k othecs for their cotments. Yours, CQ'Q-

- 13998

L b




