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DGBI besas

I esecapsd to the “x” ior two days to- sct a chance away .
from telephone and refrigerstor to sum up the dozens and ‘dozens
¢ ‘of bocks I've been reading on China from iis beglinnings 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 from tbe word go, power ar no pcwor. — ;

Lucklly, we have, first Marx himgelf, wvho, despite AR
all slanders against his position on peasantry, saw its revolutionary A o
implications as well as the Nation sl Question which would riss S
from it. - At the same time--aznd -this is where all the slanders ariae—‘
he saw also that ik could not fundumontqlly reorganize relations %
unie-ps it was proietarian led. "For oxample, he Telt very sure. .~
that“unless thero wus a "sgecond edition" of’ the Civil Wax, 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 himself had’ very little to say when Lenin was
alive and whon he was dead andhad to act on hig own. in the -
1925-7 Chineso Rgvolutlion, we will show what he has to say lan*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 whnt we mist get straight sbout that theory of the -
permanent revolution upon which we old ones lived so long and made
. simply eynonymous with "world rev." vs. "sociallem in one country."
First, the theory, elaborated in 1903, stated Russiz could go from -
derocratic- {bourgeois) to soclallist because of the hegemony of the -
roletariat . The corollary to it, however, which i@ wny Lenin = 1.
Wag opposed 4o it & the stallnists uged it for .thelr own purposes.
to talk of his "“underostimatlon of the peasantry", wuag that, on _
their own +the pocsantry was not mich, Lenin, the supreme reslist,”
kept seying, in the concrebe eircumatances.of Russie, the gquestlon .
was not whether the peasantry. "on-thelir own" _gan do much--&ttho ' -~
' here-too—yoir Gnderestimate thelr revolitionary potentialities . . =
ap well as pets--but whether the proleteriat, beirg as smsll as it
is, must get as its ally "the-libernl bourgecls” or “the peasant("

I bay: the peasant &I say the periect proof you have repeated. IEEANES
nonsense about him is that you atill act as if the dispersal of . Q8
the peasant houschold over wide areas meant "no party of thelr own"i
fust look at the Soelal Revolutlonary Perty and you will seey
: sccondly, the theory of the permanent revoiution, was :
vory abstract in its "Internationaliem” for while it wsed tha word
in every other phrase, and understocod 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 answer, what concretely:
shou-1d be the "line" in thet vest area of the world. Surely
repeating ad nauseun “hegemony of prolotariat" simply anewsred
nothing where nc proletarliat existed. In truth, it asswored whry
1ittle when a smell proletarlat, such as in China did exist. For
what happened in 1985~27 is that LT's positlon was entirely -
defensive once thero were no sirikes or the: gtriken in the great °
citien were ruthlessly put doun by Chlang ¥al shek,.  He thora- .
fore iimited, lst his dispute, to the fantastic notlon of Stalin

of "a bloc of 4 classes", and the complete submersion of CP to
Tyomintang-which had led Lo theo disaster, but he had nethling, ..
/-f—qmt- one_ningle word=-to say on the groat agrarian unreset and
what™ £0 do thdrei " : ' '

R . : :

/i, : This i1s.vwhore Mao Tse-tung comes in--and T might - -
ey comes in on hils own, not as any nouthpieco of Stalin; indeed, . -
he, not Stalin, is the Innovator and practitioner at onece, {The 7
key document 1s when ho is in the doghouse, "Report on the Inveg-:
tigation of the Peasant ligvement 1ln Hunan, 2/1927--It is reprinted -
in "4 pocumenbtary His. of Ch. Communism by Brandt,Schwartz & - , 7
Fairbank & I'1ll bave Barbara copy out the whole thesip and ‘serd it
to you.)Seeing that the proletariat, once its roevoiutlon was R
bloddily put down by Chiang Kal-shek, lles proastrate, Mao dlsappears:
- into the mountaina and looka ot how long the peasant. rovoli. can
continue procisely beeausc it is igolated from center end the v
Yeantor-—government—-—cannot keep after it.  He theroupon {I do not
. mean ihat day--it tock X years ninimum for hin to have.a--"theory™-

+-instead of just a TOQort) ,

Edntrary to what a1l other revolutionarles
did whon their revolution wap put down—-go to prigson or oxlle-- "
dlasppensy into the mountalns and bocomes a puerilla fighter. Thus,
transforming the rovolt of the peasantry, into an army and .
plo.ciml:; 1t at o locele - (much smaller, I can assurd you, than .
steiin's "soelellipm in one country" for even bandlts found.that
en exeellent plece to hid.) he bullds up o state machine a=gll .




without bomofit of 2 revolution, proletarien or paasant.
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© 7 3 tet us not forget that tho procialmatfon of & “goviet
Re_public” in the vastness of China in 1931 wes laughed off the -
faae. of the earth by LY (or sc he thougnt e 41d] only to have

it ro-born as Sth and 4th Route Army that lat fought Japon in a
"natisAal revolution” ond then won the wiole continpemti). It is -
true it had no resemblance whaotsoever to any "soviegt" or"republic"
ernd oven ite “peapant revoluiion™ was 1imited indeed beocause it
roither distributed nor notionalized land but - only lei: dowa the
barriors on usurious rents and interest--but It wag suffleiont;

ag against Chlang, to give it Yo mage bese.” S :

e : ¥ow thon: ar—my, state pover are gombine to .
give Meo power and power ne wiI1 naver ralgnqulﬁﬁl altiough there
will bo n6 proletarist elther at 1%s base or in 1is composltion.. . i
. B¢alin ceould not 4o samc bocause there wgg & proletoriat and it yould
“not let him rest. Nao too hod to mm¥e his countor-revelutlom, but -
"4t wes _just~a "l1ttls ono®, putiing down the peazsantry that moved
. At TNt i-pan; his protagonilst but now "one of ‘then" who tried

to ft—Fespt~have an asgricultursl rewolution & establish "sovieta® - .
. other than ag a mockery. That wnnw- ond iHeo by ghoolling on them [

for wanting land “prematurecly"” vhe Bt1ll neoeded "al1l® except |
tho yeactionory gontry" showe @ préclsely what power 4id mezn to ..
hin, = ' — e, . by .

_ : : In the 19308 when Japon tries o0 grob China, Mao-
G6fTe~rs holp to Chiang and. o truce ls once again cotablished, Ho
" does more then Chinn-g to whip up the nztionalist sgentiment and -
partison movement--aid the gyerwholming majoriiy of the g¢» of
China geins its momberchip tThen. I& wes nsver &t any tlme a
proletarian party; it wac'moro" of a peasani party tut oven thore
. 1% 1z not the poor peasantry but the "middle peasant™-~but post
Jeof g1l 4t is just plain admindatrative bureaucraey with sll the
- ",f worlord trappinge noeded 10 ptiikco Lerror, _ : .

=#(ftn to p.l)We should not turn our hoad away and nretoand. it S
didn't happen that that fontastic caricature of w revolutionary wilk
a sLate capitaiilat “thoory'--T,0Lliff of pritain--alac.now is for
tyno in o limlted wor-with us"., Everybody hes suddenly becomg .o
military spets and can say what is limited” or "all out war'y
The poin-% is: if all the world ia divided into but 2 camps*GSA
USSR st¥usgling Tfor world power—--you ooulddn'’t popsibly choce
8 ™espor ovil'--you must go in a difforent clacs_ directlon
entirely, But if "plonning' and "popular baso" I8 exompted AR
from that because 1t "males possivle" quick industrislizgtion, thon.
,otc.ote.0 te, Eyide-ntly the error of IT'nm theocry that "on their .
own" the voasantry can £0 nowhe ro is so thoroughly disproven in
1ifo, that you are willing to forget thet where they are golng

is 1n » state capitollist dlrestion.) - : . . .
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Finally, Yoo hed once other "advantage™ over Stalin. "he latterﬁ
had neoed of theory since that hod becn the basls of proletarion: o
ro volution, HMao had no such-need and ‘therefore reversed entirely
. thie process eaying "On PracticeM—-that's "theory". So that while -
© stalin, at lezast in words, Had Po &xplaih "the withorirg -of ‘the -

. state™, or rother why.it didn't if it were mocialigt--¥ao hed to -
aay "rhis 1s what wo do as state, as practice and”therafnr%' 1t
is the verification ¢! the or:{pn Chinese 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 gék_j

. the atate -ornf would talo care of the rest and of thosse 2 he
hed machly. Iou lknow one of the mozt infapous Emperors of China

is/Ch'in~—~the ©irst to unify China, And having donc 1t militerily grw'?‘

o ho‘wae-g%ing 10 stay thove, protected intellecturily ag well an
" physically, So he had himgelf a great biz book hurning=-zll of

Confuecius plus all classics, exgeopt those on scienge. - The Buholars_“;

" 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 schulars as well as uaagses into thoe foreced labor .
arny--that is also Mab's conception of the breakdown of the -
“dlvision béEtwoon mend and. penual labord Moo thinks he -hes one

on Ch'in, however, for.thd Great #all Jdid not lkeep civilization -
out for-ever wherams “heary industiy" will and thils being not b.c.
but Bad. he is going helter skelter via “communea' . :

o o it anythingﬂ-any slnn%e thing, I menn—-proved the humanism :
ol Karxism, it is that, desplice: nll anelysis and theory an L
knowledge that the Industrial Rpvolution meant canitalism and . it
was an advance ove=r agrlcultural sconomy becausze it crepted Dbase

- after which "production” 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
soclal order possible, Marx sald, Ywell, we con't. handlo -the hupan -
beings by Just dosrees and so that peaﬁant rmnt 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 erenclpeiilon: without
standing srmies, prisons, and stotes It is this humaniswm in- Con

thne Puasegia of 1917-21 that the peauqnt disrogarded and demanded HEP. H
so that theraafte.r you needed 1o have the bloodbath of Yeollectiv=.
ization," Hao feels that with the army ho cen §§ﬁ% nbloodbath"
by troansforoing: the whele vast continont into e JSntahﬁp. But -
the prolettriast will yet have the last word and now how to rentora
humaniam to tho concont of o new sociotv.

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

Yours,

\“\-\:‘ et




