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PHILOSOPHY AND REVOLUTION -- by Raya Dunayevskaye {Draft)

DART TWO ~-- The Interregnum: Void .end Retrogression vs. Movement from Practice

Chnpicr II -~ - The ¥estwar World

A- Forx's Humnisn vs. the "Thought of Moo Tsc-Tung!

The Enst European rovolts, at one end of the globe, nnd tho Africen rovolutions
at the other end, oponed n new page in the dinlectic of thought as well as in wordd
histery. A reforradation of the relntionship between theory and practice scemoed im-
perative if the revolts from Communist totelitarianiem, ond the nationnl independince
frer Wegtern ipperinlism were to dovelop inte o forward movement of hupanity thot would
not stop hadlfway., For from this being o need for intelleetunlc only, 1t wos n need the
imsses thensolves £o1t nost deeply. It 1o they vho demonstrnted that there is o nove-
went from practice to theory as well as from theory to practice. At the crossroods
they found that without the unity of thuse mevements n process of suction crnating
from tho two nuclear world povers would pull ther awoy from thelr very rooson for
being. To use sn exprossion of Fegel's, who had the rmeh easier job of unifying theory
tmd practicc in the restricted reelm of thought, "cach of these by itsclf is onc-
sided and contains the Iden 3toclf? only as the sought beyond and wnetitoined goall™
(Seicnee of Legic, Vol. II, D. 466) . ,

Inztend of mny suel reforrulation of theory to proctice on the part of either
Marxizts or non-Morxists, whot wo were canfronted with was a theorotice void which was
quickly f£illed by stntoe-copitelism eolling itesolf Commmmism. First,it quickly labelled
the indealdying Morxist-ilumnniast philosuphy of the East Turopcan revolts "Rovisienmist.®
This "theoreticol" designntion woe quickly aceepted by Wostorn intcllectunls despito
the foet that they hind not been fooldd by vne iota by Rusein's claim thot the Hungarian
revolutionaries led o "eounter-revolution' while the Russion tunlks that rolled over
the Freoodem Fighters were nchieving a "revelution!" Whotever the rooson for this

© stronge intcllcetusl eohabitation, it was no possing phenomenon. © A4 decade lator, vhen
Marz's Hummisa hos provon 1tsclf to be nelther o mere overnight sensation nor ro-
stricted to 2 fow intelleetuals, but an zcetun) movomeat which koeps springing up and,
28 16 the wont of groet ideas, earnot be erushed by tonks, not only. ie the "Rovisionist®
designation still adhered to —- but by rovolutionnries and counter-revolutionaries
alike!l® o © ' '

Morgover, despite the oxtont to which Morxist Humnish has been studied and sym-
posiumg hold, tho Weestomn ottitude to Morxdst Humonism is e3ill no more clive o its
today-ness. They net as 1f it wore nothing more thon something Merx clabornted in
1844! 2But ncither the Enst Buropcon or the African-revolutionaries were conducting
Univorsity ceminnrs. Even Castro criginally had enlled his rovolution “Humanist.!

The one thing that united all rovolutionarics wns that they were determined 4o "realize
thnt philosophy, that iu to szy, to moke freedom real. As ean be sgen from Ogechoslavalri
the Bast Buropeane arc ntill determirned to do so. It is thisc unity of freedom and
being viiich makes it impossible to kill the idea. The striving for a unity of philo~
sophy and revolution kecps rocppearing and kceps hoping thot proctice isn't forever to
pile up its martyrs, vhile the movoment from thoory romains "ovor thore,”

. Unfortunately, the only onos whe approcinted both'its urgency and ite soricusness
are tho Chincse Communista, Sinec, howover, they, like the Russions, arc g siate power,
o stuoto powor with globol almz, what hns resulted is the uost ominous theory of rotro-
grossion thot nevertheless mmages 0 pass itsclf off as ¥egalitarian," "uncorrumpied,"
"purot and, though "utopian,” and a bit out Jf touch with Yrenlity" onc which will,

* The aolo oxception in tho 1.3. in Socimlist Humanisn, edited by Erich Fromm. Also
sce "Tha Fourth Internatiornl Congress on the Probloms in Eastorn Durope! (held in

Wicsbodon, Scpt. 6-9, 1966} publishod here under tho nnoo Eloments of Change in
Enstorm Buropg, «+dited by N8, Collier & Kurt Glasor,
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Amyt el zeedrelod civize ot told tho usba woriny eloss te repnins of dhedir
sootuevion peatt, Cii didn't meen that the messes hodn't walconed the Red Army which
knd overthrovn the corrupt, hated, exploitative reglue of Chiang ¥ai-shelt that hed not
even lmown how to fighi the Japanese impericlist invadors before the Commmnist Party
helped thew into n United Front —— the rechrintened name for the 1925 "block of four
clasges." ""workers, peasents, petty bourgeois snd national eapitalists," that is to
say, ell execept the "burecucrat capitzlists'and comprador bourgeois® or imperdalist
lackeys, t Aid mean that the proleteriet amd the now Communist rulers alike lmew

. that whot they now had was Ustate capitalism,” not socinlism,

The nation was wunified, The econoty ravaged first by endlesa "exterminetion
campaigns” of Cemmunists, ithan by the invading Japanese army and again by oivil war,
wes rehobilitated. The State Flon showed a much hsalthier rate of growth them India,
This was the firet time in history that a Communiet Darty net only lheaded a bourgeois
revolution but boasted thet it alone would continue to lead in the state-capitalist
transformetion. ’ '

Prom the start, Ii Ii-can, who wes then Ministor of Iabor, mede it clear that
"Greater production ie the bost fundamental task of the Chinese trade union... developel
labor onthusiasm,.. observe labor discipline... rogard for both publie and private
intercat benefit both labor and eopital," :

He weonder it was not decmed neeessory to convole o Congress of the Party to
celebrate so0 nomontous an event cs conquest of power. The Congtitution adoptud ot
the Sevonth Congress, held in 1945, was deemed sufficiont for the period after conquest
of pover. As Lin Pino said recently, the areas in which the Peoples Iiberation Army )
operated were always "a state in minoture.” 1n a word, thoy werc praciiced in sfate
power, ) ’ _ ‘

Such was tho rerlity of our stote copitalist age in the caxly 1550's.

Such was the reality of a world where tho Cold War began almost directly arter the
hotwwar cnded. In faet, it started a1l over again with probing "1ittlc wars," such
as those in Korea and in Vietnam. L o _

Such wan the reality of the post-wor world whero -the only itwo remcining Big Povers
the Untted States and Russia — Lloft markers o)l around the glebae where the next war
could start -~ two Germwnies, 4wo Korcas, two Victnams,

On the other hand, telecs of mnss unrest, be they about the miners in the U,S., who
viont on a prolongod (9 full months) general strike againat the nowly-introduced Auto-
mtion mochinery, or ebout the politienl underground of Enat Europe which seathod with
opposltion to the nwwly raised "lobor norms" (speedup) signalled chonges to come from
below. On both continents something now was also happoning in tho realm of thought.
Juct as poon ca Stalin died, in Muy 1953, on incubus was indoed lifted from tho body,
mind, and soul of the mnsses in East Turcpe and in the forcod labor comps in Russia.
Un Juuno 17, the dux burat open in East Germany, Legun as o striko against apcad=up,
the workora' rovolt in Ennot Berlin sproad throughout Enot Germnny. The movenent was
both spontancous and wnprecadentod., It inspired rebellion in the Vorkuta foxreed labor
campa deop ineide Rumsin, It Lelped topple Berin and destroyed forover tho myth of
totnditarinan dnvineihility, It hnd begun to bractice de~Stalinination long before
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Fhrushehev's secret scasaticonal apuach cbout Stalin's Yerimes." The "workers!. movo-
ment, furthermore, was challonging the Commnist mouolith at the point of production

- 29 wall r5 the politiezl structure, in its philosophy as well ps in the orts. "Brend
g Freedon! was the slogen; Marxist Humonism the urderlying rhilosophy. Coincidentall:
that is 1o say. 2t the somu time, but independent of each other, a new philocophic
Journtd, Doutsche Zedltelirift fur Fhilosophie (Gc—rmu.n Journnl of ¥hilosephy) wis founded
unter the cditorship of tne clder Brnst Bloch, who was not a Party member, and the
young Wolfznng Harich, who wes, )

It is truc that the two movemeats werc independent of each other. aAnd it was pro-
cisecly bucause the thoorcticians stood on the sidelines as the workors revolted thot
the Journal vas permisted publieation; but thnt in no way changes the renlity, thot
the two movements -~ one from practice from below and onc from theory — were hom
eimultoncously. It wes only after the workers' revolt that the csoteric lectures of
Ernst Bloch -~ which had heretofore heen confined to his philesophy students in Teipsisg-
gzined a large follewing, and Block's first two volumes of Das Prinzip Hoffoung were
published (1954,1955), ke workers! revolt nnd been suppresscd and, in any case, these |
tnoks wore cortoinly out of the recch of the workers — or so thought the authoritics,

" who made no move against the caltors of tho philosophic journel in Eost Germany or Tare
Nagu in Hungary, who was appoaling his oxpulsion from the Conmumnist Party. The thow
wasz gtill on and the most femoun de-Stalinizer, Khrushchev, was convinced of tho clua-
lvincas of any unity of philoscphy and revolution. By 1956, however, ovorything gave
woey under the whole Russion Fupire in Enet Burope. The Hungnrian misses rose up in
outright revelution. It wos then thnt the ruling burcacrneics in East Buropc as well
08 in Russirs moved ogoinst the intellcetunls. It was then that the distinetion between
intellectunls ond workers vanished. The unity of thought ond action was achieved in
the hent of revelution. o . R

Mao's Chinn, vhich had pnid ro attentich 4o the East Gernon Revolt whon it oceuwrre
in 1953, the year it initinted its First Five Year Plon, was vory much involved in the
1956 outbreals in Enst Buropc, Chow En-lni quiclly stopped-his flirtations with boath
Gomlkn and Tito, Instvad, ¥no's China urged the sonding of troops and tonks o crush
*he Hungerian Rovoluticn. It hed becomo clear.bayond the perudventure of any doubt
that it wasn't just intellcetunl dissont, whether it wan as innocucus as the Polich
flirtations with Sortrean Exdstontlalisn, or vhether the underlying philosophy was the
humanisn of Morx., It was open revolution. ' i ‘

At the some timo, horror of horrors, the revolts agninst Communist rule were not
cenfined to East Europe or Vorlkuta. Decp inside China, voices of rovolt spoke up
- loudly ond cleariy. . : :

It was agninet this roevolutionary phenomenon thnt Moo reacted. This is the very
oppoaite of {aking arms up agoinst Chicng Kai-shelt, much less cgainst foroign invaders.
Thie wes octruggle with the Chincse passog, somoe of the very oneg who hnd helped hin
in the revolution agninst oxtornnl onomics cnd internnal corrupt armr cliguo of
"comprador burcnuerat capitalists.! ' -

- This time he was the mon in powver striking out for the proscrvation of the system
that the Commnmnist Party itseclf dcsignated as M"stote-copitnlint,”

In Septomber, 1956, when the Chinese Commmist Perty fipnlly got nround to holding
a Congresa, it still desigmnted the ceuntry as stote-capitnlist though it etaked out
tho elaim thnt the workors and pensants had nothing to fear from state-copitalism
beeause "the commanding heights" of the ceonony were in the hands of Vthe domoeratic
dictatorship of the people led by the Communist Porty.t

The very next ronth, however, the Hunpgarian Revolution broke out. After a briof,
& very brief, oxporiment with ulloving froodom of eriticisn in Chdnn, 1t becane all tou
cloar that veleus of revelt were not ogninst Khrushechev, but against Mao hinself.

To tho extent that Moo could delude himsolf te think that his new oppononts were
all "}lightists," ho could stop lis oxporiment in the froo fiow of idens, and, instond,
e an 1RO tum in poldecdvn, plang, porspoctives for the future, and cnll for
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"4 Gront Toap Forwnrd" and the cstablishment of "People's Communes' whick would bring
them "dircetly” te Comrmnisn. dJust like tlat, by fint, by rectifiention, by a lot of
sweat ané toil, and in fase of all obstarles, including noture itsclf., 2But it v im-
possilble te carry an this chornde when, efter o year, irstead of baving brought Chinn
to Uscpia, tho Chincuse nncses were brought to near-stnrvation.

The foilure of the cxpericent, the continued pruscnec of unrest, and the new im-
milses in the worlé for o diffcront vay of life were the compulsions which wont into )
the tranasforuntion of onc who hod becn o revolutionnry into the ideologist of the mulin
¢l~as. This, then, beenme the greoat dlvide in Ching in gereral nnd in the "Thought of
Mo Poe-tung" in partictdar. For suddenly the very failure became integral to the
¥acist econception of “uninterrubted revolution." Inexorzbly such a mentel conception
had $o tilt over into itz absolute opposite == rotrogregcionism. 1t struck out wildly,
implacedbly agoinst "Humanisa,"

"ihe West" may have thought thet Humanien wae something writton in 1844. Mao kxew
it was something for which the Hungarians mede o wevolution, and the Chinese were fliri
ing with the idee of doing s¢. As Chnirman Moo Tse—tung exprassed it:

Cerinin people in our country were delipghted when the Hungnrion
cvents took place. They hoped thot something similar would hoppen in
Chinn, . thot thousmnds upen  thousands of people would domonstrote
in the streets agninst the People's Government.! -
(«=0m the Correct Hondling of Contradictions among
the People. p. 13)

The West moy have thought that Worlers! Councils was something liko the trade
wiens, Moo kmeow that they were in operciion in Hungary cs & truc-counter-force to
the State,

Theugh Moo oasured ue thot the "disturoences! mere the work of '"small numbers of
people," he nover forgot thnt they dared to strike: "In 1956, smrll numbers of workers
and students in certein places went on strike." (p, 59) - ‘

_ The West may have thought that individvalism vas o quas‘l:ion of good old privote
enterprise. Mao feared that individual frecdom oo the.test of- scecinl frcedom meant
the readiness to substitute o difforent soeinl order, o classless sooicty in place of
the Conmundst oystom. | :

¥hen the veices of rr.volt* in C}ﬂm ques'bioncd whether six peoplo at 4'he top
(spceiﬁfing tho Chaircan and Pelitburo members) eould really know whict six hundred
srillion people wanted, Mac kmew thot he had on his hands six hupdred million individunl.
who felt themselves capable of deeiding tholr own fate and desirous of estoblishing
totally ncw humnn releotions. It is truc thot at first Moo scomed satlsfied with tho
Bussion attacks on Humnnism. “Komeunist (NO. 5-1957) gave out the line: Loninism
"needs no sort of 'humonisation' nor ony of the reforms proposcd by the proponents of
'hwanist socinlism'. By then the ruling Polish Commnist bureauerncy had accepted
“the line' and the attack was lounched opainst nll “revisionists.” Jorzy Kirowski,
Pelitburo member wrote on the ove of the Writers' Congress: "YALL rovisionists desecribe
thomselves ag ereative Morxists, There ig only one Marxism; the one that guides the
party."

By 1959, when Khrushchev visited Elsenhowoer, Mas hod other views. Thesc ware re-
lated not only to Khrushchev and the now Sino-Soviet conflict about to unfold, but,
ahove all, to Chinn's interncl developement, MMac hod not embarked on "The Groat Teap
Forward," the "now rocd to socloliom! in order to give woy before disaster. On the
contrary, ho never turned his back, 2y wwo ean see o deende later in the Cultural
Revolution and its "leaps." Morcover, o now, third world hed arisen without the help
of eitiier Communist orbit. It is to thom he now wurmed, not so much as claimed beocouse
tiey weore "the new storm conters of world revolution" (that would romain China's pro-
vogative), but ns the arena for the contest with Russin for the mind and body of this
viorld. All the more onson for continning with the interinl revelutidon, for preparing
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Ching to go thrcugh with it oll the way. Aa o uceecsary foundation for new tasks, the
fight agrninst Hummisn hed to have his stanp.

FTherc was nuver eny doubd in his mind thot Humaniem wes the enemy. Ao the Sino-
Suviet confliet first unfolded, these attacks on Huronism were hordly noticed sineu
e mede sure that onch puch use of the word was preceded by the word, bourgeois.

He wou Tighting Khrushchov oo o "revisionist™ and "bourgeois humanist.'¥ Within Chira,
on the other annd, Mo mado surc to develop the cttock rore comprehensively, firct by
thv monner in which the "leading eccdres" would have their thought remoldod by the
Chinose Acxéomy of Seleonco, especinlly its Depertment of Fhilosophy, ond, sccondiy,
by attucking the licad of the lligher Party School, Yong Heien-che, who had dared take
cxccption to the irrceoncilcbility of the politienl manifestos against Rusola. Here
is the woy Chou Yeng, thon still one of Mao's chief propejandists, prescnted the speoch,
" "Fhe Pighting Task Confronting Workers in Philosophy ané the Socinl Seionces," to the
Fourth Enlarged Scssion of the Committce of the Department of Fhilosopny and Socinl
Sciences of the Chincec Acadomy of Scicnee hield on October 26, 1963; at the very helgh
of the Sino-Sovict conflict: : : '
! Conrade Mro Tae—tung has shown cutstanding theoxrotical

cournge ond perdus in developing diclectics. TFor the first

time in Marmdsp-Teninion he penetrated and systeratically

reveoled the contredietinps within socinlist society in his work

On the Corrcct Hondling of Controdictions among the Pooplo,

Chou thcn'lnunchcé intc on attack on the RUP ond Hurenism going all the woy back

to the 1844 Yonuscripta: . -

. The modem rovisioniste and some bourgeols scholars try to
dogeribu Marxisoc as humrdsm nnd ccll Merx o bumnnist. Some
poople counter-pose the young Marx to the mature proletorion
revolutionnry Merx, 'In particular they make use cf certain
vicwe on 'elicnation' expressed by Morx in his corly Econordc
ond Philosophic Monuoeripts, 1844, to depict him as an exponent
0% the bourgeols theory of human nature, They do their bost
to preach so-cclled Humnnism by using the concept of alienntlon.
This, of course, is futile. :

In the early sitages of the development of their thought, Morx
and Ensols were, indoed, somewhnt influonced by Humaniot Idens -
which were cloacly relatod to mockoniend noterinlism and
Utopicn soeialicm. But, when they formulated the moterialist

- conception of histcry and discoverod the class strugslo is the
notive force of sveinl development, thuy immsdiatuly got rid
of this influenco. (The Pighiing Trsk Confronting Workers in
Fhilozophy and the Soeinl Seicnces, pp.

ihe roason for prolonging thic doboto which, by then, was mevon years old was to
introduce o now element, an attock on o Chiness alleged opponent of the continuing
Sino-Soviet confliect, Ynng Hsicn-che, who headod the Higher Porty School and had writter
a philoscphienl article defining dinlectic as the unity of controdletory forces, and
as is the wont of Chinose avgumentation, oxpressing this mathematieally as "2 coubine
into 1." Sincu Mac took this to nean eollaboration with Russia, the order was out %o
show that the dlalcetice, far from rovolving around "2 combines into 1," was, in fact,
tho exnct opposite, that iz to ony, ™1 divides into 2.1%

Now this isn't just gobblodygook. Though, to use o characteristic phraso of Mao's,
his "ormics of philosophy” have here docapitated the dinlectic in o crude attenpt made
to force the dinloctic to sorve beth those who were for and againet tho confliet with
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Russin, the point iz that it wes in his "Crivique of the Hegelinn Dinlectic! that Marx
firgt developed his Humonist views. I4 is linrx the Maoints nre oppesing, not Hegel.
Russia tco hegon its Lattles with Morx's Humonism in 1955 under the guise of seporating
Morx's meterinlisn from "mystical Hogelianism,™ ond they too achieved tho very opposite.
For Morx uscd Hogel's rovolutionary dinlectic to othtack Hegol's bourgeois idealism,

hig de=lurionizotion of idens. To develop his new, oripinnl Humonism Marx united
mitorinlisa and idealisn, separating it frem the claso society 4o which cnch, in
igolation, was ticd. In n word, lnrx's concept of class struggle wos for purposes

of abglishine elass society and cstablishing o new gocinl order cn truly humnist
fowrdntions. Lo, on tho other hané, is perfeetly villing to acecpt the ctote-
capitalist foundntions. ) :

The foilurc of his "Pecplo's Communes" t6¢ achicve the Greot Ivcp Forward, to go
Ydircetly" inte Commmisr, to combine industry, agrieculiure, cducation and the military
as o beacon light for the wholc third world thot would then follow the lend of China
rather than Bussia, convinced Moo that he muot first set about the remelding of the
vhole nation in o wny thnt, as he was to put 1t o doeade later, when he lounched the
Culturcl Rovolution, would ®touch their very souls,!

* K K

3. The Rotrogrceosionise of Mno Tec-tung

" "Chine's 600 million peoplz hove
twe remarimbleo peculinritics; thoy
are, first of ©ll, poor, ani sccondly,
blonk., That moy scem lilke o bod thing,
but it is renlly o good thing. Feor FPeople
wont change, went to do things, wont
rovolution. A cleen sheot of paper

"hns no bloiches, and so the nowest
and pogst beauwtiful picturcs con bo

. painted on." -~ Mao Tsc-tung, 1958

uThe Thought of Mao Tsc~tung

hns not grovn spontancously

from cmong the working people;

‘rather it iz the result of

Chairman Hac's inhoriting and

doveloping in o talented way .

the 1doos of Merxist-Loninism

on the Losis of great .

revolutionary practice." —- Lin Pic”
’ : ) 1966

Phere ore those who sce overy move of Mao —- be cach ne drasiic a brock with the
psst as the Great Leap Forward in 1658; the Sino-Soviet conflict, 1960-64; ond the so-
enllod Cultural Revolution thot began in 1966 —- as o reencctrent of one or another
stoge of development, boforc end nfter power, as one coherent whole, This would be
as totolly folse ag the Comrmndist tulling the Mao story as one continuing development
"in genius," if not frem birth, thon siraly from the birth of the Commnist Pariy of
Chine (1921). Whilo it is truo thnt once Mao baeame Chodrman and undisputed leader of
Chincoe Comeunism in 1935, he generclized his cxperiences into "universal principles-—
ON Protracicd War, On Contrndietion, On Prretice, On Corrociing Mistalkos (Rccti:ficutic:n}

il of thetr are one form or ancther on the proctieality of theory.
It is truc that, without practicolity, theory didn't intorest Mao much. But this
woe nothing as simple as the myricd of Fh.D thosos, which are being writton theose days

to "prove! thnt Mno Misn't original,® "isn't o thoor

etlcion.” Nor is it o gquestion, as

goue learned rinds shocked by the "Culturnl Revolutics® think, of Muo being either sonii

or irrationrl.

Bvon more romoved from the acturlitiocs of objective devolopment nre both thosc. who
gonufloct before "The Thought of liac," and the varied apologie for following him which
base thensclves on tho fnet thnt Mno alono will fight US inporinliem to the ond bocause
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of their cenvietion of the imminence of wer botween the U.8, ard Chira. Even 1T it
werm't o fundmiental Marxist truth that enly the masses themsclves ecan dectroy
oprrescive, acouingly omipotent U.S. imperinliem, it is st1ll & fact that it is pre~
clsely becouse Moo Iefused tc line up wnconditionnlly behind North Vietnam whon it wes
bembarded by U.S. irperinlism, beginning in Pebrunry, 1965, that o furither eplit
ceevrred within Compundsn, this tiue vithin "Fastern"Commmism. Piret, it pitted ¥no
agninst those who supperied hin, like the North Koroan and Japrneee Communist parties,
cnd then cgeingt bis vwn Central Cemaittec r widch brought atout the "Cultural Revolution
Tho combinotion of the U.8. nttock on Worth Vietnnm ond the eosll~pse of ony poezibility
of n Peking-Djnknrts axis mnde Mno's ovm Politicnl :BuTcau, vhich hnd supported him in
the Sino-Soviet conflict, now fecl that o united front wlth Ruspin wns imperative to
Tight U.S. imperialisn in North Vietnam, Moo bimscl?f, hewever, scent out probs (vi?r
hiz reprosentatives in Polond who continued to kave ccntset with U.8. ropresentatives)
0 try to cseurc hirself that U.S. would not attack Chinn. TFor that mattor, long be-
fore the Vietrnnom War hnd reached the stage of o diredt eonfrontotion with U.S. imper-
inlisn, Russia Ywd beeome "Enemy Wo. 1," a3 should have beon ovident, but was not (%o
his C.C.) froo the many chollenges® o Russla's lecdership of the Commminist world. is
2dgnr Snow suates 1t, when he considers the poszibility of Yfinnl split" with Russin. in
1963: YREyven Chinn's preoceoupation with the U.8. oz the min encryy might veer eluacwhere.,!
The fact that Mno's co~lenders did not sec it that clearly oven at the ord of 1965, whon
the disnster of the attcmpted eccup in Indoncsin turned into o bloody counter-ccup by
the military, is exactly what scnh bine into self-imolation after which he came out with
his versivn of preventive Civil war which he celled "The dreat Proletarinn Cultural ‘
Revclution." i ‘ . :

e bragk with the past, not the points of similarity, is decisive in "The Thought
of Mno Tso-tung," Junt ne it io deetlsive in objective development. It is crucinl,
net torouse the treak is "irrationnl," but bocouse it will rovenl the objective class
compulsion tugging at Mao's Thought, and disclose the gulf betwcen the Chinese reality,
and its tochmologieal backwordness, as compared to the state of world tachnology in en
automyted, nuelear world. It is not becouac Mo is Mwillful! olthough he is “indoed
vory willful: he dous not live nostaligienlly in thc -past, bhut is very much a man of .

- todny =~ but because he thinks thot producticn is increased "by toking hold of the
revolution," that he is forever colling for "uninterrupted" revolution. Thot this
lecads %o the most horrifying theory of retrogrossion .does not stop him from his "mad"
onrush tb disaster bocouse he is govorncd by the concept of Commmnism (read: Stnte-
capitalisn) as the etago of hummn devalopnent.

: - A dn the period of class colloberationism, both with Chiang Kai-shok cnd with
Upatriotic enpitelists" nfter the Comrmnist ccnquest of power, =0 in the "Great Leap
Yorvnrd" the concept of controdiction wos denuded both of the objoctivity which under—
lics the Hegolion concept, and the clnas concept which is the cesonce of the Morxian
concept.  TFhilosophicnlly — if somothing to which so many Jdifforcnt and opposed ',
meanings, sttrivuted to ono nnd tho sonme Ketion, con be cnlled “philoeophy" -- the
1857 "On tho Correct Handling of Contradictions Among the Peoplch is nn updated 1937
"On Gontradiction.” Moo 3s still opernting within the concopt of the Commmist Party
os the one and only onc ven-guard, eveu ns he iz 311l opernting within the concept
that contradictions are allesedly manipulatable. It is not this specech that anrks
the breck botwoon the Moo of tho Yenan period vho, though ho chrnged ns ho come to
powery in no fundnmentol woy devinted from his cloes collnborstions, It is only afber
the Hundred Flowers cnd Hundred Schooln of Thought bloomed and contcnded so vigoroualy
%8 to quostion his Commnict syetom thnt the old revolutionnry begins to bronk. The
countor-ravolutionary begivning, i.c., the insistence thnt state power must b mainteine.
o matter vhnt, no matter whe the cpponent, even if that opponent be the masses for whom
the revelution was nnde! :

* IOTE: UERE POLLOWS THE SEOTION: %1965, The Crueinl Yenr," from "Mno's China ond the
Proletnrdnn Culturnl Kevoluwtion," Now Yolities, Spring, 1968,




It is tme that lMno in the 1957 speech introducod the idea thot contradictions
vristcd also in "goeinlist soei~ty," vhich is certainly somothing new, but no newer
thon thirlding thet convradietions ore monipwlatablo. Vhnt Moo was doing in 1958 did
hrve its parnllel with what S3talin cttempted in 1950 with his "Stnlin Plan for the
Trrnsformtion of Noture," for which fontastic scheme he brought in Mikitn Khruohchev
from the Ukrnine.* And no doubt Khrushehiv told Mao 2 bit sbous thnt utopia —- and
for omec he was truthfad y but Moo would not listen. As Neoture refused to bond $o his
-plang, Moo, like Stnlin, hnd to retrent. Put while Stnlin could rotrcat, not only in
faet but in thousht sinee he han Meauglit up! with capltalien, but this wos an altogether
ruw, autometed, nuclenr—powercd capitalism, So ¥ao bagan to build on the failure of
the 6reat Leap Forwnrd, mnd the vory swue sTguments thot were supposed to bring the
rdllendiun in the bricfost cpace of time -- 20 yonrs = 9 dey == .the "Pooplo's Communes,
the "sass 1line," the endloss wours of labor -=— werg now being used to state the oxnet
opposite — thot if oven it took "ip gonarationn, " still this was the ‘way to proceed.
This couldn't be said ot once Tor the disnotor of tho Greot Leap Forunrd was followed
by thrce congecutive yenrs of noturni calomities -~ ond not even Moo darcé scy: Continuc
on the some path,  So, while the Contral Committce did order a retreat, he stepped '
down from the presidiney o the ‘Republie. ’ . ’

Altoguthox difforont, then, is the way in which o reintreduced the concept of
contrediction once a foroien powor, instuad of his own uzatlon, was. under atiaock. There
in the ehallenge to Eusriz on Junc 14, 1963 and the otheor Nine pamphlot-length "lotterst
thot followed the eh~1lunge to Rusein for leadership of the Commmist world, he diq,
indeed, introduce tho closs cencept of contmdiction. It wnn this break with the pust
that first eropped up L the Sine-Sovict conflict. Heviever, it vos onveloped by so
ruch revolutivnary verbirge regarding the Third Vorld beirg tho "Gtorm Contor for
World Revalution! thret no one moticed that they were nsked to be roody for such pro-
longed wors thet it would 4olc o "eentury" to redch even this, Yprimitive socirlism,!

Lo onc doubte thoet, whon it comes to militory questions ~ theoroticnl or practienl-
4 peasont bosced ormy- or o professiounl one, Meo ds o gonius, 4And, he is cortainly an _

- Moriginnl", when it comes to "thought rcmolding." | Ko one bofore him hnd cver con-
gidercd that the "repolding® of oneself wae not o matter of an individunl's chrnging
convictions, but somcthing that tho eolleeotive impoves cn the individunl, ond not
necossarily by force, although Mao never hesitoted to usoe foree. It was meant to Lo
on actunl mental foot. It is utterly absurd, of course, to think that o claos con be
rewolded mentelly, ne metter whnt its rolc iz in production. It was fantostic -enough
fur Steiin to thinlk that, by fiat, he ecudd "liquidate the Kulelis-as o elass.” But

to have the illusion that one could actunally remold o elass into tho cppoolte of that -
which it is, both objecetively ond subjoetively, has all thc oormarks of insonity. '
But if it 15 insone, it is the notur ins~rdty of an actually existing state capital-~
ism, ito montnlity. Just as Maxrx, in looking at the cnarchy of ccpitalist production,
refuzod to coneldor it the opposito of eapitalistic "order,” holding thnt "its
dieordor im its order," so with tho state caplinlist mentality.

It r11 began direetly aftur the shoelt, not from what Moo now enlle "revisionismt
but of the uxistonce of n lcft, - prolutarian loft to Comrmniem from within Comrmmism.
The Hungarion Revolution wns boyond the comprohemsieon of Mno, whother or not, as he
new cleing, he was the one whoe urged Khrushehev to send tanks in to suppress the revo-
lution. He did not belicve that this gulf between the maoses and Comnmism was truc
of China. .

In o word, to whntover uxtont Moo had eriginally thought that the Groat Tonp For-
werd could be achicved through "o cmss line" which wes not Just "mass sweat" but Mmnsa
conviction," the upahot wns thet the follure to cchiove thot lonp is whnt was translated
into o "now prineiplec." It wns the countur-revolutionnry prineiple which lurks within
48li abstraet rovolutioniem thnt, whon conoretized invariably tums into rotrogresaionise
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Just ns Stolin, oneco he rocofnizud that the struzglo for lesdorship with Leon
Trot:lyy, woc, in fnet, the besdnning of n now world stage of capitnlist production,
ves perfectly willing to toke reuponcibility for initinting 1%, clthoush this was not
what the Rusedsn Revelution hnd beon fought for, so with Mao whose strange combination
of nntionalisu end revolutionary will mrke him o paturel Stelinist., This decs not
mean thet Moo was but o "£oll wer! of Stalin who inpesed his will on Mo os on the
vhele Internationnl. Onec Russin was not the only state power ecclling itmelf
"gocicdist," there were Yoriginnls," as could have been ocen from Yugoslavinto Tito
when 537010 wag still alive. It i3 o gront deal morc true of Mro whomc prolongoed
struggle for powor mennt a most ordginal routc to power. All appearanecs to the econ-

fory notwithstanding, hewever, whot dietinguished ldn from Stalin was not his atditude
to the peagsnntry as being nore ravelutionnry than the prolotarint. It is truc that
-in 1927, in a descriptive report of the situntion of tho peascmtry in Iunon, Moo
gpceificd just how muro rovolutionary the puasantry woag then the preletariat. It is
olgo truc that in the first ationpt ot power in o lirmdted aron — Kiangsi Soviot ~-

the prineiple he werkel cut in thrt belicf wae "lrnd $o tho pecaants,” But this 1o
precisely whot ho hinmelf rejootod oy the road to poviex when ho lashed out against
"Wirn leftista™ ond began instond o temporize with the middle peasont and cven the
"good gontry" oo long mc only they were Ppatriotdc” and willing to resist the Japonesc
invosion. In o word, the road to power wag net poved with revolutionary poasants so
tuch ng with an Amy, o guorrilla army it ic trus, but an army nonetheleas vhich related
itself to the nation through its onti-Japancse rosistancc. A sorious ctudent of this
period is absolutcly right when he writes thot "the wartime Communist peasant allignee,
which actunlly brought tho COP 4o ower, bore no rolation to the carlicr policy of
"lend to tho ponsamtg,niE

At the same time thore is the question of the Sinifienticn of what is eallod
"sardat-Leninism,! Althoush 1t is n Sinifiection, not of Marxdem but only of
Comumnisen in powor, beginning with Stelin, lator enlled Stote Copitnlism, it noverthe-
lees wos o definite brenlt with tho corrupt ecpitnlisn cf Chinng Kai~shek, Where Tito,
for cxomple, as one who come o powor on his own (rcther thon being brought in from
above as in cther Eost Buropean countrics) difforod from Stalin %o the extont of
actuclly breaking from the Ruscion orbit, ho wes satisficd with notion=l independence.
Sinification and netional indepondence, on thu other hand, did not satisfy Mro, What
this moont, least of cll, is thot, as A poct with o poetic ircginntion, he could’
hardly be comporad to the drob and ruthless Stolin, _ . )

Ho, tho declsive differcnce wos in Mdols globol oim, and, integral to i%, Moo's
ovn Interpretation of the hainlecticcl principles” that, precisoly bocause China was
"poor and blakt" ne well as voat and cultured, it cowld skip industrialization, go -
"dlrectly" to Comumnism, tonglo with nuclear war itsclf as but "another weapen." Mao
would write on his "poor ond blank" Chinesc masses "the most beoutizul words," thnt
iz to s2y, a vision that Chinn could survive n nuclear wor and continmue on the ruins
of the whole world's civilization.—- Ruosin, the U.3., Westem Furope and nnyeue elsc
who would not nccept uneconditionnlly China os sole leader - Chinc, not the "gtorm
conters of the world," Tatin Accricn, Africe momd the Middle BEnst.

¥ Ponsant Nationalisn and Communist Power, by Chnlmers A. Johnson (Stanford U, Fress,
1962) p. 237. The work is qistinguiched also by the fact that, though mainly
based on China, it dords with the Yusoslov guorrillas and tho conquost of power
thore by o combination of Communisn nnd nationalism,




As ognidbst Stclin win coudd impese his leadership on the Cormmist Intornationnl
bescuge lis conin,g, 1o power coineided with world depression nnd the rise of Nezisn,
¥Mro Qees not hove the advantooe of bedng the cnly “soeinlist! couniry. liorcover, bda
ehnllenge to Russia'a lcu(la“rs‘up is in retunlly, cbove 211, o rejoetion of the only
trly indepondent Morxist philosophy ond meovoment of libersticn which the Hurgarisn
Freedon Pighters speiled cut as Workers' Counclls. This iz what Mac will never cllow
in China or clsewheve., Thiz ie not whnt he wishes to write on "the poor ond bhlonk
minds of the Chinesc masros, FPis poctic ilmagination flowered indead when he wrote
"People's Corounos," but the TC0 million Thincee whe labored in then kmew then both
ag the wry in which priritive ceeuwrmdatien of eapitnl muzt have 2eveloped at the birth
ef capitolicm which Moy so polgnnntly deseribed, ond, din thought, na thnt which Hegel
deseribed as the "eopless nbstraction, empiricisnm.!

The "origin" pethcdology of Mroinnm ie n mrthodology foretold by Marx, o nmethod-
clogy of wacriticnl JOJltl\ri s and uncritical idunlism, Inrx's most telling blow nt
Bepel's idenlisnm was this: prociscly beccuse it wes limdted to "pure thinking," it
Iniad the groundwork for “philoqonhic...l disintepmtion and resurrection of Empirieist.!"®
Without Heqel's dinloeetic, however, Hegel's idealism could nnt be destroyed. And,
though: Hogel wne blind tc tho defeets in his systoem of "pure thought™ ~nd isolation
from the impulscs fron below, he vaes not blind + the defeets of kip contemporary
cnerd.es (philo..opnicﬂ.llv spccdunc, of c-our;.e), Schelling, Fichte, ond Jocobi.  The
lattez's plunge bnclwards, inte Intuitionslism, liegel charpcterizes both ns 'reactionsr;
end o "sapless nbatraction of icmedicte Icnuvlcdgc." (Third Attitude to Objoctivity.)

Whot Hegel was trocing, in thouslt, wos the movenont from ompiricism {Hume,
Descartos) through eriticisn (Kant, Locke) and he found thnt, instond of :n direet routc
to his cinlcetle, there was o roturn backward to both the chipiricism and the intuiticnal
Ee summed up that which he cnly toucked on in the PHENOIENOLOSY OF IFIND, when he wrote
* the "Spellor Togic! and odded to the abbreviation of his SCIFNCE OF LOGIC, "The Three
Attitudes to Objectivity."¥ It is thc discovery that the third otititude is not the
"gymthesis, ' and nit the Herelinn dinlectie, but r lenning backwnrd thot made him sce -
“the eounter-revoluticn” within the revolution., Thal is what mode him go plive $o Lenin
when confrontod with the collapse of the Seeond Imtormotioncl. : :

Whot Marx wos tracing, in hdstory, is how pre-Mnrxist materinlism -- unhilstorienl
cmpiriecisn ond positivian -- differed:with cach chonping mode of productions how it
was thot, in the apringtime of capitnlism when "all seens right with the world," its
thooreticions con cvon discover lobor as the sourco of volue, can fight superstition
ond the freoeing of the productive forces from feudnl.ond church encroachments, ean -
be "rovoluticnmy." But cnec erices appeer, history ond chonges stop deed, ite philc—
sophy ic tronsformed into mere idcology, o foloe conscicusness of the cbjoetive worléd.
So that, instend of scedng criscs os inherent in the system itself, which is self~
contrndictory ond will be resolved through "history and its process'-— that is, the
clngs otruggleos ending in reovolution - ell relations orc hypostctized as ctemnl,

It was clear to Marx, the discoverer of historienl matorinlism, thot without
secing "history omd its process," l.¢., the cctunl dialectical development of society
through contrndictions, no truly now society con omerge. Thereforc, in rejecting
capitalism, Mnrx did not stop ot the first negotion, the atolition of private proporty,
s the “wulgar commnists® wore ready to do, but insisted on geing on to the sccond
negation, the Mpermonont revolution" thnt would not stop at the bourgeois revolution
or at comrnmien, but go on to the crention of & "now Humaniem," YBeginning from it-
self." His atteck on tho Hegelinn presentation of "negation of nogntion” distinguishsd
itself from the Feuerbachion concopt £for he lmew thnt Hepgolian ldenlisn canmot be
dostroyed without the Hegelian dinlectie. What hu revorsod wae Hegol's view of the
perpotunl quest for universclity os linited to philosophers, nct only by reoting it
in production, in "moterinlism' but clse in the perpetusl quest in and noed for free
il dovelopment of the maasus.
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41l this Fno has stood on its head, literslly. He socoks to roeoneile all contra—
dictions, in production as in thought, threugh synthetic formla -~ "The Thowht o
Wnc® devoid of the historien) circumstonces in which it arese — a repulntive princeiple
applicable to cverything and anything, and lenmed ca o entichism. Whether thig, ag
fernerly, is administered by the Barty loadors, or, as now, by the fed Guards, the
truth is thnt, without uprooting the producticn relations inherent in tho proctice of
printtive accurmlntion cf capital which produccs Party Stote burceuerats, hinsclf anong
then, these will eonstontly renppear, no mttor what you name thom. Once Moo has
deelnred eontradictions in o “eociniist socicty® to he "icn-cntogonistice? as 1f there
is sueh v thing ns classless raterinlism; cnce he has refuged to accopt the workcers!
sclution, vhother s spelled out todey Ly Workers Councils or as "philosophized™ by
Marx ns o mew Humandsm," he cannot eseape travelling down the rond to bourgeois
rationslisn which produced uneritienl mterialism and uneritiecsl idealism, Its
Tationclisn led to the ddvision of socicty into on “active elite™ (themselves, the
philosophers, the leadors of socioty) and "prssive rnssos" (the laboring masses whosc
thought was not solicited). "It is this historie barricr from whiech Hegel could not
extricate himsol?. Only one nligned with the maeses and thoir listorie, ercative in-
itintive cowld. Korx 'so aligned hinsclf., Moo repents $ho HMarxdion langunpe, but did
aut, cannot and will not alige: with then, And it ie thiz which has produced tic erises
thot Led o the dienster of the Groeat Loap Forward, the Sine-Soviet Jonflict, and now

- the Cultural Rovolution., It is true thot he hns broken from the Party "burcoucrata"
{211 excopt himself,. THE OKE), nnd has crented somothing colled "the Iwd Guards," .If
oven Xor o rouent we forget ifs  failuree and henen the roplacement by the "Triple
Allionee" (the Arry, the Rod Guards, and "revolutlonary epdros", i.o., the "good"
Party 1co.dore),' the fact rumains that, as he formorly aimed to substitute the Poarty
for the workers' accumilntion of their historic cxperionce, putting them ot the dis-
posal of the Party as thoy hnd proviously bacn put ot the disposal of eapital, so now
ho puts these Yapontoneous cormittocs™ (co.rofull;,_r organizod end controlled by the Arnw)
ot the disposal of primitive ceeupulation of copitnl. By o remorscless logie thero-
fore, the "representotive of the mnssos hos turned into his opposite, the admintstrator
over them. His poctle imnginntion extonds only to the name, not the content. On
the contrary,. sinee Moov decms "protracted war,” wore it oven to talo Ysovoral gonere- -
tions, or a contury," ns "Tho Woy', the Macist way, 1t is this he introduces in thought
as in production, including the “nboliticn of cconomism," that is to sny, the workors'
say over tho eenditicns of labor and life which would lock to "bottorment" rathor
“than to "participation in uwninterrupted rovelution.™

FKoving completoly within the suporstructuru of absotmoet consdousncss -- culture--
Mao bolieves thet tho conflict in polieies botween workers, penaants, cnd youth, on
tho one hond, end himself 6n the othor, emn be "resolved" Ly the Mromolding of -
thoughta”, "touching the souls of men."

TIdeclism, bourgeoic or Mnolst, iz not a m ttur of choice. In overy period when
mrases hove oilthor unlergone defuat, _ngg domenstratod a now revelutionary way the leadors
refused o accept, crushing it, therc is a tundeney to regard the massus os unhistoriesl
"poor and blank," as Moo puts it. Henec he errogotos to himself alenc the rolo of makin
history. Stalin, instosd of norely fooling his woy throwsh n strugsle for powor with
Trotoky, one e know where he was going ond Imow whnt objective foree he. representod--
Stote power, the State Flam, the State ceonemy, thoe Sinte Party —- declarcd there would
no Mwithering away" of his stato. So Mio, n w that ho recognizos it is impoasible Mto
cotch up" with ca industrirlized world which hns leoarmod to Finn, has decided to concon-
trato on "Seicnce" (read: H-bomb) whore he can catch up, and on his Thought as tha only
vway, and not elone for Chinn, ALL idcolopionl difforonces are rosolved intoe one irrecon
cilable diffurcnee ~~ hiu aud the ethors, £ll othors. Hence the Yphilocophy of the Cultu
Rovelution —- itan bomimdw:, econdcr ond ond -~ is tho ewlt of lino himsclif,

"History and lte proccus,® however, hna long proven that only tho ercotivity of tho
massca enn ovorcome the eriscm, contmdletions, ond woars toaring soelety apart, Short o
thrt eruntivity, there 1o nothing but barborism and intelleetunl disintegration, the
suprene exnriple of which today, d& the cult of "Mno's Thought.!
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