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5.1 #ass Appeal - Impoztant "first. level® questiong: The
mass. “appeal is gone.

'The-msst'slznificant factor that contributed to the broad appeal
of Maoism, its "Messianismn" - its Utopiah message - has been lost.,
That is, the belief that there are ideal societies on earth today,
in Chalna and other countries,- where all the important social and
human problems troubline people in the West have been solved.

There was a notion that there were "perfect soclalist countriesgn
In the  extreme this included China (es pecially from the timne of
the Cultural Revolution), Albania, Vietnam, the Soviet Union before
1956, and several other countyles which China, for diplomatis
purposes, labelled socialist (Korea, Romania) - these were the
ideal socileties. Pointing to these societies was the answer in
the West to the question, "What 1s the alternative?®

The dream of an "ideal socialist society", especlally in the thiri
world, was strong in the student and youth movement far beyond the
ranks of the organizcd Maoists. The idea historically is inherited
from, amone other thinzs, the Cominterrn period of reverence for
the Soviety Union, But even more important is the fact that the
1dea fitted with strone ldeonlogical, emotional needs. "Out of
here, that is my aim.” (Quotation from ¥afka, and slozan of an
SwJ student organization in Osln.) An ideal society on earth, now.
The extremely popular Swedish "History Book" ended with an en -~
enumeration of v"ideal states": China, Albania, Vietnam, Cuba,
Guinea Bissau. This enumeration of states which already by that
time had little in common, was, in fact, absurd, but it was
sual lowed without protest by the hundvods of thousanﬂs of “oxdic
readers of the History Book. 8S®/37 felt in the same way a strong
ideological need for "ideal states", which brought the party
leadership to begin trying to elevate Cuba, Vietnam and Korea to
this status (to bhe followed by ep msode that they would pJPfOIAtO
forget today).

The distant- perfect state is a tempting ideological weapon for
movements ip need of alternatives. Look at the nationalistic
"Rasta" movement in Jamaica and its reverence for the Rthiopia of
Haile Selassie. Or look at the Western capitalists' litanles
(piLgrlmage) to the dream picture of Japant To an old "saved®
China and Albania polerim Like myself,; mind you, this worshin
of Japan by the class enemy has some familiar and disturbing

features ' , ,

In any case, for Western Maoists the collapse of this 14eos
logical system was violent. The imare of a harmonious sisterhood
of ideal societies. chaneed to a plcture of enemy states in hitter o
conflict, all of them with severe internal problems., It bhecane
obvious that, there was no dreamland - in fact some of them o
turned out (admittedly) to be among the worst societles on earth.
Most 1mportant for mass support was the abandonment of the
Caltural Revolution bv Chaina., I 4o not wish here to dlscuss
whether the CR was riitht and necessary or not (thouzh I think
that ,there were at least some richt and necessary elements 1in tt).
The result, in any case, of presentine the Cultural Revolution as
a hell on -earth, and many of the leaders as corrupt fascists,
was that the naive "Messianic" illusions about Chlna collapsed.

In addition, there were the Vietnamese boat people, there was
the attack on Kampuchea (which was condemned by various Western




54

officlals and later also hy the Soviet Union and Vietnam as a

state perpetrating mass murder on its own people - and this imare

completely carried Western public opinion, though still never-

theless a lie), at the same time the belief that the maln aspect of

the Soviet Union prior to 1955 was positive also collapsed for.

many Maoists, under pressure form all the other disclosures of

untrue propaganda,

' So Western Maoism lost what had been its trump card and rallyine

cry in the early '70s: the widespread belief (in the radical parts

of the student and youth movements anyway) that the movement

(maybe, at least) had the alternative, was gone, From the simple

bellief In the miracle answer, to synical distrust and to doubt that

any cure 1s possible., A strong card had suddenly been transformed

into a weak one, .even a burden, .
Thi's new vioion 1s just as doegnatic, just as un-sétentific as the

one 1t Ioplaoes Concrete investisation shows that socialism to

date around the world has achieved =zreat 3osutts, and has justified

itself. But this doesn't mean that it has fulfilled (or even can)

all the utopian dreams of the radical youth of the '70s. Most impor-

. 4ht, to understand sociallsm a different attitnde towards investication

and coacrete. knowledee 13 needed than what was typlcal of the
student and youth movement (and the official, standard Maoist
propaganda from China).

As well, the figcht against Soviet soclal imperialism becane more
politically demanding durine the '70s. There are several reasons
for this: the USSR launched a strong international campalen and
through pressure and bribery galned many new allies; at the same
time China made contacts with many Western countries, including the
us, somethine the Soviets took advantage of in an GHOIQLtIP
plOpamanda campalan.

In the early '60s, then, in terms of theory the plcture for
someone with lLittle political experience was fairly simple: on the
one hand China - for revolution, for cidssical Marxism, for ;
liberation movements and the third world, isolated from US iaperialism
and the rest of the main Western countries. On the other hand,
the Soviet Union - for peaceful, pariiamentary transition, azalnst
revolution, aralnst all l12beration movements, claiming that
classical Marrzism was outdated, for "peaceful coexistence', and
dividing the world with US imperialism and the West.

Confronted with this new student and youth movement, the Soviet
and very openly right-oriented, pro-Soviet parties seemed
uncomprehending, clumsy and openlv hostile,

Towards the end of the '70s, the Soviet Unlon was ahle to bribe
and take over many liberation movements in the third world,.
Pro-Soviet parties on sultable occaslons declared themselves
travolutionary” (thoigh in fact they were »ften fasclst coups
d'etat such as in Bthioplia, Afghanistan and Angola), armed thely
propaaanda with vorthodox" phrases., The USSR came into sharper
confrontation with the US and criticised Thina with "cooperating
with imperialism", rallied activists from the anti-imperialist
stmezgle in the third world, and from the student and youth
movenent in the West, In Nofway, SV members (among them former Maolists)
started arsuing for Soviet "anti-imperialist policy", citine Soviet
support for liberation movements", and even saving that the USSR
was a "positive counterbalance to US imperiallisa" when the Soviet
navy conducted exeércises offf the west coast of Tceland.

The Swedish author Sara Lidmann is a typical example of this
turnaround. Tn the 1960s she cooperated with the Swedlish Maolisth«
in the Vietnem movement (to which the pro-Soviet revisionlsts were
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extremely hostile). Today in the 1980s whe supports the mest
pro-3Soviet forces in Sweden, To put it simply: she has followed
Vietnam. '

As a consequence, many Maoists parties lost the battle for
anti-imperialist opinion, which they had dominated before., This
was not politically inevitable, Tt was pradicted that the increas-
ingly a aggressive character of the USSR would brnaden the foundations
of an anti- 1mperialrut mass movement azainst social imperialism.
In the '80s this happened, especially after Afghanistan and Poland.
But most of the Maoist parties were politically incapabtée of
meeting the needs of a much rgore complicated situation than that
of the 1966-70 period, and were therefore not in a nosition to
develop and lead this movement.

The entire anti-impebrtalist political tendency 1ltself entered
a crisis. The difficulties in mobilizlne mass support for different
1liberation movements in the third world increased, at least hy
comparison with the early '70s.

There were several reasons far this., Simple, "Messlanic!" support
for liberation wars, like the o0ld Vietnam movement, necessarily

turned to cynical disappointment. "What are we actually supportine?"

Western and Soviet propaganda about '"reactionary regimes in the
third world" could take advantase of the fact that there aare

many such regimes (and many of them have also come to power as a
result of a liberation war). Generally, T think the maSses in the
West are much more consclious of lmperiallism now than they were,
for instance, in 1945. Bat imperialist propazanda has, at the same
time, had an impact on many people. Racism and Buro-chauvinism are
used: "Id} Amin, the Ayatollah Xhomeilni, Pol Pot, Muslim woman
oppressors, . Arab oil sheiks, Tatin American fascisgts®..."What's the
use of supporting them?" The student movement, which ised to be
able to fill the streets with lizhtnine actions, 1sn't there any
more. And many anti-imperialists are now much more afraid of
supporting the concrete strugeles of the third world, u#ith the,
Maoists in 1970: ereat onthusiasm for working for Vietnam; in
1980: 1lots of scépticism about suppnrting Kampuchea,

5.2 Intellectual Roots - Important "second-level" questions:
Problems for the theoreticlians

During this process of breakdown, at the same time, the problems
of "the innermost parts' of the movement egrew - the problems, that
is, among the most theoretically educated ¢éadres, many ideologists
and leaders. These leaders had followed up and deveLoped on the
Messianlic and utopian view of socialism with comprehensive
theoretical studies, which led them to believe that they under-
stood how socialist socliety functioned, and how 1t was possible t0
avold a dogeneration of sociallism towards capitalism and fascism,
a la Soviet Union. To arrive at this "understanding" they had
more or less swallowed the Chinese and Albanian rhetoric produced
for domestic consumption as honest and ohjective 8 sclentific

descriptions. They had studied .and defended anolosgetlcal descriptlons,

of the excellent situation in the Soviet Uninn and Eastern Earope
in the Stalin period. They had even, in some cases, loyally
followed the official Chinese orientation in forelen policy,
reading Kim I1 Sung and Ceaucesucu, and had stretched thelr minds
to make what they knew ahout the development of Korea and
Romalnia fit the ictuze of ha}moniously flowering soclalism.

i

{




(To avoid misunderstandineg, I must declare that T myself 56
beloneged to the zroup T am now Aescribing,)

Up until 1975, theories of the Cultural Revolution in China were
central to this construction. The condemnation of the Cultuzal ‘
Revolution and the officlal about-face which followed it, combined
with the fact that Mao's theories of socialism from 1957 (or maybe
1949) were rejected, acted like a violent earthquake on these
groups. ,

Moreover, 1t became evident to everyhody that what China of*
officlally called socialism was not the result of the "approval"
of the Chinese Leadership after a thoroush and scientific analysis
of the development of these countries. Tt was simply a part of
tactical diplomacy. For instance, it became apparent that the
negative internal developments in Vietnam had started a long time
before 1978-79 -~ that i1s, in a period when Chinese official
opinion still held Vietnam to be a socialist country. With China's
approval of Yugoslavia as socialist, it was 1mposslble not to see
this,

With the condomnatlon of the Ciltural Revolution and the
rejection of central parts of the polemics awainst the CPSU in the
£0s, the- old picture of the "complete" polemics azainst revisionism
collapsed. Now China was doine many of the same thines for which
the CPC had earlier criticised the Soviet- Unilon: allowine more free
markets, opening the way for increasing satary differences,
allowing forelzn companies to set up shnp, and so on., At the same
time, the CPC leadership dropped parts of Mao's criticism of Stalin:
it supported Stalin's view of classes under socialism (that there
is no bourgeoisie)., The formal freedom to post wall pesters and
the riecht to strike were removed. Has China then become revisionist
and capitalist? Or is the earlier criticism exaggerated - and is
the Soviet Union a soclilalist country? 7Tf nelither is true - and other
combinations are untrue - how can this thooxotical construction he
patched together again?

What 1s socialism, in fact? "We.thouaht we knew, but we don't
know any more.," "Is soclallsm actually superior to capitalism?"
""Ts sociallsm really possihle, after all/" " Ts it possible, but
only in the future, not in our time?"

Closely connected with these guestions are those concerned with
the history and analysis of Eastern Hurope: the evaluation of the
Statin period; "was there ever really socialism?" "Did the counter-
revoiutbon really take place at all - in 1935, in 1928, in 19232
"Axe revisionism and-new class societies in reality an inevitahle
consequence on Leninigm?"  For the most theory-oriented (comrades
in Germany, for examplo) it was often a problem that ¥Tastern
European, anti-Maolist and anti-"orthodox" crifics actually had a
more interestine and comprehensive descrintion of the developments
"Tn Bastern Europe than did the Chinese and Albanian pamphlets.

Thus, for instance, the breakthrough of Bahro in these circles, even
though his theories were mixed with ohviously fantastic and ,
utopian ideas which are not Aifficuls to criticise. Obviously the
theorethcal ability to make such criticism was lackine.

Also closely related to these qiuestions is the matter of
democtacy - of the "democratic credibility" of the Maolst Comminists.
The West 1s intensely bourgeois democratic: these ideas are
amone the mBst important features of the common Western cultural
heritage. Criticism of the "democratic credihility" of communism
has been a trump card for bourgeois propaganda for years.
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Communists have answered it by pointing to the (real or assertod)
economic and soclilal triumphs of soclallsm, by criticising
capitalism of hypoeritical, false democracy (vhich 1s quite right,
of course), hy rejecting.the entire problem, and often (especlially
for internal use¢ among the most revolutionary and dissatisfled
supporters) by statineg that all talk about democratic, human
richts and s> on is bourgeols prejudice and illusion,

This is unsatisfactory. ULarge sections of the Western Maolsts
never were satisfied with this kind of answer, and probably never
will be. Dewelopments in Eastern Hurope really pinpoint the question
of democratic rights, while the Soviet oppressors are using arsuments
against the criticisms that are fetched from the traditional
communist answers., The basic theoretical problem, moreover, 1s that
this kind .of argument has heen used tn avoid critical analysis of
assaults against the workine people, communists and revolutionaries
during the dictatorship of the proletariat., Terror durine the
Stalin period did nnot hit only Kualaks involved in criminal activities,
sples and bourgenis. It also hit sociallists, pro-Soviet intellec-
tuals, and.communists. Generally, the domestic politics of the ‘
Stalln peliod did serve the interests of the workinz class, in the
long and in the short run, while policy ander XKhruschev and
Brezhnev have served the new bourgeolsie., 3ut the political position
of the workers was 1n reality not very different in the last part’

_of the Stalin period (1950s) from that in the first part of the
Khruschev perloed. - The workers obeyed. Thelr freedom of speech
was limited Thelr individual freedom and security in law was
extrememly weak, taking into saccount historical conditions,

And so on. '

Theory therefore served to hide the real problems of qociaLism
instead of analysing them. And it made it more difficult for
communists to straggle who'le- -heartedly and 1ead the fiqht for
democratic rights in other parts of the world. _

Western Maoist ideologists early in the '70s could answer with a
mixture of the traditional communist oxamples, and reference to '
China, whcre "itt's not like that (like the Soviet Unlon) " Tn China
there .are wall posters, the right to strike, mmss democracy.
Besides, they knew that they would never terrorize critics, harass
the .worklng class, and so on. o

But when the illusions about the Cultural RevoLution hroke,
this defence also broke. Mich of what was criticised in the Stalin
period seemed to be true for China as well (not to mention Albania -
and Vietnam!) ‘And what about Kampuchea? Does Maoist idenloey
state that #the end justifies the means"? Can, then, all sorts of
means be accepted in the name of some end in the distant future?

The result was that among the most "Maolst Maolsts" there wvere
intellectuals who weat down on their knees, regretting their sinsy
back to "the house of their fathers". Not only did they ~ive up
defending injustice under socialism, they gave up defending
socialism itself. They gathered around current Western ideas of
bourgeois democracy, threw away the well-founded and correct

- eriticisms the communists have made of the falseness and hypocrisy
of this democracy, and turned into defenders of the ruling, Western
establishment, '




5.3 The Missing Theory - Important "third-level" questions: 58
‘The main problem of Western Maolst Theory

But the most fundamental of the problems of Western Maolsm vz
was not-thoroughly discussed in connection with "the breakdown'.

At most, the echo of the problem appeared in the grievine gry,
"Why dldn't the working class show up?"

The problem is that "classical" Maoism did not contain- any
specific theory for the advanced, Western capitalist countries.
Moreover, it didn't even thooxetically understand that this theory
vas missin
This tﬁeoretical problom was of course present earliex, for
instance in the early '70s. But at that time and internal matter
such as this did not pose such an acute prohlem because the favourable
"exteranl" development concealed it. It is 1like having holes .in
your shoes. As 1long as the weather remains dry, you can get along
just fine, But when the rain is purine down and it is cold, vour
feet xet wet and you can even get pnpumonta i

As long as the student and youth movement unhesitatinely =ave
thelr support, cand could he mobilized for enthusiastic meetings-
and to fill the streets, the "1nterna1" woaknesscs in Maoism vere
hidden. When the movement disappearod and its enthusiasm ‘conld
no longer be used as living proof that "we are marching forward an?
we are right", thén the internal shortcominas appeared and .erew
acute, and developed into holes through ®m¥ which the external
cxisis penetrated.

Tt 1s true that "classical" Maoism (often criticising earlier
dogmatism) sald that "Malxism-Loninism—Mao7edonz-Thoumht must he
applied according to the concrete circumstances of each country."
This ‘quite correct thesis is by itself, however, not enough. Tt
applies both for Thalland ani Germany, both for India and Norway.

But the. problem has quite a dbfferent importance in Germany and
Norway than in Thalland and Tndla. In the latter countries the
Maolsts have also made mistakes by transferrine Chinese models to
societies which are different; but the Western capitallist socletties
are enormously more 4lfferent from China than are Thailand and India.

Nelther is it the same questlon in these latter countries as
"yhy didn't the worklnz class show up?" Ve have to know the socioty
in which we work, to know {f this’ 1s the right guestion to ask.

If the working class always "showed up" as long as "the line was
correct", then a large, enthasiastic revolutionary movement would
always be'posslble “But hHistory shows us it isn't like that. We can,
at least by using extreme examples, show that there are situatlons
where it cannot happen: white workers in South Africa, and Jewlish -
1ndustr1a1 workers in Israel are,.no doubt, a kind of "workine class",
But 1t is plaln'histor1CaL 1dcalisn to expect them, for instance,
in-the. '70s, to lay foundations for a communist or anti- 1mperialist
movement., Such eXtreme examples cannot, of course, be transfervred

to the hundreds of millions who make up the working class™ ‘in the
West. ‘But they do shoi that it 1s not enough to say the word
"working class" and thereby declde that there 1s a mass base for-

a revolutionary movement in the near future. ' , ‘

Because of this defect, Western Maoism could understand itself
only in an incomplete and erroneous way. Tt can be put together
as follows:

", Onr movement coxresponds ohjectively to the objoctlve intoxostq
of the Western working class.

Therefore we are the .party of the Western working class.
We have a complete theory of Socialism which also includes a
critique of what went wrong with the Soviet revolutlon.
. We have a sufficient and complete theory of how Western



. Thereforc we are the party of the Western workinq class.
We have a complete theory of Soclalism which also tneludes a 59
critique of what went wrong with the Soviet revotution,
We have a sufficlent and complete theory of how Western
capitalism operates. .
We have a complete strateey and tactics for developineg the
comminist movement and preparing the revolutlion in our countrtes.
. Therefore the vorking class £ and the working masses will
rally around us, if only we are able to work long enough, and
broadly enough, if only the economic crisis and the worid
situation develop more, so that the people can experience
that we are risht." '

The list expresses in summary form the gaps in our self-
understanding. Briefly, I think it is more right near the top and
less risght the farther down you g0, .

It is right that this movement, objectively and in tho long
run, cozresponded to the interests of the Western working class.
Because no other movement did so .ln those years, we might. 1n a vay
call i1t "the party of the workine class", _

But 1t never was "the real party of the workinz class"’ bocauue,
it was unable to blend with the real and snbjective movement of '
the working class. It became an oxmanization or group of organi-
zations 1n and of the student and youth movement, workineg towards.
the working class, but without any developed understandineg of what
was needed to make the leap across the separation, and iln general
it 414 not make that leap.

It had, <enerally, a better theory of sovlalism than anyhodv
else 4id. The same could be sald, with some reservations, about.
its theory of capltalism. But history has shown that these,
theories were tncomplete and had hasic defects If we could by
some fantastic stretpohineg of the lmasination suppose that a
Western Maoist party had grown enormously and come to power in .some
Western country in 1975, could we imacine that this party would
be able to engineer the construction of soclalism ? T doubt it

Above all, we lacked the theoretical understandine of all the
specific. problems in the West, There, the supérstructure, governmnent
bureaucracy, the intellectuals, the medla and so on play a very
important role in defending capitalism and tyine thé masses to it.
The upswing in capitalist economies after World War II was used
to bulld different kinds of "welfare socleties", often with social-
democratic constructions, to tie the organlized woxklnm class to the’
system and make ordinary workers cooperate to gain advantage
(real advantage’) -This has not changed the character of capltaltism.
Tt had not put an end to exploltation, lmperialism, the dictator-
ship of the bourgeoisie. But in the West this mast be considered,
in additlion to the classical and still valid analyses of Lenin. '

However, at the same time orthodox Marxism-Leninism has
scarcely been developed in the West since Lenin. Gramsci paxtly
saw the problem, had interesting ideas, but also made.ideallistic
mi stakes, Stalin, DMitrov and others in the Comintern made
1mpotrtant tactical theoretical contributions (for -instance, on the
united front agalnst fascism), but fell short of Gramsci as far
as truly developing Marxism 1s concerned.

It was in China that Marxist analysis was developed dUIinE )
those years. But what did the Western communist movement cet 4
from Maolsm: that was new and useful for its situatlion? Beyond




philosophy, an international analysls, "the three worlds thenry",
nothing concrete about these countries themselves,

The Chinese are scarcely to blame for this! They did, after all,
not "wear the shoe". The "green" Western Maolsts were not strone
enough to take up this task. They were not even able to understand
1t. The orthodox criticism of revisionism in the West had con-
centrated on statine which of the valid theses of Marxism were
rejected by the Soviet Union and its satellite states, not gn what
inadequacies existed in the older and more correct "orthodox"
theory. And in this Western movement there were dogmattsts ( and
external influences, like the Albanian Party) who did not want
the theory to develop a criticlsm of the fallings of qtallniqt
orthodoxy. .

We have sald that the most serious weaknesses in VWestern. Maolsm
were in the areas of tactics and concrete policy. Around the
major theoretical issues there was a surprising degree of unanimity.
Around Western problems - whetherr or not to work in the unlions, for
or asalnst the struesle of the small peasants, for or arainst’
participation in (parliamentary) elections, and so on - the most
widely diverging and far-fetched Lelnes iostled. For here, Maoism
had sald nothing about our countries! Some picked out eceneral
statements from Mao and tried to apply them to the West., Others
used the European program of the Comintern from the '20s, while
others mobilized opposlite tactical lines from the Comintern of the:
'30s. A more comprehensive debate, however, hased on the under-
standing that such problems had to be solved by concrete investi-
gation and analysis rather than by a feverish search ?01 1oady-
"mede solutions, did not dovelop.

Thus we saw -the independent Maolst yomth organization TTTCML -
in France, in the .summer of 1968, tryine to develop the uprisine:
throuzh a "Long March" to the.countryside to extend the spread of
revolutionary ideas.. Its successor organization, Gauche proletarienne,
(1970) tried to wage armed struegle against Gaullism under the slocan
"la.nouvelle resistance”. But French peasants were not Chinése, .
and did notrhave the same political response as the peasants .
living "outside politics" in the poor Chinese interior in-the '30s.
Neither was de Gaulle's France an occupled country, where the - -
masses would -be prepared for supporting anti-fascist partisans:

For the largest Maolst movements in the West, in those. countries
which had known fascism,.it bhecame a big thvoretical and - practical
problem that they had a program for fichtine fascism, but' they
had- no program for continuing a concrete, revo Tutlonaty stru¢¢1e
under bourgeols democracy. For organizations 1ike the qpanish .
ORT, “I' think, this was their problem - that thev had considerable
mass support and lots of expectations, hut no program that would
enable, them to. use this strength under new circumstances.” The
Eeneral polltical doctrine.on which they had based themselves did:
not give them any guidelines that could be of some value under
"noxmal" circumstances in the West. So they coLlapSod

We 'can also sece that the great chansges taklneg place in society.
beginning early in the '70s with the initial breaftthrougzh of the on
computer revolution, never became an lmportant subject for :
investigations and debate for the new Maolst movement 1in the West.

The movement was of: the West, it had its body in the West, but
1t never had its- thouphtq completely in thae West, or not in the
present time. From this follows the amazine propensity of the
movemsnt to walk into Lampposts-on empty streets or to fall: into




open ditches in broad dayliesht.

From this also follows another irony- developments in the West

awarded Maoism with a number of theoretical wvictories:

- Mao's brilliant analvsis of the worlid situatlion, the three-
worlds theory, the increasineg danger of world war, the '
increasingly aggressive character of socilal lmperialism, all
were shown to be correct;

- the crisis in the West became more severe, with mass unemploy-.
ment, the number of strikes rose, and it became impossible for
the theoreticlans of capitalism to maintain the claim that

- Western capitalism conld avold crisis - old Marx's "doqmatiam"

. was confirmed;

- big strikes and mass movements conflirmed the Maolst analysis .
that capitalism had been restored in Eastern RBurope, and that
.moreover it was a very brutal and unstable capitalism which
in the short term had to face blg crises.

Such views had been rejected as fantastic inventlons when the
Maoists stood alone in holding them in the early 1970s. What
happened when the ideas began to bread throuqh 1n many parts of
soclety at the approach of the 1980s?

The Maol st movement in Europe collapsed -and disappeaxed Its
development followed its own rules. It was "not of the big;
European world", but of "two small worlds": "the world of the qtudont

NAgnd youth. movemont" and "the worild of the Western Chinese-
oriented communists'", Durine its political winter in the bhig,
European world, the pink roses of spring bloomed in its two small
worlds. Romantic youne student Manists were intoxicated in the
student movement and steeped in the far-away Cultural Revolution,
But when the "bie world" thawed and became ripe.for these ideas,
spring was over in the '"two small workds", The. students saw
only black brambles and turned home, disappobnted.

The Maolist partles lacked a self- knowledge that miecht have
enabled them to understand how to make the leap betwepn these
different worlds, or that a leap was necessary.

They did not understand that 1t is never enough to have a.
"correct lino" for the ohjective and lone-term movement, unless it
is possible to link this up with the real, concrete and subjective.
movement, They belleved 1t was sufficlent to be ricsht objectively,‘
without playing a subjectively useful role now, With this Kind - .
of underlying attitude, confirmation by events of the theories they
embraced for some served to deepbn the ideological crisis: Stitll
the masses did not show up. Cadre-level militants who had hased
all thelr political work on a theoretical world-view and analvsis
began to. feel the sky was falline. They were 1like a cambhler who
had won the big dottery and then discovered that they wouldn't
pay him the prize money. "You can't trust anybody anymore. "
"Nothing works the way it should."

The various reactions amone Western Maolists illustrate the
different reactions of intellectual cadres when the superstructure’
of a movement (the theory) collapses., Many rank-and-file members
just quietly disapneared. Some theoretical specilalists tried to

. follow the new "Chinese turn', "just as they(we) had earlier -
" followed other "turns". The problem, houwever, is that it is |
now the officlilal line of the CCF that parties 1like the Ttallian,
French, Spanish and English revisionist parties are real communist
parties. What, then, 1s the losical consequence for Maolsts who

'



have spent several years fizhtlnq such parties? For some, it is 62
to do a self-criticism and join them Or to join corresnondinzly
nradicaln parties like the social democxats 1n Enzland, Germany,
Brance or Scandinavia,

Others took ‘another look and the central theses of "classical
Maolsm", suddenly dilscovered all kinds of errors, and hysterically
turnedl to the other extreme - from "everything right" to
"everything wrong" - ahandoning communism without much ado. This
was the case for the majority 8f the leaders who closed down
"KPD in Germany.

Stlll others escaped into sectarian monastery-like organizations
and turned their backs on all problems by clingine to dogmatic,
~ritualistic. communism: "The Chinese are traltors, everything they
-ceriticize is by definition right., Everybody in the whole wiorld is
-against us, we-are 'the only true Christians!, defendine ourselves
in the ideological catacomhbs agalnst all outsiders." To keep
theoorganization together they escaped into the ideological camp
of. the. Albanian "Minitern" or "Gans of Four" tendency.

Despite the outward difference in form, in content the latter
reactions are closely connected. Both are emotional and ideolosical
reactions, not rational or scientific ones. They both e¥ypress
the search of the student and youth movement for ldeals and
absolutes - absolutely right or absolutely wrong. They continue
the "orthodox" communist heritage of elther 150% support for
an idesal society and mother party, or a complete break with
.communism, N

Who  managed to avold all of these pitfalls?

Not Many. 'No one completely.

-

# % * %* % * . *

(Votes from a chaptez of a Nozquian book by a member of the
AKP(ML) v .
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