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MACISM: MYTL AND REALITY!

By Tom Ileriy

Students of the dialectic of intermal paviy struggles
will £ind rich material in studying th:e evolutiion of tie dis
pute witl: tlie Swabec! -Llang tencdency over thie Chinese aLest ne.
In tlie early stage of the dispute the position of ‘eritical
support'’ was presented as consistent witi: a unified view of tle
Liang=Swaibeck bloc. Criticisms of tlie Mao regime, although
muted, were nonetheless advanced to qualify the tactic of

"support.’ At least in tliose documents submitied jointly by
Liang=Swabeciz.

l-‘O

From tl.e beglnn.ng, nowever, it was apparent tlat Swabeclk
tended to go far beyond the position stated in their joint
statements. This is most evident wiien comparing the material
publistied under Swabeck's name with that co-auilored witcl
Liang. As the controversy proceeded and under ilie pounding of
spokesmen for the majority, the Swabeck position was more and
more disclosed as outrigiit capitulation to ifzoism,

It was at this point tlat an open break =~ rather a halfe
breal:== occurred in tl:e Swabeck-Liang bloc, 1In his state-
ment: ‘Tliere I Differ Wiitl. Comrade Swabecl: on ti:e Cliina Ques-
tion, ' Liang accuses Swabecl: of adopting a People's Front
position. (DB, Vol. 24, Wo. 2, January 1953)

1, says comrade Liang, 'we were to accept Comrade Swabeck's
new views on people's frontism as it was praciised in Cilna,
we would have to revise our view of people's frontism as it
was practised by the Comunist parties of Spain and TFrance.

‘We would, in fact, have to discard our principled onposSi=
tion to people's frontism. ' (Liang's empaasis)

Since tlie above was wriliten Liang has remained silent.
Swabeclk, in turn, nas ignored wi.at amounts to a cl.arge of having
made a fundamental break witi: Trotskyism, Tor Lis part, Liang
concludes his attack on Swatvecl: with tlhe assercion ‘'that I cone
tinve to stand with Comrade Swabeck on tihie proposition that the
CC?, by leading and continuing to lead a revoluiion, ceased to
be a 'Stalinist' party. Swatecl: reciprocates by retaining
Liang's slogan of "eritical susport’ long afier he arrived at
the point of considering any criticism of ilao as mernicious
and unwarranted,

Thus, by a mutual accommodation, the bloc is maintained
intact. DBut the entire axis nas shifted ancd Swabecl: ..as



emerged as ti.e dominant icealozuz of ti:e tendency. Tivly, as
Trots!yy observed, t..e discussion lias i1ts own a¢a1ectic. Wat
appeared in Liang as a tendenc, toward conciliatlon witl. ilao=
ism l:as, Im tie course of ti.e discussion, emer;2d as a “ull-
Llowm laoist grouplet in tie WP,

Tie party is tivs preseniad witl: a most veculiar sitvation.
Ve have uLefore us a resolution cubmitted jointly Ty Comrales
Swabec!: and Liang upon w..ici Li.e convention will Le as.ef to
vote as representing the ‘line” of Lfe liaoist teniency. Cince
ti:e resoluilon was suimitied, Comrade Cwabecl.i's contvibutlons
to tiie discussion constiiute a divect polemic against ti:2 line
of the joint resolution. Upon wlhose ‘'line* tien, will e cone
vention be asked to vote?

Ti.e Cwabeacl L:.an¢~ resolution states tliat: ''Th.e Peliing gove
ernment is a }1guij centrazﬂﬂea wegime and as sucic QLsplayg
bureaucratic tendencies == ariitveriness and commaniism, It
affirms that the tactic of “ecritical sumport to ti.e regime and
backing for its basic policies, bLotl. domesilc and Iniernational’

does not “exzclude, Lutl ratier xm;l“eu, criticism 0% all Lureau-
cratic manifestations and stress on tl.e nsed for democratica=
tion in every niwase o govermment and soclety, to Le achieved
by peaceful reform, not by t..e overti.row oI tue FPeling gove
ernment,
In .is most recent coniribution to the discussion, ‘liarie
ism an¢ tlie Cinc=Soviet dispute, Cwabecl: Liailgs e Jemocra-
o

tic characier of tle CCP, denies any need for ‘democreatization”

fete C‘u

of eithier e 'govermment or ~society,’ and L3 ve Tue ilillitant
for its ‘smug, selfesatisiied criticism,’ 1is “steriie vrituvale
istic eritlcism,’ its “anemic complaints, ' ete., stc. A4z a
matter of fact, from a reading o ti:e Cocument Lt is Imposeible

to understand just what is Swalecli's dzfinition ol “critical
gunport!” Judging from ti:e complete absence of any wint of
criticiem of tle CCP togetier witl: 11s unrestrained attack on
the 3UWT and The ililitant, onz can only conclude tlat Cwabeckian
eritical support’ means tnauallfied svonort to the ao regime
and unbridled criticism ef tl.e SW2.

If woat Swabeclh says avout thie CCP'and tle lao vegime Is
true I can't understand why e proposes “eritical’ suprort. For
example 2 informs us: ''Conditions of internal narty democracy
in Cliina can be best illustrated 5y one very concreie enample,
(il empl:asis) After the 1927 defeat tli:e CC? experienced a
period of leitist~adventurist policies, first vnder the Li Lie
san an<¢ later under tue Tlang illng leadersiiip., liao Tse=tung
fougi:t agalnst uvotl: and agg;nuh their policies, and .2 re=
placed tlem in the leadersgiiin ian 1032, Yet to tils cay,
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Li Li-san and tfang iling arz Lotu members of tiie CCI Central Come
mittes. Few parties can maic.. tois racord of ‘nteimal Jemo=
cracy, '(ii; empl.asis)

Ween I €irst read tiils 1 Llinked, rubbed ny c2yes, cleaned
my glasses, tlien r=ad it again. I still coulin't Lelieve it!

I checlied witi. the criginal manuscript sure tuat it was a typow
crapi.ical error and tlhiat sometiing i.ad been left ou:z. No exror
-= there it was in black and wilte,

Imagine =~ Swabech: Liad searcled the records since 1025 «-
some 33 years -= an had founé ‘‘one very concreie emamdle’’ to
estavblisl: for all time, ti.at LLe CC? Liad an un-lemislied ‘'recoxzd
of internmal democracy, tlat ‘'few parties can matci,'’ The two
culprlts weren't slot wlen tliey were “‘replaced by Hao but per=
mitted ¢ o live and even remained on tl.e Central Corraxtee. £
that isn't aemocrac' of tl:e most pristine purity ti.en Swabecl:

just doesn't mow what democracy is!

g

Let us apply Swabeck's criterion to anoti.exr varty we
Inow of ~=- and see wi:at we come up with, len (lxruglcliev ree
placed Halenl:ov and Molotov and otlier “antieparty elements®
were dowmgraded, tuey were not Imprisoned Ol_EaeCut@é wut were
assigned important postcs in the government. 30esn't that male
Khrusi.cl:ev's C? even more democratic tiian Cwabecl:'s parason
of cemocracy, ti:e CCP?

But let's take a looi: at one more ‘very concrete example’
directly involving tl:e ummatci:ed democracy o tl..e CCF, e
select two individuels in every way comparaJTe to LI Liesan and
Wang Mingz.

In a special supplement to Peonle's China (laier clanged
to Peiinz Peview) dated Lpril 10, 1055, tlere was puiliisied a
“Resolution on tl.e Anti=Pariy Alliance of Zao Zanz ancd Jao Siue
shili,"" adopted by a National Conference of ti.e CC? on ilarcl.
31, 1935, :

Let us first present ihe credentials of tl.e two individuals
involved to establisl: {l.at thiey were in no way ‘'tainted’ with
Trotsiiyiom. ilao Xang was a liaolst from the begimnning, Ie
headed a Red Avmy unit in Hortl. Cliensi, idao's iLome province.
Kang was numoered among tl.ose commanders who lL.ave sone down in

hinese Llstory as one of ti:e Long Harciiers., iie was a party
leader tlirouvghout ti:e whole veriod of the Civil War. At tue
foundi g Ci.inese Zeople's Rolitical Consultative Conxerenge in
1949, lang was elected as vzeﬂ-¢aairman of tle Central Tecow
ple’ sAGove:nment of the Peonla’s Depvblic of Clina,
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Jao suni=SLil. was divector of tiie Crganizalilon Depariment
of tl.z CCP Central Commiiiee. !le occupied top nosts in the
CC? and tle govermment adninistrative apparaivs. HNo Jolnmny~-come-
Lately tuese, but triec and true Stalinists of long standing,

Lpplying the techinique periected by Stalin, -otl: culprits
were ciharged witi. retroactive crimes dating from tiie period of
their elevation to positions of leadership in tlie party and
government., e are informed that 'ao Xang's anti~’arty actie
vities :ad a fairly long lListory. The facts Lrovgli to light
before and after tlie Fourth Ilemary Session of tie Ceventi. Cen~
tral Committee of the Pariy held in February 1204 proved tlat,
from 1942 on, Rao Kang carried on conspiratorial activities
aimed at seizing leadership in thie Party and tle state.’

4s for Jao Shueshil, we are told he ‘was llao Xang's cuief
ally in lis conspiratorial activities against t.e Party. I
L.as been Iully established tlat In the ten years Letween 19432
and 17253 Jao Shuesiril: resoried on many occasions to si:ameless
deceit in ti.e Party toc selze power.’

Worst of all, it appears tiat neituier of {le two men
cl.arged witl. all the crimes in ¢i.e calender, would “confess.”’
Tie resolution complains tuat ‘'from the Fourtli ?lenary Session
of the Sevent.. Central Commliittez of tlie lariy up to {l:e pre~
sent, Jao Clueghll has never s..own any simnc of repsniance,
and still nersists in an attitude of attacking t..e Farty.'

(ily empiasis)

oxr were they permitted to state tuelr cefanse zgainst
ti.e cl.arges. Doth were expelled, “vnanimously’ of course, and
‘removed £rom all posis they lLeld within and outside the party.”
Later Feling reported tl.at Tao Kang Lad "committed suicide.”
Jao Slwe=silii: disappeared and is believecd to Lave Leen impri=-
soned or =2xecuted,

1£ we were to apply Swabeck's lozic wa would be justified
in concluding that tl.is ‘‘one very concrete =:zample' cancels
out Swaleci:’s ‘‘concrete example'’ and so we are back wiere we
started., L. Li-san and Vang iliing iiaven't been heard from in
vears, Unless Swabecik is privy to information not made public
we must assume thai tlie lot of Swabecik's dramatis personae
is not all Leer and shittles.

llao vldex!

e Thouglt R

l.er recent bulletin article emtitled: ‘Muy tlie Hajor=-

ity Leaders Do Mot Understand I'ed Cliinese Democracy,  Comrade
liilde ilcleod literally <iools over “the Chinese meti:od of
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‘eriticism and self-criticicam''’ or, as sle Infoims vs, wial
ilao Tse=tung calls “tloug.t remoulding.,” Ste falsely creii“s
Iao witl. an innovatlion tl:.at is, In 1ea1 ity, a =1 ;ia-;sm from

the ‘master” :imselZ, Josepi: Ctalin.

It is not fox no:»__z.nfT tuab ilao claims ti.e distinction ol
being Stalin's foremost discinie, Ti.e monstrous Zormula of
“criticlism and sela-chL;c-sm,' or ‘‘tloughit remoulding,”’ if you
K4 [a

prefex, feveloped narallel witl. tle uualxn“st degenaracion of
the uov:eﬁ Union. In ti:e process the foviets were enasculated
and tie Dussian Communist Party was converied intso an instyue
ment Zor consolldating tl:e strangle=liold of tl.e Lureaucratic
caste on ti.e economic, political anc social life of the
couniry.

Turougi.out ti.e Comintern, Lenin' concepi of ﬂemocrat&c
central;sm was vorrivly nperverted nn;o tie theory of ‘‘mono-
litiism”’ Lased on tl:e nraciice of bureaveratic centralism. From
tlie teginning our struggle against ¢l:e Stalinist dezeneraiion
requirecd repeated and sustained explanatcion of tue vical dige
tinction vetween Lenin's democratic cenitrallsm and iits Staline
ist perversion.

Uncer Lenin's concept, a minority in tle pariy was re-
ity, in action.
Under tl:ie Stalinist wversiom, a minob_c" was cJ?'ged to asxee
with tle majority == to expunse from tl.eir minds tleir “erron=
eous’ views, to confess tl.eir error, to swear eternal Zealiy
to the infallilile ‘‘leader' and to repent of nginq fallec to
correctly apply tle seli-Immolating »urgative o “geife
cricicism,

3

was and s {l.e guinices=

Ti.is act of self-flagellation
2 o0l (3 -
.

at
sence o_ the Ctalinist practice o

cism,” Imn ad avalon, tle limits of ‘eriticism and selfe-critie
cism' are sirictly defined. It could be applied only to ‘eri-
ticism of tlLe gnpl_cat;on of tle ”fene‘aT line"” and Lﬁder no
civcrmstances to tue ‘‘general linz’ iiself == and never, never,
never, vnder any circumstances was ii to be understool as a
license o ‘“criticise’ tie infallible leacewr!

criticism and selliecritie

Tle Haoi o today subscribe to and defend tile Stalinist
concepic of tiie monolitiic party. Tuelr application of ‘crie
ticism anﬂ seli=ciriticion’” is not one wult superlior to tlat
practiced Ly Ctalin and i:is »nolitical police. 1I: is not
democratic i is bureaucratic; it 1s not progressive it is a
vile, in..vman abominacion!

Telede vt oels
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.4 Zo muci. for tiwe auper-cenocracy of ti:g CCU. ii.at of tle
‘need for democrgcization In every ohase of fovermmen? and go=
ciety, ' ag stressed In tis TualLeckeLlians resolution on Cl.ina?
Comrade ilcLeod assures us Clat t.ere is no suc.. need, Tie majore
ity leacers, sl.e insists, <o not really understand Led Ci.inese
Democracy tl.an whicl: tlere is none purer., It w.at avoui Laing,
does l.e understand it? COx Cwabec:?

In seeming contradiciion to Comrade licleod, Cwal.ecl: lece
tures ug C.at we must not expect to find democracy ‘m Clima but
only in tle Indusirially advanced, tlhe ‘“‘ric:’ nations. e
even quotes Trotsky to suistantiate l.is contention, Let's leax
lim out!

“'T.e democratic regime g the most aristocratic way of
ruling, It is possible onl, to a rici. nation.' CZo spole
Trotslyy in Discussions on tie Transitionmal Program (Four:si: Ine
ternational, February, 1945). I1ils rational view Torms a i:ealilyy
contrast to ti:e abstract, Idealised notions of democracy sepe
arate and apar: from class relailions and from econonic condie
tions tl.at one lLears so often im regard to Ciina,"”

.

Tils is an apnalling “Zstortion of Trotsiky's views. Tha

o
interview In question lLad notling at all to d¢ wisl: e subjeet
under discussion on China. In 1930 ti:e SWI had undertaken to
sponsor t..e Transition ZFrogram cefore the founding conference of
the Pouri:. International, Trotsky's interview wiil tie Amer-
ican comrades was in tl.e nature of clarvifyinc ti.e essence of
Trotsl:;y's unique contribution especially as it applied to the

ol

Uniced Ciates.

Ti.e guestion of ‘'rlicl:” mations and ‘Hoor’ nations mentioned
in tl.e Interview utad solely to do witlh: the pi.cnomena of tlie
decay of vourgeois democracy an tle rise of fascism., Troisly
pointed out tuat in tle veriod of capitalist decay and crisis
only tuie ricl: nations could afford tle luxury oI Lourgeois demo=
cracy. Tuat is wly, .2 added, £fascism came IFivrst to the ‘'poor’
nations, first of all Italy and tuen crisise~ridden Germany.
Trotslyy amplified on tliis concept in lLils intrvoduction to tlhe
Living Tlouvg.ts of Harl bax:,

Jat Las all tlis to do witl. Ciiina? 1In China, Swabeck ine
sists, we Lave a unealtly worliers state and a democratic regzime,
To cite Trotsiy on ‘rich’’ Louirgeois nations and "‘noor boure
geois nations as lLiis autlority for ti:e astounding conclusion
that there can be no ‘democrecy’’ in a ‘poor'’ worlers state is
to make a mockery of Trotsliyy's years of struggle acainst tlea
- 8talinist degeneration in tle Soviet Union. Didn'i Lenin and
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Trotslyy mow, when they Joinitly vndeirtool: to combiai tie cane=
C2roUs Zrowi.. of tiie Stalinlist tureaucracy n tl.e Clovie: Union,
tlat Jemocracy was possille only in a ‘'vicl. mation?”

'3 «

fnd $wabeck las ti.e gall o lecture us on our Liealize
notions ¢ cemocracy sevnarate an¢ anarc fiyowm clacc velailons

[p

and Zrom economic conci:“ono.“ le L.aslies up vorrgeols demo=
cracy witl. wori:ers Jemocracy and implies tl.at “econonic condie
tions” in a 'woor’” nation lile Clina males ‘'democra cy’ a luzezy

the Haoists cannoi affoxrd, It was alwavs tue view ¢f Trotsiiy=
ism tlat wizl. tie overtirow of canitalism and =i.e estallisimen:
of tue (lCtQLOLS:ip oi the proletaviat, tle wilest ranse of
worlzers democracy Is essenilal to a l.armonious ;evelo,menb o=
ti:e nationalized economy in ti.e itransition period Zirom capital-
ism to socialism.,

Tia: far ;ram Eeinﬁ a ‘Larrier’ o tle economnic Cevelope
ment of tlie workers' states, worlers denocracy and worl:ers cone=
trol is an esgsential ingredient in plamning nroduction and
a@mlnistering ti:e planned econony.

Tiat 1t is only tirougi: fle egtavlisiment of wovlers (emo=
cracy and WO";ers contyol t..at Lureaucratic Jistortions and
ceformacions of tie rlanned economy can ve eradicated,

That only thiough: worlews damocracsy and worliers contro
can tlie aﬁnetite o:i the oU“eatcracy, w..icl. devouxrs an Inov=-
¢inate si.are of tlie national Zncome, Le curbed,

That only worli:ers cemocracy and worliers control can pre-
vent bureauc:aczc power and p:avmlege Zrom imposing a Irigite
£ul cost on iti.e peonle as a w.ole,

Ti.at, as I understand it, s Trotslylom. £ Cwaveck now
believes t.at only ‘‘ricl’’ worlers states can aflor Jdemocracy,
let Zlm so state == but pisase don't try and saddle Trotsiy
with tlat view.

How coes Cuba £it into Cwalecl:'s “ricl. natlon’ only tleoxry?
A1l of ti:e argments tle Hao*sts use to justify l.e need fov
a monolitiiic party and state are present w‘tL o'fea'.‘:er force
and vrgency In Cuba, Yet :Le erperience of Cuba las demonstra=
ted tl.at worlers democracy and contiol L.as sexved to strengtl.en
tiie revoluiion and widen iigs ase of supoomt among ¢..e wi:ole
people. ©So muci: for Cwabeciz's ‘‘rich nation thory.

, 2, Leetee’ A7)
.4.’.._. ofeetee’s Jodee

" es ve



Ti.e one tixing tlat impnels {l:ie Swabeci:ians to rise 1
righteouvs wrath 1s the insicience by the majorlity in desig-
nating laoism as a variety of uhallnmﬂm. Wot an ideniity Lut
nonetheless one of a numier oI varietie To Zmeist _toon an

S,
identity iLs to dissolve ltalinigm in a fog of semanilic ver=
viage., Meveriieless Ttaliniem does exist, Toezs 1t iave a con-
sistent ideclogy? Not to my mowiedge., It is capable of tie
most violeni zigenags. Lis most universal fezture, In tl.ose
covntries w.ere it is in power, is that of a p“?vh ezal Luve
eaucracic aste, resting on itl:e foundaiion of ti.ose properiy
forms and relations characizristic of a wowriers' state.

Its common outlooi: is il.at of national socialicm, Its
chiaracteristic features, t..e repression of woilers Jecmocracy,
tlie absence of workers control, wi.ich: invest iz wizi: Cle cl.are
acter of a totalftarian rezine, Lolstered by tlie tieozy and
practice of monoliti:ism in Lotli political party and jovernment,

In tLe Joint Swavecl:=Llang decumeni, ''The Teliing Negime and

Stalinism,”’ (Vol. ZZ ﬁ . 5, Mazel. 1251) it 1s conceded: “TLat

b
there are langovers {even s;':o“u ones) of Stalinisa n the CCY
leadersiip we world not denv.' {ily empi.asis) T..a® was writien
some two years ago. cimce Clen tie denials Lave Leen coming
tlic and fast. OSuppose we let tue Haoists speal Zov tleaw

selvas

Just »rior to £talin's <deati: in 1SC3 tle Forazizn Langurages
Press of Peling publisled a pampilet by Chen To=ta entitled:
“Stalin and the Clhinese lavoivtlon: In Celelraiifon of Stalin's
Seventietl: Birtuday.”’ Accoxrding to tie bvu1:00“a%,~ca blurd
in ti:e pampi:let, Chlien Po=ta is 1éent fied as A nem-er of tilwe
Central Commlittee of tl.e Commumist Ciina, {and) is

concurrently Vice=President of tiie Insiitute of Mern:isa=Leninism
in Feliing and Vice=Tresident of tlhe Academia Sinica.”’ Im otler
words, a man cualified to suealr on tie subject of [talin and

Hao.,

I quote from page 1, paracranvi 1, line 1, as follows:

= tie meeting l.eld in Yenan to celebrate Ctalin's sixe
irthday, Comrade ilao Tse=tung sald:

tieti.

“Stalin 1s tlLe leader ol world revolution., Tiis is of
paramouni ilmportance. It ig a great event that mani:ind is
blessed witl. Ctalin. I2nece we Lave linm, thdincs can go well,

As you all Imow, Marxz is <ead and so are ungels and Lenin. ilad
there been no Stalin, wlo would Le there to glve directlions?

But Laving Lim == thisg g really a blessing., How tiere exist

in the world a Soviet Unlon, a Communist 1ar:y and also a Stalin
Tihwe, the affairs of tie world can go well,”



o)
-J-

o]

T.a- was on tue occasion of Stalin's siutletl birtl.day
in 1943, OSwalecl: informs uvs tl.at lLiao ceassd o Le a Ctalini

talinist
in 123, lLiang takes e:xzception and cdates ti.e transioimation
as lavins occurzed in 1547, Dut Lold on a minvte! Let Clen
Po-ta Lave ti.e £loor. AZter e glarnce Dacl at tie w.ole panor-
ama o the Cl:inese vevolutlionary development, Cien cap.atlica=

-~

1lly affirms:

clear tlat ever since 17227 tlhose comrades in our

it is
parity wio at one time or otl.er commiited various liinds oI op=

portunist Ceviaitions against Comrade Hao Tse-iung's corvect
line ¢ic so Lecause ti:ey mad all forgotten every lasson cone
tained¢ in Ctalin's refutation of the tvotshkylitec (sic) in 19Z7.
Tiiis was tl.e case wietler tl.e losue involved tle nature or tlz
tactics oI tile revolution, wletler it was nolitical oxr militaxy,
T..ese mistal.es created a lot of trouvle for our revolution

in its progress.’

{(Turougihout tie wnampil.let Clen Po-ta uses a lower case 't
3 wvites.,” 1 nresume Zi.at is in line
s

witl: ilac's faper
1

in “trots T )
Tiger dictum to ‘desvise ti.e enemy strategically.'’) DTe tlet
as it may, let's continue tle quotaiion ==

-

“Under tiie leadersl.in of Comrade liao Tse-iung, our 2Qarty,
by advancing along a cdevioug pati., Zinally overcame Lotl: fle

ovjective difficulties and suliective errors and caxried tle
revolution to victory. T is is lLecause Comracde lizo Tse~-itung's
views on tie nature and taciles of tl.e Cl.inese revoluition were

based on tle teacidlngs of Ctalin and were Identical with tie
views of litalin, Furtlhiermore, ie L:as develoneld In iiic cone
crete practice of tl.e Chinese revolutlon Stalin's feacl.ings
regarding ¢.e Cuinese revolution."

So tiiat ti.ere will Le no mistalke wlatever of w.erxec l{ao ==
In 1953 ~= stood in velatlion o Ctalin, Clen To~ta adds:

“Comrade Mao Tsee-tung is Stalin's disciple and comrade-
in-arms. :e s Ctalin's outstanding disciple and i.as Lezn able
to lead Cliina's revolution to viciory because i.is metl.od of wori:
and Lis way of reasoning are ¢.ose of Ztalin's. ile uses Stalin'c
meti.ods o learn from Stalin. T.ese are tli:e metiods of creative
Harzists wiicl. Stalin referved to in L:is famous axiicle written
to commemorate Lenin's fiftietl. tirtiday.’ £Lnd so on and so
forth: fox S2 pages.

\ P} Poaeet, A )
Kevels el Py

I vrobably owe Comrade lwabvbeci: an apology. Tiexre is one

oblique ‘eriticism’ of lleolsm In l:is most recent Jdocrmend.

“One 1iilitani editorial,’ le says, ‘notices ti:e omlssion in
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ci.e Cliinese doctment of any men%ion of Stalin or Stalinism, In
otl:er documents tiis omission ..as been wmatcled over, sut not
in aecord wiil: our views. &wow delicately putl! T.Z1.) At
certain po_nts Stalin is cuoted approvingly as a llariziste~Lenine
,st, some oI L.is opinions, including some of l.ig slandevs of
Trotsiyy are accepted, Tae fact that tuese Lave veieresnce to
tiie early veriod In Ztalin's career =-- before tl.e blood purses
-- mal:es tl..em no less objeciionable o us. Te velect tlh:em.
Ti.ese ave tue paradomzical aspecis of thie Chlnese wouLL ion wi:ose
main cwa*acterwS?lc is ti:e ..ead~on atiacl on tle bhaslic »illars
of Stalin's policies witcl: stlll remain in full force in tlLe
Zremlin,”

ALL cl.at's Involved, vou cee, are a few ‘‘waradoilcal ase
pects” of tie Cuiiness no""Llon L.av_nD 're;erence to tue early
period of Stalin's caveer!’ .at Cwavecl so ligl.tly dismisses
are sucl. crude and Draszen falsificatlions of L_story as would
malze even a Ctalin Slusl,

Let us cite just a few Zrom Cien Po=ta: “After Cw~ung Lale
sliek l.ad vetrayed tie vevolution in 102 ) Ctalin vefvied the
nonsense oL tie trous;y;ueu about confusing the Ch~neoe revolu=
tion witi Turley's 'Xemalist Zovm of wevolutiom.'

Wl.at was ca1i 's prognosis? ‘Wictory in Cl.ina will be
won eltiexr LY © C_“nﬂsa ihigsolinis lilie Ciang Tso=lin and
Chang Lsung~cuano, wao will tien be swept away by C.e agravian
revolt _on, or wy tuhan (referring to the revoTution oy regime
in Wulan of tie time -= Autlox); Chlang Zaiesiel: and iis fole
lowers, trying to lold out Letween tuese two camps, must inevie
tably Zall and share tl:e fate o:f Cliang Tso-lin and Clang
Tsung=ci.ang. '

.at actuvally happened? ‘ilien Uang Culng=wei, (Lead of the
“revo1r‘;onary rezime in ulan -1.“.) following in tue foot=
steps of Cidang “a_-shea, betrayed ti.e revolution, Ztalin again
rethed tlh.e nonsense of tie ﬁrotskyitns about tue banhruptcy of

he Clinese revolution and afilimed {l.af ti:ere was no room in
Cvlna for veformism, ' 1Iithi eaclh ~betwayal’ Stalin met;cuTOrsly
“refuited tl:e nonsense of tLe;?rocskyiues wio warned in advance
that tlie "betrayals’ would come!

Wiien Ctalin calle¢ vpon tl.e Cuinese worliers and peasants
to place tueir faltl: in Chiang fai-slielr and uden tlang Chiing=
wel Lie “affirmed’ after Lotl: iad ‘betrayed the Levolutlon that

“there was no room in Cl.ina for reformi ¥ Brgo? ‘Ctalin's
predictions encouraged e Ciiinase people in tLe'" struggle
over ti:e past twenty=odd years and clearly demonstrated tiat
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revolutionary science is an Iivesistilble force. Az the sane time,
tley exposed ti:e slameless wary In wiicl: tle tyotsiyizes and all
reacilonary clowns served tl.e couniere-revolutlon o Clilang Iale
s.ell and Gang Clingewedl,™
ALlL of wiici: leads Clien To=ta to tie inelvctalle conclusion,

wat: “Ctalin pointed out tuat ti.e viewpoint leld by Trotsiy and
Lis underlings was tie countereravoluiionary viewpolnis of Clang
Tso=1lin anc Culang [ai-siel:., 4s evervone mows,it was precisely
because tie trocsizyyites Lased tiemselves on il.e w.ole of Trot-
sliy's counter~revoliutionary views and at ¢l.e same time on tlese
counter~revoluiionary views of Trotsizy's in relation to Clina
tiat ti.ey tool: tiie roald of counter=-revoluiion tosetier witi. tle
trotsizyites in otler counzries.  (iiy empl.asis)

la3

Lnd to wiat source does Clen Po=ia trace all of tie ‘errors’
of thwe eritics of Mao? ‘Since 1727, tiie ervors comaltited by the
dogmatists in our Party, w.o were 'Lelft' opnoriunists at one
time and RIgi.t opportunisis at anoi.:er, consisted precisely in
forgetting tle lessons contained In Ctalin's refutation of tle
trotsiiyites,

~

Swalbec.:'s Cui Ceneris Intzv.

. . LR 4

Doesn't all of tlis Indlcate that the ZUZ glould lLeed Svwa=
beciz's admonition to cease operaiing ‘with the read;emade fore
mulas of yesterday' and execuie en entry sul seneris’ lnto th.e
CC2? 1t would have to bLe sui ceneris ¢l a mosi unique Liind Zow
even Swaecl: 1s constrained ©0 oLserve tl.at: Ti2 cannoi enter into
memberci:lp, but we can and nust Lecome actlve sariiclipanis in
these profound (Clinese) dzvelopments.

.-

What does all ti:is gilberisl add uvn to? e couldn't “enter’
if we would “ut we ‘‘can and must become active pariicipanis.”
llow? Any criticism of tle lao resime is derided as ‘‘standing on
the sidelines and Luwrling Lricis.t TFlyst of all, Jwaleck's entry
sui generis would involve exclanging ouxr critical "Lriecls” for
£loral bouquets. T.en to Zind ‘new formulas ‘(specially tallored)
to deodoirize some of the more noxlous '‘naradoical aspecis'’ of
Haoism. But for tl:at Liné oI “particivation’ wly do we need a
party? Vouldn't it De »nreferable to drop ti.e Trotsliyisit label ale
togetiier and dissolve tl.e 02 iInto ii.e bumerican ~Friends of llac's
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Cliinese People's Republic?
W7 doesn't Swabech: come out onenly and say wiat iL.e means!

If the Swabeck entry gamiit l.as any validity at all It would apply

not to the I, Lut to wiat Comrade licleod dainitily refers as

the “small band of Ciilnese Trotsiyists who lLave 'Dhecome someti.ing

pitifrlly wiining in a cowmer In long Zong.'’ Ve can Le assured,

from even a cursoxry perusal o Comrade licleod's zl.apsody of I

i

iao's
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ineffable teclinique of ‘tlought remoulding,” that after a few
applications of HMao's celebrated tlerapy tle ‘'small band of
Trotskyists' in Hong Zong would cease tlieir “pitiful wi:ining.”
Cf course, tuose who failled to respond to tlie treatment would
likely die in tlie attempt but we can be certain tiat tl.ose wlo
survived would emerge as simonepure ‘‘participants.’ T..ey would
no longer be Trotskyists, to Le sure, but if we accept at face
value everyihing tliat Comrade licLeod says, that would be all ¢o
thie good! Detter Maoist ‘participants’ than ‘whining” Trot-
skyist ‘‘sideline’ critics.

The Myth of Hao's'Dreak’ witl: Stalin

For years there lias bLeen a sedulously fosterec myiu of
Mao's ‘Dreal:’ with Stalin; of Mao as a lMarzist innovator on
a par witl ijarx, Engels, Lenin and Trotsl:yy. Dourgeols “emperts"
on Ci:ina lave been arguing the question pro ané con for Ssome
time, In the April-June 1530 issve of The Cliina ‘uarterly pro-
fessor Tarl L. Wittfogel, professor of Cliinese llistory at tue
University of Yashingion, engages in a polemic against tue
Fairbanis=Cclivariz=-3randi sciool of Clinese listorlans in an
article entitled: The Legend of ‘llaoism.” Wittfogel effectively
punctures tiie ‘Legendby demonstrating that it is largely
based on deliberate falsifications of iListorical events by Mao
and ti:e laoists.

b= e Iy

T.e myth of Mao's “brealr’ witl. Stalin lles at tle root
of the Swabecl=Liang position on Cl:ina. OSwalecl: and Liang
differ over precisely when tiie ‘'breal’ occurred, TlLis difference
led to tlie L:eated denial by Liang tliat the anelyses of Li Fue
jen were colored by ‘‘the wi.ite heat of anger over Ctalin's ter=
rible Dloodbatlis in lloscow. It led also, to tlhe clLarge by
Liang, that Swabec!: i:ad capitulated to people's froniism. Wuile
tiiey differ over dates, botl: agree on tie ‘“fact’ of Hao's ‘Dreak’
witl: Stalin. Vhen did tie ‘Dreak’” occur and of wiat did it
consist?

uen Po-ta and Mao to ti:e contrary notwiti.standing, Swabeck
dates the ‘brealk’ with Stalin from tl:ie "aistoric defeat in
1927.° -Since then,' he avers, ‘‘Clinese Listory slows a con=
sistent pattern of tlie Communist Party engazed in struggle,’ (Om
Evalgating tiie Ciiinese Revolution. L3 Vol. 24, Wo. 3, January
15G3

On page 14 of the same DD Swabeck elaboirates on this tlieme.
"During tl.e second Chinese Revolution whicli suffered terrible
defeat in 1327, Le says, ‘‘ti.e CCP, under tue leadersiip of
Chen Tu-l:'siu became a viciim of Stalin's lienchevil: poliecy. After
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this defeat ti.e party made a 1CC degree turn to a leftist
adventurist position under tlie Li Liesan and later ti.e tang
Ming leadersliip; it wac enemplified by the ill-fated Canton Com=
mune and tue disastrous attempt to capture Clangsia. This
policy was not finally clianged uncil 1935 by tl.e establisiment
of tl.e Mao Tse~tung leadersiiin a: the party conierence at
Tsunyi on tlie Long liarel: from .iangsi to Yenan. (il empl:asis)
None of il.e former party leaders were purged; tiiey remained in
responsible positions. (Proof of low democratic Mao was. T.X.)

o

“Tiarough th:e hard sclhool of irrepressible civil war, and
the war against the Japanese imperialist invasion, tle party lac
to steel itself and learn the lessons ti:at prepared it for
victory in 1949, Thus tlie ciange from failure and defeat under
Stalin's nolicy to the struscle for power in defiance of tl.e
latter was tie outcome ol a process filled witl wotlh rici: and
bitter experience.' (iiy emprasis)

Tiwws, we are told, tli:e transformation of tiie CC? from a
party based on ‘“Stalin's liensievil: policy,’ to one Zfirmly
founded on Mao's ‘'Dolshevil:’’ line, tool: place in 1935 “in de~
fiance” of Stalin. Tuhis s pure myth culled from tlie bowdler-
ized version of Cliinese i.igctory as presenied Ly itl:2 llaoist
scliool of Liistorical falsification,

To understand Chiinese revolutionary development it is
necessary ©to view events in their historical context., Other=-
wise one siniis into a Swabeclkian quagmire of windy abstractions.
Ti:e evidence si:ows that the CC?, bLoti: under the ‘lefi''leader=
si:ip of Li Li~san, Vang Ming AHD llao, Lewed to tle “general
line’’ of evexry twist and turn in tie zig-zag policy of tle
Stalintern from bezinning to end.

In tl.ie latter partc of 1927 Ctalin was already preparing
his breal: with the ight wing of tl.e NC? -=- Bulliarin, Rylov,
Tomsky, etc, ~= under wiose guidance ti:e disastious policy of
subordinating tlie CCP? to the Xvomingtang was carvied through
to ti:e bitter end. During tiis period lao was an ardeni sup=
porter of il:is iine and an active pariicipani otl. as a lea=-
der of tl:e CC? and iiolder of top posts in tiie {uomintang. In
tie article Ly Witifogel {clted above) lhe quotes: “il, H. Roy,
wico had eaded a Comintern delegation to Ci:ina in tl:e spring
of 1927, stated retrospectively: 'The Chiairman of the
Federation of Ieasant Unions, liao Tse~ting, In ti:e critical
days of 1827, vepresented tie exireme righi-wing view in tlLe
leadersh:ip of tlie Communist Tarty.'"

_ As Liead of thie Kuomintang Peasants Unions, llao Tse=tung
“carried out tlie policy of lLieeping thie peasants in c..eck
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hile tle counter=-revolution advanced upon tlem.” (Tragedy of
tiie Chiinese Revolution by Zarold Isaacs) Witifozel also punce
tures liao's claim to lL.ave been tle first to advance tl:e slogan
of Soviets for Cixina, Tor :is role in the avortive adventurism
of the period following ti.e collapse oi tl:e Canton Commne,
ilao was dismissed from the polithLuro of the CCP. (Ue wasn't
“purged’ tuereby proving, accorcing to the criterion advanced
by Swabecl:, i.ow democratic ti.e CC¥ was even before liao rose to
power. )

ifittfogzel points out ti:at following hiis dismlicsal Zrom
tlie CCZ politburo, lao ‘‘Lecame more mature and more consiicue
ously orti:odoz: whien, from 10Z0 on, l.e rose to ever L.izl.er nosie
tions and £inally to supreme leadersiip in tiie Communist Party

of China.' (lly empl.asis)

Following tlie Sixtl: Congress of tl.e Comintern in 19220
Ctalin made i:is slarp uvlira=lefi zigezas into w.at became Imnowm
as the Third Yeriod == accovrding o ti:e theoveticians of Ctaline
ism, tl.e period of ti:e collapse of capitali*m on a world scale.
Along witl it came tl.e doctrine of ‘‘social fascism.’ The revo=
lution was just avound tiie corme:r and all sections of tie
Conintern were instructed to »x epave for tiie armed strugsle
for worl:ers power. Tue slo;an of Coviets for Cl.ina for wlici.
Trotsicy was fuayed In the period oI tiie rvising wave of tl.e
Chlnese revolution was transmuted into tl.e organization of
peasant Soviets In rural Ci:lne and tie establislament of the
caricature Imowvn as ‘‘Coviet Ci.iina,” following e trasic de-
feat of tiie Second Chiinese Revolution.

Every change In th:e ‘‘general line” of tlhe Stalintern
brought its cvstomary crop of scapegoats in all sections of
the C2, After Mao's dismigsal the ‘‘leftist’ tang lilng was el-
evated to tue posiiion of top leadersi:ip in tl.e CC?, W:LL tie
collapse of Stalin's Tuivrd Ferlod lunacy following the victory
of Hlitler in Germany, tie Stalintern began its si.ift to peo-
ple's frontism, This time it was Li Li-san and Wang iiing who
played tl.e role of scapegoat.

Wit tle shift from the Third Period to tue Peopnle's
Front, ilao was elevated to nower in tie CC?, Tle Japanese
invasion of Ciilma constituled a morial Cugea, to tl.e IZastern
Frontiers of tiie Soviet Union. Ctalin was threatened wiil:
Hitler in the west and tle Iill:ado in the easit., Collective
security and the popular fronl: Lecame the watclwords of
the Stalintern. The Third Period perspective of social revo=
letion was Jectzsonec. Ti.e central issue became ©i.e defense
of “democracy'’ against fascism. It was under ti.e Lenner of
people's frontism tl.at ti.e Swanish: revolution was curied,
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tlirotiled and betrayed.

In Ciiina, the Stalinist turn to people's fronti sm marled
the resumption of the policy of “united froni' with the Clin-
ese bourgeoisie, In a pampl.let published in 1951, entitled:
TThirty Years of tue Communist Party of China, ' wriltten by
Hu Cuiao=-mu, Vice=Director of ti.e Propaganda Depariment of tuie
CC? @entral Comm"“tee, (ereafier oeuLgnaLed as ‘TL:"“y Years'’)
we are infomrmed that “aided Ly the correct policy of the united
front against fascism adopted Ly tiie Communist International,
the ComanuuL Pa?tj of Cuina Issued a declaration on Auvgzust 1,
1935, calling for a united Zront' against Japanese imperialisn,

Tiie character of the '‘‘united front' was spelled out in
a report by Mao Tse-iung entitled The Policy of Fighting Jap-
anese Imperialism at a conference of Yarty activisis on Decem=
ber 27, 1935,

According to the autlhwor of ‘‘Thirty Years,'' liao Tse=iung
"summarized thie Party's tasl: as follows: 'Ti.e task before tle
party is to integrate the activities of tl:e Red Army witl: all
the activities of tlie worliers, peasaunts, stucents, tlie petty-
bourgeoisie, and thie national bourgeo*sie of tiie wiole country,
and to foim out of tLiis iIntegration a united national-revolu-
tiomary fromnt.'

“Comrade Hao Lse-tun" vi;orOLol" Lebutted all the argu-

agaLnst tue Lnlted Zront. Comrade iiao Tse-tuug raised the
slogan of a People's Republic to replace that of a ilorkers'

and Peasants' Republic, and formulated a correct policy relate
ing to ti:e mational bourgeoisie botl: politically and economi=
callj. Comrade Hao Tse-tung pointed out that during the

period of Lourgeois~democratic revolution tie Feople's Republic
would orouecn the national bourgeoisie, who did not support
zmperaa ism and 1Ls lacl:eys, togetihier witi. their indusiyry

and businesses,’

From tien on tie policy of people's front class collabora=
tion dominated tl.e line of ¢lie CCP, Tiie so~called agrarian
reform program was quietly interrved. OSubstituted for it was
the polic* oZ ‘reducing rents and interest’ in ti.e liberated
areas undexr domgnat1on of tile Cuﬁnese Red Avrmyy, Uprisings of
the poor peasants agaﬂn t tlwe “matriotic” landlords and rici:
peasants were put down by foice., All refoim measures were sube
ordinated to tl.e ‘‘patriotic War of Resistance’ asainst Japan.
Tl:e contention ti:at thie CCZ, under tlie leadersi:ip of ilao, con=-
ducted a ‘'revolutionary’ sirucgle against Japanese Imperial=
iem is puwre fiction.
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In 1237 tle united Zron:’ was Lroadened to nelude Culang
Jali=ghel: and tle Zaomintan”. “Cn Leecenuer 12, 1237, Cuang
nseel:=12ans and Yang lu-cl.eny, w.o ¢emanded an alllance wicl. tle
Cormunist ?ar;j of Cb,na in resisting Jgnan, cetained Cilang
faiegiel: In Zlan, forcing ilm o put an end o tle antleComarne
ist civil war wiiicl: was ruininz Cle nation. In Zuiis gltuation,
t..e Communist Party of Cl.ina considered it necessary to secure
a peacetl solution of tie Clan Incident in oxder to resist
Japanese Imperialist aggression and Ciilang lal=g..el: wvas tl.eve=

fore released and 1nLc:na1 peace aci.levec,

“After tlie peaceful solutlion of thie Slan Incident, to
assist in malntaining “nuarna? peace a2nd to win tl.e landlord
class over to joint resistance to Japanese imperlalism, tie Cone

ist Pavrty decided *emporar;,] Lo susnend carrying out tle
policy of confiscating and veclsiwiluting tie land of tie land=
lords,” { “Tuircy Yea?-.“)

T..e liaoist ulstorian Cdates ti.e begimning of ~"il.e nation-
wide patriotic Tar of ﬂeo;stance to Japanese Lgrression and
the new cooperation Latweesn ti.e ITIT and Zi.e Comaunist Party of
Ciiina,” to July 7, 1037,

“In Suly 7, 1227, tle Jananese arny of Invaslon attaclied
ti.e Cl.inese ({1iT) gevvrison £1003C "“a,*oned ac ;";orc-nao,
soutl. of leliing, T e zarivison l.evolcally weclsted
Cn Auvgust 13, tle Javanese aziyy of ‘unvasion agalin atlacled
Clangl.al and t¢i.e JlLangl.al garrison troops nui v resistaunce.,
Ti.en thie entire nation entered tie Var of Neslictance to
Japanese hLggiession. Afier reaci:ing an acsveenen: w.i. tle
m._o;n.urz_cmg Govexnmenu, the Clhinese iled Axm/ and .2 guerillia
forces wi.ic.. It had lef: Lel.lnd in tle various provinces of
Couti. Cl.lna were reorganined successlively into the Bigitl
Rotvte Lwny and tl.e New Four:l. Lim Ty and laf: for Lny Nozil.
Ciiina and Zast Cl.lna fronts to tale »nar: In iue Jar of
Resistance,”

T

- ,»‘l
S ofLe ac TaCle

Tiis wac the first of a w.ole series of agveements made
witl. Chiiang Tlalesliel: in w.icl. tl.e CCT suhorl;nataé 1ts In-
dependence o tie Luiecler of tle C.. nese worieirs., Lacl: time,
to tie very Litter end, Cileny Trolie tie agresments wu:en it
suited L.ls puwpose. DBacl. time to the accoupaninent of
anguis.ied crles of ‘Letrayval.”

Ti.e Cralin-llitler paci, »relude to tle outbreal: of orld
War II in 1232, provided ti.e Lackdrop for Ciiang's “first
betrayal.“ Tl.e autlor of Tulrty Yeaws' informs us tuat:

\(‘7’

e danger oI capitulation by Clilang Zale-sliel: veaci.ed its
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peak in September 1939 when war broke out between fascist Ger=
many and Britain and France. At that time the United States

and Britain were all the more eager to seek a compromise with
Japan by sacrificing China so that Japan might not join with
Hitler in opposing Britain and the United States. To force China
to surrender, they had to intensify their opposition to the Com-
munist Party, which was persistently carrying on the War of Re-
sistance. In these circumstances, from the end of 193¢ to the
beginning of 1940, Chiang Kai-shek's Xuomintang began the first
anti-Communist campaign.’

You might think that this ‘''betrayal’’ would have been seized
upon to mobilize the Chinese masses for a revolutionary struge-
gle to overthrow the hated Chiang dictatorship. Instead, “Bol-
shevik'' Mao utilized the occasion to launch a struggle against
"left' deviations in the CCP with the publication of his book
“New Democracy'’ in January 1940, This, according to the author
of "Thirty Years,' 'greatly strengthened the Chinese revolution.”

"To expand and consolidate the anti-Japanese national unie
ted front still further,' he explains, 'the Party, having over=
come the Right deviations, adopted a series of measures to
correct certain 'Left' deviations which began to occur during
the struggle against the attacks launched by the Kuomintang on
the Chinese Commumist Party and people. The Party held the
opinion that in the period of the War of Resistance, because the
enemy of the nation had penetrated deeply into our country, the
contradictions between the two nations were still the main
contradictions.

So long as the Kuomintang did not capitulate to the Jap-
anese invaders, it was necessary and also possible not to break
with the Kuomintang and to carry on our struggle against the
Kuomintang reactionaries within the limits of not causing a
rupture, "

In furtherance of this perspective, lMao introduced his own
variation of the "bloc of four classes,'’ dubbed the ‘'Three-
threes.'’ The ""Three~threes representative system,’' says the
author of "Thirty Years' was ‘'the system whereby the Communists
(representing the workers and the poor peasants), the progres=-
sive elements (representing the petty bourgeoisie), and the in-
termediate elements (representing the middle bourgeoisie and
enlightened gentry) each contributed one=third of the leading
personnel of the government administration, was introduced in
all the Liberated Areas,’

Chiang Rai=shek was not at all mollified by Mao's concese~
sions., Our historian informs us that: ''To wealien thie forces of
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the Chinese Communist Party, Chiang Kai-shek started a second
anti-Communist campaign in January 1941, IHe arbitrarily or=-
dered the headquarters of the New Fourth Army and a section of
that army numbering more than 10,000, which had hitherto been
stationed in southern Anhwei Province, to move to the north bank
of the Yangtse River. On January 7, while on the march, the New
Fourth Army was encircled and assailed by more than JG,00C Kao-
mintang troops and suffered tremendous losses, The commander of
the Army, Yeh Ting was taken prisoner and the Deputy Commander,
Hsiang Ying was killed in battle. HHaving carried out this plot,
Chiang Kai-shek immediately abolishied the designation of tae
New Fourth Army and ordered attacks on other sections of the
New Fourth Army. This incident was known as the 'Southern Anhwei
Incident.'”

Just imagine! In response to Chiang Kai-shek's ‘arbitrary
order’’ the Maoists sent 10,000 troops under their command march-
ing into Chiang's bloody trap! All in deference to Mao's policy
of avoiding a ‘rupture’’ with the Zuomintang. You would think
that after this second 'betrayal’ Mao would have altered hLis
collaborationist course. Paraphrasing an American military
hero, Mao's response was: Dgmnm the betrayals, full speed ahead!

Our historian tells us, for example, that, ‘the Southern
Anhwei Incident marked only the beginning of the Chinese people's
difficulties. As early as the beginning of January 1941,

Japan had concentrated more than 60 percent of its aggressive
forces on the fronts in the Liberated Areas which were located
in the enemy's rear, and intensified large-scale 'mopping-up'’
campaigns against the Liberated Areas, carrying out the policy
of 'Burn-all, Kill=all and Loot~all.,' The bulk of the Xuomine
tang troops behind the Japanese lines surrendered to the enemy
and became puppet troops. Over 90 nercent of these puppet troops
were employed, under the command of the Japanese invaders, in
attacking the Liberated Areas, Chiang Xai-shek had secretly
ordered many of his troops to surrender to the Japanese invaders
and then, under the command of the Japanese, to turn against the
Eighth Route Army and the New Fourth Army."

"Betrayal'’ number three! But iao would not be moved, The
next two years were years of ebb in the ‘patriotic War of Ree
sistance.” In June 1941, Hitler launched his military invasion
of the Soviet Union and the fascist juggernmaut rolled across
Russia to Stalingrad before being halted, In December 1941 came
the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor and America's entry into the
war., In a series of lightning military thrusts the Japanese
offensive shattered Anglo-American power in the Pacific., It was
not until 1943 that the tide of war turned against the axis
powers.
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The fate of the Chinese revolution was being decided by the
clash of arms beiween the world powers. The Maoists marked
time awaiting the ultimate decision, ''In such circumsiances,’
our historian informs us, ‘‘the Liberated Areas together with
their populations and troops diminished in size and encountered
great financial difficulties, The Party had to make still more
strenuous efforts to overcome such difficulties, It led all
the government offices, schools and troops in the Liberated
Areas to strive to be self-supporting by engaging in production
and carried out the policy of reducing the numbers of txoops,
raising their quality and simplifying government administration,
in order to lighten the burden on the people. At the same time,
emphasis was laid on leading the people to organize themselves
to develop agricultural production, in order to provide relief
in case of natural calamities, Side by side with the campaign
to develop production, the Party led the peasants to carry out a
large-scale movement to reduce rents and interest, (ily eraphasis)

The revival of the VWar of Resistance begins with the year
1943, The Pacific counter~offensive of American imperialism
brought military advisors, support and aid to Chlang Kai=ghel:'s
forces, Stalin, engaged in his own 'Patriotic War' in which
the central slogan was 'kill Germans,’'' relied heavily on his
allies for military assistance. In 1943 he announced the formal
dissolution of the Comintern. According to our historian, the
year 1943 was punctiuated by yet another Chiang Kai-shek ‘be-
trayal."

"NotW1thstand1ng his own corruption and isolation,’’ he in-
forms us, ‘‘Chiang Xai-shek, in 1943, still voc1fe£ously alleged
that the Communist Party had disrupted ‘'unity,' asked that a

‘punitive' campaign be launched against it and moved large nume
bers of troops in preparation for assaults on the Shensi-Kansu=
Ningsia border region. This was the Kuomintang's third anti-
Communist campaign.’

Chiang's anti-Communist phobia did not fit in with the plans
of his American “advisors’ who, out of military considerations
alone, if not because of the assurances they had received from
Stalin that the social revolution L:ad been postponed to the
Greekk Xalends, pressed for a ‘'united front" in the war against
Japan. Despite the latest ‘betrayal’’ our historian informs us:
“To reorganize the Kuomintang Govermment into a democratic
coalition government became the unanimous demand of all patrio~
tic people.’

With the end of the war approaching, we are informed that
"the Communist Party of China called its Seventh Party Congress
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in Yenan on April 24, 1945...The Seventh Party Congress unanie
mously adopted the General Programme of the Party and the
Party's general and concrete programmes for the period of the
New Democratic Revolution. It correctly analyzed the current
world and domestic situations and called upon the whole Party
and the people throughout the country to struggle for final
victory in the War of Resistance and for the establishmeni of a
democratic coalition govermment.'' (My emphasis)

The war in the Pacific ended with the aiom=bomb atrocities
against Hiroshima and Nagasaki. On August 3, 1945 the Soviet
Union declared war on Japan and invaded Manchuria. On August
14, Japan announced its unconditional surrender. The atom-
bombing of Japan has been correcily stigmatized as an unwarran-
ted atrocity intended more as a warning to Stalin than as a
valid military measure to force the capitulation of Japan, Des=~
pite the secret pacts at Yalta, Teheran, Casablanca, etc., etc.,
defining spheres of interest and division of the spoils, the
wartime allies did not trust each other. With the military de-
feat of the 'common enemy' the contradictions within the alliance
came to the fore, It was not long after the Japanese surrender
that charges and counter-charges were publicly aired leading
in 1946 to the outbreak of the 'cold war.™

In his article on ‘Where I Differ with Comrade Swabeck
on the China Question,’' Comrade Liang writes: "It was our joint
view that the 1946-49 struggle for power marked a dividing point,
a point of qualitative change, that saw the CCP become a gen=-
uine instrument of the socialist revolution.” There is no sup-
porting evidence for this view. On the contrary, the evidence
shows that the CCP never did become 'a genuine instrument of the
socialist revolution.

The author of "Thirty Years’ continues his narrative fol-
lowing the surrender of Japan: ''After thie conclusion of the Var
of Resistance, the Central Committee of the Chinese Communist
Party on August 25,1945, issued a Declaration Concerning the
Present Situation, which expressed the desire of the Chinese Com=-
munist Party for peace, democracy and unity. In order to realize
this desire, Comrade Mao Tse-tung went to Chungking on August
23 and conferred for more than a month with Chiang Xai-shek of
the Kuomintang. On October 10, the resulis of the conference
were finally made public. They contained many agreements on
measures to safeguard internal peace, The Chinese Communist
Party was ready to carry out faithfully these agreements to
which it was a party, and it had already begun to put them into
effect. But Chiang Kai-shek, on his part, regarded these agree-
ments as nothing but tricks to cover up his plans for starting
war." Another 'betrayal.'" But the end was not yet!
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Another agreement was concocted and, we are told, ‘''on Jan-
uvary 10, 1946, he (Chiang Kai-shek) issued a truce order and
called a Political Consultative Conference embracing all parties
and groups. At that time the American government also nominally
advocated a truce and sent George C. Marshall to replace Pat-
rick J. Hurley in carrying on 'mediation' in China's civil war
for the purpose of helping Chiang Kai-shek speed up his war
preparations under the cloak of 'mediation.' Shortly after the
ammouncement of the truce, Chiang Rai-shek ordered attacks
against the People's Liberation Army which had gone to Noxrth-
East China around the time of the Japanese surrender.’’

The history of the whole period reads like one wearisome
repetition of agreement=-truce~betrayal-war. Each time Chiang
Kai-shek was granited an interlude of ‘‘truce’ to prepare for
another assault, This continued until the spring of 1947, The
author of "Thirty Years'' relates:

'On October 11, 1946, Kuomintang troops occupied KXalgan,
one of the important cities in the Liberated Area of North China
at that time, On the afternoon of the same day Chiang Xai-shek
violated the resolution of the Political Consultative Conference
and ordered the convocation of a dictatorial bogus 'National
Assembly' which split up the nation...In Biarch 1947, the Kuomin-
tang reactionaries compelled the Chinese Communist Party to
withdraw its delegations in Nanking, Shanghai and Chungking to
Yenan,' (My emphasis) 'This," concludes the author, ‘shattered

all hopes of a peaceful settlement,'

It was not until October 1947 that the CCP broke with the
policy of coalition with Chiang Xai-shek and switched back to
their 1935 position of coalition with the ‘'progressive’’ landlords
rich and middle peasanis and national bourgeoisie.

On December 25, 1947, Mao Tse-tung made a report to the
Central Committee of the Communist Party of China, entitled:
Present Situation and Our Task8. It was published in this coun-
try in 1948 by New Century Publishers under the title: Turning
Point in China. On the shift in line, Mao states:

"The People's Liberation Army issued a manifesto in October
1947, in which it is stated: 'Unite the workers, peasants, sol=-
diers, students, and commercial elements, all oppressed classes,
all people's organizations, all democratic parties and groups,
all national minorities, overseas Chinese everywhere and other
patriotic elements -~ unite to organize a national united front
to strike down ithe dictatorial govermment of Chiang Kai-shek
and estabiish a democratic coalition governmeni.'” (My emphasis)
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Some bourgeois historians contend that it was the October
10, 1947 manifesto that marked a definitive break with Stalin
who had not formally repudiated his ‘'support' of Chiang. Not
true,

The 1946 Fulton Missouri speech of Winston Churchill
ushered in the era of cold war and signallized the open rupture
of the wartime alliance. The Marshall Plan for Europe was de-
signed to resuscitate the shattered economy and stabilize the
rule of the bourgeoisie. The Communist Parties were elbowed
out of the coalition governments in France and Italy. Stalin re-
acted with a shift to the left which brought down the jerry-buil:
coalitions in Eastern Europe setting in motion the process of
expropriations and nationalizations which transformed the states
of the '"buffer zone'’ into deformed workers states.,

Stalin's "left turn' was reflected in a shift in policy in
the CP's throughoui the world. (In this country, for example,
the American CP fostered a ‘‘third party’ movement, the Wallace
Progressive Party to contest the 1948 election., At that time,
Swabeck was one of a small group in Chicago who saw the Pro-
gressive Party development as the wave of the future and advoca-
ted “critical support.” A position which was rejected by the
party. It was later dropped by Swabeck himself without, however,
changing his view on the nature of the Progressive Party.)

Is it conceivable that the Stalin shift in line had no re~
flection in China? Mao tells us otherwise. In his December
25, 1947 report to the Central Committee of the CCP we are in-
formed: '"The anti-imperialist camp headed by the Soviet Union
has already been formed."

Again: "The various new democratic countries of Europe
are consolidating themselves internally and uniting with one
another., "

And: "The Communist parties of nine European countries have
organized an information bureau (the Cominform) and published
a summons to battle, calling on the people of the whole world
to arise in opposition to the imperialist plans of enslavement,’

Did the Communist Parties of the East European bloc thereby
cease to be Stalinisc? Yes and No! If we equate Stalinism with
the period of the war and the immediate post-war period, the
answer is yes. But if we use that criteria we would have to
say that the Stalin of 1946-49 also ceased to be a ''Stalinist."
This is the type of sophistry to which Liang resorts to but-
tress his contention that Illao broke with Stalinism in the period
1946-49,. The record proves otherwise,
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In his '"Where I Differ" statement, Liang avers ‘'Comrade
Swabeck and I elaborated a common viewpoint which holds that the
CCP, when it threw off the Moscow=-imposed shackles of people's
frontism and coalitionism, thereby ceased to be a Stalinist par-~
ty (more accurately, a Stalinized party) as we had always pre=-
viously understood it.' (My emphasis)

Precisely when did the shedding of the 'Moscow-imposed
shackles" occur? The manifesto of the People's Liberation Army
calling for armed struggle against Chiang was issued on October
10, 1947. 1If not 1946, was it then that ilao abandoned the pol=-
icy of people's frontism and coalitionism == ''in defiance of
Stalin?"

In his Pecember 25 report iMao insists that no such change
was envisioned., In fact he insists that: The new democratic
revolution is to eliminate only feudalism and monopoly capital-
ism, only the landlord class and the bureaucratic bourgeoisie
(big bourgeoisie) -- mnot capitalism in general and not the peity
and middle bourgeoisie, ‘Owing to the backwardness of China's
economy,’ he adds, it will be necessary to permit the existence,
for a long period, of the capitalist economy represented by the
broad petty bourgeoisie and the middle bourgeoisie even after the
nation-wide victory of the revolution,' (ily emphasis)

And ilao was as good as his word. After the fall of the
Kuomintang the Maoists established a coalition government, des=~
ignated the People's Republic of China., The First Plenary Ses-
sion of the Chinese People's Consultative Conference, meeting
on September 29, 1949, adopted ''the Organic Law'' of the new
government. Article I reads: 'The Chinese People's Political
Consultative Conference is the organization of the democratic
united front of the entire Chinese people. Its aim is to unite
all democratic classes and all nationalities throughout China by
establishing the unity of all democratic parties and groups and
peopleds organizations.' Mao establishes here a new ''Marxist-
Leninist' category -- ''democratic classes.' If this isn't peowi»
ple's frontism, Comrade Liang, what would you call it? Was this
step taken in '"'defiance' of Stalin? Why was it necessary, the
‘Master Bolshevik’' would have voted for it with both hands.

The October 10, 1947 manifesto calling for armed struggle
against Chiang met with a popular response from all sections of
the population with the exception of the narrow circle of com=
pradors grouped around Chiang. This corrupt gang of grasping,
greedy and degenerate parasites, were despised and hated by the
people. Unable and unwilling to conduct an effective struggle
against the hated Japanese invader Chiang became an object of
revulsion to virtually the entire Chinese population. The Xuo-



mintang was rotten to the core. It could not rely for support
either on the people or the IKMT armed forces which disintegrated
in the course of the civil war, tens of thousands going over

to the "People's Liberation Army." Short of direct, massive
military intervention by its American ‘'ally’ the Chlang regime
was doomed.

Much as they would have liked to do so, the American im-
perialists were unable to commit the forces necessary to fight
a war in China. Washington was beset with its own difficulties
and problems. The post-war strike wave in the U.S., the growing
clamor to 'bring the boys home'' which developed into an organ=
ized movement in the armed forces, the massive aid, both econe
omic, political and military requlred in Europe to bolster the
shaky bourgeois regimes, made it impossible for Washington to
embark on a military adventure to ‘‘save' China.

It was against this background that the CCP rode to power
on the crest of a revolutionary wave of popular revolit. But
did the CCP provide a genuine revolutionary leadership, as we
are now told by the Swabeck-Liang bloc? At each step of the
development the CCP was literally forced to take measures con-
trary to their stated program and often in onp051t10n to their
desires in a fight for survival., This was true of the alleged
Maoist form of ‘coalition’’ with Chiang's Kuomintang which dif=
fered fundamentally with that of the second Chinese revolution
in 1926-27.

But there is no evidence that Stalin insisited or pressed
for a repetition of the 19206-27 debacle. 'Mhatever illusions
Stalin may have had then were shattered in the subsequent period.
He was well aware that a 1920-27 type coalition would mean
suicide -~ physically =~ for the CCP, TFrom his own narrow,
bureaucratic interests Stalin stood in mortcal dread of a China
dominated by either Japan or the United States, TFor the CC? io
serve as an effective curb on Chiang it would have to retain 1ts
primary instrumenc of power, its armed contingents. 7%... L.

The "left" shift beginning in 1946 signified no fundamental
change in Stalin or Stalinism but expressed the interests of the
Soviet bureaucracy which sought to cefend its home base, the
Soviet Union, from the imperialist threat of armed encirclement
and war. While there were undoubtedly conflicts and friction
over tactical questions there is no reason to believe, and the
record fails to show, any definitive ‘'break’’ between Stalin
and HMao.

Was there any ‘break’ so far as the conduct of the civil
war was concerned? Ve are told that the CCP carried on a con-
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sistant ‘'revolutionary policy' during the entire period of the
civil war, Let's examine this claim. The most burning social
problem in China was that of the Agrarian Reform, This was the
foremost of the uncompleted tasks of the bourgeois democratic
revolutions of 1911 and 1926~27. In his December 25, 1947 re=-
port, Mao outlines the shifts in policy on this question and
how they occurred,

"During the anti-Japanese war,’ he affirms, ‘'for the sake
of establishing an anti-Japanese united front with the Kuomin-
tang and uniting all people who at the time were still capable
of resisting Japan, our Party.on its own initiative changed
from the policy before the anti-Japanese war of confiscating
landlord's lands and distributing them to the peasants to that
of reducing rents and interest,’’ ‘"This,' he insists, ‘'was en-
tirely necessary.'

However: After the Japanese surrender, the peasants urgent-
ly demanded the land and we, therefore, made a timely decision
to change the agrarian policy of reducing rents and interest to
one of confiscating the lands of the landloird class and distri-
buting them to the peasants,’ (iy emphasis) In other words, the
CCP had to run like hell to catch up with their followers,

The peasants were no longer to be put off with promises.
They ‘'urgently demanded the land,’ and, in fact, proceeded to
carry out their own expropriations, which led the CCP to ‘make
a timely decision to change the agrarian policy."

Writing of these events while they were still fresh and
before memory and brain became befogged with the effluvia of
Mao's ‘Great Leap’' into the People's Communes, the erstwhile
Trotskyist specialist on China, Li Fu-jen, confirmed these facts.
In a review of Jack Belden's book, China Shakes the World, ex-
tending over two issues of The Militant, Feb. 27 and ilarch 13,
1950, Li Fu~jen writes:

"It was only under the urgent pressure of the impatient pea-
sant masses that they (CCP) finally went over to a program of
land expropriation with the cry of 'land to the landless,' As
Belden puts it, 'with the Japanese surrender...poorer peasants
could no longer be put off with talk.' They wanted the land,
Had the Stalinists not agreed to give it to them, they would
have taken it themselves, in fact were already doing so.

"Moscow's Chinese henchmen are here revealed very clearly,
not as revolutionary leaders of the masses, but as opponents
of revolutionary action. The restraints imposed upon the
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peasants by their supposed leaders were excused on the familiar
ground of the need for 'national unity' against the imperialist
invader, Belden accepts this excuse, as he does most of the
Stalinist apologetics,'

Sounds like a polemic against Swabeck, doesn't it? And
Swabeck can hardly claim that the above was written 'in the
white heat of anger over Stalin's terrible blood-baths in Mos=-
cow!' From the same review =-- on the alleged 'break’’ with

Stalin over the policy of coalition with Chiang:

"The banner of agrarian revolution was not unfolded until
more than two years after the defeat of Japan, During the war,
the Stalinists pursued a policy of class collaboration in the
alleged interests of the struggle against the foreign invader,
With the war over, they strove with might and main to forge
a 'coalition' with Chiang Kai-shek, Only when this effort
failed because of the obstinate refusal of Chiang and his land-
lord capitalist backers to make any concessions, did the
Stalinists declare open war on agrarian 'feudalism' and call
for the destruction of the Kuomintang regime.’

iow does this account by Li Fu-jen square with Liang's
current thesis of the qualitative change in the CCP during the
period 1946-49? Wouldn't we be justified in saying of Liang
what Li Fu~jen says of Belden: 'Conscientious as a reporter, he
is careless in dealing with the past, falls into repeated
error, accepts Stalinist political double=-talk as objective
truth, and ends up in a sticky mess of confusion."

The complete absence of a conscious revolutionary poli-
cy exacted a frightful toll of human lives and prolonged the
agony of the war and civil war. The ‘Var of Resistance’ against
Japan was fought as a 'patriotic' war, The Japanese invasion
armies were composed of workers and peasants who had no more
love for the Mikado and his coterie of military-fascist generals
than did the Chinese people for Chiang Kai-shek, With a revolu-
tionary policy it would have been possible to set in motion a
process of social revolution in China thai would have infected
the Japanese troops, undermined their morale, aroused their
sympathy, and inspired them to setitle accounts with their owm
exploiters.

That was the policy of the Red Army under Trotsky's leader-
ship in the Russian Revolution where, under incomparably more
difficult circumstances, fighting a war on 21 fronts against
the armies of the Whites and imperialist military contingents,
Bolshevik revolutionary propaganda undermined the legions of
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the counter-revolution, infected the troops of the Kauser's
inzperial army, and set in motion a process of revolutionary up-
heaval throughout Europe.

But Mao and Company strictly adhered to the patterm set
by Stalin's 'Patriotic War" in which the central slogan was:
Kill Germans. By this policy Stalin drove the German workers
back into the arms of the hated Hitler, throttled any hope of
a revolutionary development in Europe, propped up the tottering
capitalist structures through his “coalition' policy, planted
the seed of future war by his German policy, and helped preserve
and perpetuate the decaying capitalist order which now threatens
the very future of mankind with nuclear annihilation,

With the surrender of Japan the policy of Mao in China was
to circumscribe, limit and control, the revolutionary develop-
ment, Vith the exception of the agrarian reform which was
literally forced on the CCP the HMao policy was to confine the
civil war to purely military means, There was no call to the
workers in the cities to rise and take the power. On the con-
trary, despite spontaneous risings in Shanghai and elsewhere,
the workers were discouraged from taking the revolutionary road
to power, Mao and Company were fully aware that an insurrec=
tionary struggle for power in the cities would have doomed their
plans for a people's front coalition government and endangered
their aim to establish their "monolithic’’ control of the state.

In his Belden review, Li Fu-jen comments on this aspect
of the development. Belden, he observes, ''should reflect upon
what the Stalinists did in the great industrial city of Shang-
hai, where they imposed a ban on strikes, instituted compul=-
sory arbitration, slashed wages, and 1engthened the working day.
What we see throughout,' he concludes, 'is not some episodic
deviation or accidental political aberration, but a consistent
pattern of policy and conduci which suggests, not a party of
genuine revolutionists, but a coterie of political adventurers."

Not the least of the results of CCP policy toward the
workers in the cities was that it permitted Chiang Xai-shek to
escape from the mainland with part of his army and set himself
up in Taiwan (Formosa) as the "“legitimate'’ ruler of China. A
workers revolution in the cities would have made impossible .
Chiang Kai-shek's flight to Formosa. Through puppet Chiang Kai-
shek American imperialism has established a beach-head off the
China coast., This is not the least part of the price paid by
Mao's people's front coalition policy in China.

Vaut, 1, Lar?,
wvede Sedeke Rk
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If this article seems to be heavily weighted on the
"critical” side, I feel that it is necessary to refute the
myth of Maoism which the Liang-Swabeck bloc utilizes as a
springboard to launch an attack upon the basic tenets of
Trotskyism, To this end, the history of the Chinese develop~
ment has been distorted, perverted and falsified, Liang's
"eritical support’ differs from Swabeck's uncritical panegyric
about Maoism which seeks to whitewash Stalinism in China
from the year 1927, The fact that Liang dates Mao's resur=
rection from the year 1946 doesn't make the ‘‘sticky mess’ any
more palatable.

July 1963

THE END



	v24n31-jul-1963-disc-bul382
	v24n31-jul-1963-disc-bul383
	v24n31-jul-1963-disc-bul384
	v24n31-jul-1963-disc-bul385
	v24n31-jul-1963-disc-bul386

