
http://www.blackvault.com/


". 
APPROVED FOR RELEASE 
DATE: MAY 2007 

OCI No. 5132/61 
Copy No. 

,I35 
i 

EO 1 2 9 5 8  6 . 2 (  

CURRENT IIITELLIGENCE STAFF STUDY 

f 

\ 

MA0 TSE-TUNG AND HISTORICAL MATERIALISM 

111. "CONTRADICTIONS" IN A "SOCIALIST" SOCIETY 

(Reference T i t  le : POLO XIII-61) 

Off ice of Current Intelligence 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 



I 

MA0 TSE-TUNG AND HISTORICAL MATERIALISM 

I 11, tt~NTRADICTIONS" IN A "SOCIALIST" WCIETY 
L. 

This  I s  a working paper,  t h e  f i f t h  and las t  of a series 
on M a 0  Tae-tung as a Marxist phi losopher .  The first discussed 
YIao's cont r ibu t ions-a l leged  and aotual--to dialectical mate- 
rialism, and t h e  l as t  f o u r  h i s  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  t o  aspects of 
historical materialism. This p a r t i c u l a r  paper is published 
s l i g h t l y  o u t  of sequence; in t h e  collected papers, it should 
precede t h e  recent ly-publ ished paper on Mao's c o n t r i b u t i o n s  
t o  d o c t r i n e  on t h e  " t r a n s i t i o n  t o  ' soc ia l i sm.  ' W  

Arthur Cohen of the China Divis ion  of the Sino-Soviet Bloc Area. 
The Sino-Soviet S t u d i e s  Group would welcome comment on t h e  
paper, addressed t o  b¶r. %hen, who is now a member of t h e  group, 

This  paper w a s  w r i t t e n ,  as was each of t h e  o t h e r  f o u r ,  by 

I*.& r----l 
I I 
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Lenin maintained t h a t  l t cont rad ic t lons t l  would still ex is t  
in a ltsocialistlt s o c i e t y ,  bu t  t ha t  these would not  be "antago- 
n i s t i c . "  Chinese theor i s t s  acknowledge t h i s  as Lenin's posi-  
t i o n ,  b u t  p o i n t  o u t  t h a t  he d id  no t  develop t h i s  thought .  

by Sovie t  theoris ts  after 1935, are also minimized by Pelping. 

genera l  t heo ry  of "cont rad ic t ions"  t o  the specif ic matter of 
product ion,  developing the  t h e o r y  of c o n t r a d i c t i o n  between 
product ive  forces and the  r e l a t i o n s  of production. Actual ly ,  
Mao's pronouncements on t h i s  ques t ion  (1957) do not  seem to  
d i f f e r  from S t a l i n ' s  (1952). Nei ther  S t a l i n  nor  Mao d i d  any- 
t h i n g  more than  t o  assert t h a t  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  of t h i s  kind 
"cannot lt be an tagon i s t  i c  . 

. S t a l i n ' s  d i scuss ions  of the concept,  and developments of it 

Chinese theorists allege t h a t  Mao Tse-tung applied t h e  

The Chinese also c l a i m  t h a t  M a o  developed the concept of 
c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  among t h e  people--by desc r ib ing  these also as 
non-antagonis t ic  and c l e a r l y  d i f f e r e n t  from c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  w i t h  
t h e  enemy. Yao's "people1t by d e f i n i t i o n  are t hose  who are 
non-antagonis t ic  t o  t h e  regime. The t lcontr ibut ion*t  of Ma0 
seems t o  l i e  in i nc lud ing  the n a t i o n a l  bourgeois ie  among t h e  
"people,11 but  even here Mao owe8 other Chinese theorists a 
heavy debt. 

Mao's p r i n c i p a l  t i t l e  t o  o r i g i n a l i t y  on t t cont rad ic t ions l l  
is i n  r e s p e c t  to  a matter on which Chinese theorists e n t e r  no 
claim for him. That is, Mao in 1957 exp l i c i t l y  rejected t h e  
Communist f i c t i o n  tha t  there cannot be c o n t r a d i c t  i ons  between 
t h e  leaders and the  l ed  i n  a society. Mao's en- 
couragement ( i n  1967) of cri t icism of t h e  Chinese pa r ty  from 
o u t s i d e  t h e  p a r t y  and by the  whole populace w a s  a l s o  unpreced- 
en ted ,  88 w a s  h i s  stated t o l e r a t i o n  of "smallt1 strikes. MOSCOW, 
recognizing t h a t  these innovat ions c o n s t i t u t e d  a rebuke t o  
Sovie t  methods, disapproved of a l l  three of them. 

c i s m  would show t h e  bloc how t o  r e s b l v e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  among 
t h e  people  proper ly ,  p revent ing  these from becoming a n t a g o n i s t i c .  
O u t  of v a n i t y  and obs t inacy ,  he persisted in h i s  experiment 

M a o  bel ieved  i n  1957 t h a t  h i s  p o l i c y  of encouraging c r i t i -  

- i -  
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for  some t i m e  after it had gone wrong, and he has sus t a ined  
an i l l u s i o n  of criticism ever since. However, h i s  suppress ion  
of genuine criticism after mid-1957 w a s  a clear retreat from 
h i s  doctrine. 

Of Mao's %ontrlbutlons"--the thesis of leaders-led con- 
t r a d i c t i o n ,  encouragement of non-Communist criticism, t o l e r a -  
t i o n  of s m a l l  strikes, and t h e  thesis of non-antagonlstic con- 
t r a d i c t i o n  between t h e  na t iona l  bourgeois ie  and t h e  working 
class--only the last is an acceptab le  topic of d i scuss ion  to- 
day. The "Hundred Flowers" pol icy of 1961 is far f r o m  the 
policy of 1957. 

. .  
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MA0 TSE-TUNG AND HISTORICAL MATERIALISM 

111. "CONTRADICTIONS" I N  A "SOCIALIST" SOCIETY* 

Adopting an idea of e a r l y  Greek phi losophers ,  Hegel held 
t h a t  oppos i t i ons ,  which he also called con t r ad ic t ions ,  are found 
everywhere i n  n a t u r e  and thought and t h a t  h i s t o r y  proceeds 
through them. Yarx accepted t h i s  in par t  bu t  stressed t h e  con- 
cept of fgclasstl,  maintaining tha t  class c o n t r a d i c t i o n  is t he  
d r i v i n g  force of a l l  social development. The appearance of 
a major c o n t r a d i c t i o n  between t h e  bourgeois ie  and t h e  prole-  
t a r i a t  i n  capi ta l is t  sooiety would be, Marx asserted, the  , '  
harbinger  of t h e  u l t i m a t e  demise of t h a t  society and of t h e  
v i c t o r y  of t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t .  He made no comment,. however, re- 
garding c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  i n  a nclasslessl* society-- the envisaged 
Communist society. 

"Non-ant agon ist icf* Cont rad ic t  i ons  
I 

I t  888 Lenln who maintained t h a t  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  would still 
ex is t  under "socialism. In  d i scuss ing  class s t r u g g l e ,  Marx 
had used the  terms "antagonism'* and "con t r ad ic t  ion" interchange- 
ably. (1) Lenin,  however, a t  times did  not :  

Antagonism and con t r ad ic t ion  are by no means 
t h e  sane. Under soc ia l i sm t h e  first will vanish ,  
t h e  second w i l l  remain. If in developed s o c i a l -  
i s m  there were no c o n t r a d i c t  ions--contradict ions 

*"Contradict ion ,  in Communist vocabulary,  is v a r i o u s l y  
used to expres s  t h e  ideas of d i s s imi l a r i t y ,  mutual oppos i t ion ,  
c o n t r a r i e t y ,  c o n f l i c t ,  and antagoniBm. It is, t h e r e f o r e ,  
adaptable t o  almost any u s e  by a c l e v e r  writer o r  leader. 
These d i scuss ions  o f t e n  seem t o  be a s t u p i d  and tiresome 
ve rba l  game, but  real  i s s u e s  are somet hues being discussed'. ' 



between product ive  forces and relations of pro- 
d u c t i o n ,  between product ion and demand, no con- 
t r a d i c t i o n s  in t h e  development of technique,  etc.-- I 

then t h e  development of socialism would be impos- 
sible, then Ins tead  of movement w e  should have 
s t a g n a t i o n .  (2) 

between t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t  and t h e  peasant ry ,  which t o g e t h e r  w i t h  
other " i n t e r n a l  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s ,  is perpe tua ted  by t h e  Continued 
ex i s t ence  of ? ' ex te rna l  c o n t r a d i c t  ion" between capi ta l  1st states 
and t he  Sovie t  Union. S t a l i n  enumerated more i n t e r n a l  con- 
t r a d i c t i o n s  i n  h i s  speech t o  t h e  Stakhanovi tes  in 1935. (7)  
In h i s  Letter t o  Ivanov of 1938, he implied t h a t  t h e  i n t e r n a l  
c o n t r a d k t i o n s  had been solved,  bu t  in Economic Problems of 

ex i s t ence  under l%ocial lsm.  rT 

I 
I 
I 

Social ism in t h e  UBSR (1952), S t a l i n  once aga in  conceded their  I 

N o t  antagonism b u t  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s ,  which according t o  Marx were 
t h e  motive forces of a l l  social development, were t h u s  t o  con- 
t i n u e  under "developed socialism. '' 

Chinese Communist theorists acknowledge Lenin's contr ibu-  
t i o n  t o  t h e  matter of c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  i n  a " s o c i a l i s t "  society. , 
And w e l l  t hey  might ,  as Mao himsel f ,  i n  On Contrad ic t ion  (farst 
publ ished in China in Apri l  1952), quotes  Len in ' s  abovementioned 
s ta tement .  (3) 

. '  
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Lenin's s ta tement  t h a t  antagonism would d isappear  and 
S t a l i n ' s  1925 p o s i t i o n  t h a t  " i n t e r n a l  con t r ad ic t ions"  could 
be reso lved  on t h e  basis  of common i n t e r e s t s  provided t h e  
foundat ion for a gene ra l  theory of %on-antagonist ic" con- 
t r a d i c t i o n s .  Sovie t  writers had begun t o  develop t h e  theo ry  
by 1935. Thus in t h e  Soviet  Textbook of Marxist Philosophy, 
a d i s t i n c t i o n  is made between "an tagon i s t i c  con t r ad ic t ions . .  . 
and c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  t h a t  do not  have an a n t a g o n i s t i c  character.... 
Not a l l  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  are an tagon i s t i c . "  ( 8 )  A s i m i l a r  
d i s t i n c t i o n  is made in 1935 i n  an  art icle i n  the  Great Sovie t  
Encyclopedia. (9) In 1939, M. Rozental and P. ftudin wrote 
B a t  " th  e c o n t r a d i c t i o n  between t h e  working class and t h e  
working peasant ry  does not  carry t h e  character of antagonism.'1 (10) 

$ 

S t a r t i n g  in 1947, d i scuss ion  of non-antagonistic contra- 
d i c t i o n s ,  increased  among Sovie t  theorists. A. Zhdanov gave + . 
n a t i o n a l  and i n t e r n a t i o n a l  prominence t o  t h e  view th$t "cri t i-  . 
c i s m  and self-criticism" would s e r v e  85 a technique for pre- 
ven t ing  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  from becoming a n t a g o n i s t i c .  (11) P. 
Yudin in 1948 d i s t ingu i shed  'Idif f e r e n t  types of cont rad ic t ions ."  
l tCbnt rad ic t ions  and antagonisms are not  one and t h e  same t h i n g .  
There are c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  t h a t  are a n t a g o n i s t i c  and not  antago- 
n i s t i c . "  (12) Enlarging t h e i r  1939 s t a t e m e n t  on cont rad ic-  
t i o n ,  Rosental  and Yudin stated i n  1951 t h a t  "Marxist dialec- 
t ics  d i s t i n g u i s h e s  a n t a g o n i s t i c  and non-antagonis t ic  contsadic-  
t i o n s . .  . . The Sovie t  Union gave a clear example and model of 
t h e  r e s o l u t i o n  of the non-antagonis t ic  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  between 
t h e  working class and t h e  peasant ry ,  which had enormous i n t s r -  
n a t i o n a l  s i g n i f i c a n c e  ." (13) The au tho r s  seemed t o  predic t  
t ha t  other b loc  c o u n t r i e s  w i l l  follow t h e  Sovie t  precedent i n  
handl ing non-antagonis t ic  c o n t r a d i c t  ions : V.ountries of peo- 
ple's democracy are l e a r n i n g  by t h e  great example of t h e  Sovie t  
Union how, on the basis  of t h e  worker-peasant a l l i a n c e ,  t o  
overcome t h e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  which still exist  between them and 
t o  t u r n  small, fragmented a g r i c d t w r e  i n t o  large-scale social- 
ist a g r i c u l t u r e .  With t h e  v i c t o r y  of socialism, t h e  antagonis- 
t i c  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  i n s i d e  t h e  country d isappears . .  . . Lenin and 
S t a l i n  teach tha t  under soc ia l i sm,  a n t a g o n i s t i c  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  
d isappear ,  bu t  t h a t  non-antagonis t ic  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  remain.'' (14) 
And i n  Avgust 1951, t h e  Sovie t  theorist B. Kedrov wrote i n  
Bo1 ' shevik  t h a t  "The Marxist dialectic recognizes  t w o  funda- 
mental types of con t r ad ic t ions :  a n t a g o n i s t i c  and non-antago- 
n i s t i c  con t r ad ic t ions . "  (15) 
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C l a i m s  for  Mao: The "Basic" Cont rad ic t ion  

It is alleged by t h e  Chinese  theorists t h a t  Mao went well 
beyond t h e  Sovie t  gene ra l  t heo ry  of c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  under  "so- 
cialism." That is, Mao took t h e  gene ra l  theory  and appl ied  
it t o  t h e  s p e c i f i c  matter of product ion.  In  a j o i n t l y  w r i t t e n  
art icle,  three Chinese writers claim t h a t  Mae's On t h e  Problem 
of the Correct Handling of Con t rad ic t ions  Among t h e  People (June 

) is Ira great c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  t h e  theo ry  of t h  e basic con- 
t r a d i c t i o n  i n  a socialist  s o c i e t y , "  t h e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  between 
t h e  product ive  f o r c e s  and the r e l a t i o n s  of production. (16) 
This  par t icu lar  claim w a s  made i n  June 1958 on the  first anni- 
ve r sa ry  of t h e  p u b l i c a t  ion  of Mae's abovementioned article. 

I - +  The basis for  t h i s  claim is M8QQS s ta tement  of June 1957 
tha t  "The basic c o n t r a d i c t i o n  in a socialist  s o c i e t y  is*still 
between t h e  product ive f o r c e s  and t h e  r e l a t i o n s  of product ion,  
between t h e  s u p e r s t r u c t u r e  and t h e  economic base." "There is 
conformity as w e l l  as c o n t r a d i c t i o n  between t h e  r e l a t i o n s  of 
product ion  and the  development of the product ive fo rces ;  s i m i -  
l a r l y ,  there is conformity as w e l l  as c o n t r a d i c t i o n  between 
the  s u p e r s t r u c t u r e  and the  economic base." (17) 

theo ry  of t h e  b a s i c  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  i n  product ion.  S t a l i n  had 
begun t o  elaborate on t h e  theo ry  i n  1952. On 2 October 1952, 
letters w r i t t e n  by S t a l i n  months earlier were publ ished under 
t h e  t i t l e  Economic Problems of Socialism i n  t h e  USSR. Cer ta in  
Soviet  p o l i t i c a l  economists apparently had w r i t t e n  that  t h e  

c 

Actual ly ,  Mao seems t o  have added nothing o r i g i n a l  t o  t h e  

p o s s i b i l i t y  of a c o n t r a d i c t i o n  between t h e  product ive forces 
and r e l a t i o n s  of product ion i n  Sovie t  s o c i e t y  d i d  not  e x i s t ,  
One Yaroshenko was condemned by S t a l i n  In t h i s  way: 

Comrade Yaroshenko is mistaken i n  a f f i rming  tha t  
under s o c i a l i s m  there are no c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  be- 
tween r e l a t i o n s  of product ion and the product ive 
f o r c e s  of s o c i e t y  ..., It  would be wrong t o  be 
complacent...and imagine t h a t  there are no con- 
t r a d i c t i o n s  between our  product ive  f o r c e s  and re- 
l a t i o n s  of product ion.  Con t rad ic t ions  there de f i -  
n i t e l y  are and w i l l  be, s i n c e  t h e  development of 
product ion  lags and w i l l  l ag  behind t h e  develop- 
ment of product ive  forces. (18) 
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S t a l i n  went on t o  deny, in l i n e  wi th  Lenin ' s  s ta tement ,  t h a t  
t h e s e  c o n t r a d i c t  i ons  would become an tagon i s t i c :  "With a cor- 
rect p o l i c y  on t h e  part  of t h e  d i r e c t i n g  agencies ,  these con- 
t r a d i c t i o n s  cannot  t u r n  i n t o  antagonism and matters here can- 
no t  go so f a r  as a c o n f l i c t  between r e l a t i o n s  of product ion 
and s o c i e t y ' s  p roduct ive  forces .11 Mao's genera l  s ta tement  on 
contradictions-which was made i n  h i s  June 1957 article--is 
s i m i l a r  t o  S t a l i n ' s  1952 remark. Mao stated t h a t  V o n t r a d i c -  
t ions  i n  social is t  s o c i e t y  are. . , not  a n t a g o n i s t i c  and can be 
reso lved  one after t h e  other by t h e  socialist system itself.' '  (19) 

T h e o r i s t  Ts. Stepanyan more f u l l y  expounded (in 1955) 
t h e  theory  of the  basic c o n t r a d i c t i o n  under   sociali ism.'^ In 
a d e f i n i t i v e  a r t i c l e ,  Stepanyan says t h a t  "The basic cont rad ic-  
t i o n  of t h e  social is t  s t r u c t u r e  is p a r t i c u l a r l y  manifest  i n  
the  general c o n t r a d i c t i o n  between t h e  product ive  forces and 
t h e  r e l a t i o n s  of production." (20) He goes on t o  l i n k  t h e  
basic c o n t r a d i c t i o n  w i t h  t h e  supers t ruc ture- - to  which t h e  
"needs of a l l  t h e  people" belong--and t h e  base--to which ccpro- 
duc t ion  of material" goods belong: "The basic c o n t r a d i c t i o n  
under socialism is t h e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  between the l i m i t l e s s l y  
growing needs of a l l  t h e  people and the  stage of development 
of t he  product ion of material and c u l t u r a l  goods which has 
been achieved i n  each given period." O t h e r  Sovie t  t h e o r i s t s  
described t h e  basic c o n t r a d i c t i o n  as **the c o n t r a d i c t i o n  be- 
tween t h e  l i m i t l e s s l y  growing material and c u l t u r a l  demands 
of s o c i e t y  and t h e  stage of development of product ion reached 
i n  a given pe r iod ,  as w e l l  a s  the c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  between the  
new product ive  forces and t h e  o l d  aspects of t h e  r e l a t i o n s  of 
product Ion. (21) 

Yao's 1957 s ta tement  on t h e  basic c o n t r a d i c t i o n  as a con- I 

t r ad ic t ion  between product ive  forces and r e l a t i o n s ,  between 
s u p e r s t r u c t u r e  and base is not  a "grea t  con t r ibu t ion"  t o  t h e  
the.ory of basic c o n t r a d i c t i o n ,  It is merely a paraphrase of 
Sovie t  views expressed g e n e r a l l y  by S t a l i n  in 1952 and i n  de- 
t a i l  and p r e c i s i o n  by Stepanyan in 1955. (22) 

I 
I 

Contrad ic t ions  I'Among t h e  People" 

I Theor i s t  A i  Ssu-chi claims t h a t  Mao*8 June 1957 ar t ic le  
" f u r t h e r  develops Lenin ' s  viewpoint" on con$radic t ions  under 1 

"social iem.  '* (23) ITomrade Mao Tse-tung .....,pg$ n t s  o u t  t ha t  I 
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i n  a socialist  s o c i e t y  t h e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  among t h e  people is 
non-antagonis t ic  . I 1  

term working class in MaoOs vocabulary,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  1957, 
and had come t o  mean a l l  those l o y a l  t o  t h e  regime regardless 
of class.  Theorist Pang Tzu-nien s a y s ,  "Chairman MaoOs great 
con lx ibu t ion  t o  t h e  Marxist theory  of s ta te  i n  h i s  ar t ic le  On 
t h e  Problem of t h e  Correct Handling of Contrad ic t ions  Among- 
%he People is t h i  s: 
enemy-ourselves c o n t r a d i c t i o n  and t h e  con t r ad ic t ion  among-the- 
people.  He a l s o  made a s c i e n t  if ic, historical materialist 
d e f i n i t i o n  of t h e  concept,  gpeople .  ' 'I  (24) Mao apparent ly  
drew t h i s  d i s t i n c t i o n  for CCP cadres in order t o  correct t h e i r  
S t a l i n i s t  way of a t t a c k i n g  as "counterrevolut ionary" any minor 
p o l i t i c a l  mistake of t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l s  ( inc luding  young s tuden t s )  
and t h e  remaining c a p i t a l i s t s  e 

The t e r m  "people" had l a r g e l y  rep laced  t h e  

he drew a sha rp  d i s t i n c t i o n  between tfie 

Because Mao . included t h e  n a t i o n a l  bo ikgeois ie  in t h e  con- 
cept "people," t h e  claim t h a t  he had made a c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  
Communist d o c t r i n e  on t h i s  p o i n t  appears t o  be, on first con- 
s i d e r a t i o n ,  v a l i d .  In h i s  article On the  Problem of t h e  COP- 
rect Handling of Contrad ic t ions  Among t h e  People,  Mao says t h a t  
hIn our  country,  t h e  contpadic t ion  between t h e  working class 
and t h e  n a t i o n a l  bourgeois ie  is a c o n t r a d i c t i o n  among t h e  peo- 
p l e .  The class s t r u g g l e  waged batween the t w o  is, by and l a r g e ,  
a class struggle wi th in  t h e  ranks of t h e  people." (253 Marx- 
i s t s - L e n i n i s t s  have maintained t h a t  temporary, tact ical  compro- 
mises w i t h  t h e  bourgeois ie  are f r e q u e n t l y  necessary i n  t h e  
course of t h e  lldemocraticll ?evolut ion but  have i n s i s t e d  t h a t  
such compromises must be temporary because t h e  "cont rad ic t ion"  
between t h e  proletariat  and t h e  bourgeois ie  is b a s i c a l l y  and 
in t h e  long-run a n t a g o n i s t i c ,  e s p e c i a l l y  dur ing  t h e  "socialist" 
r evo lu t ion .  Wao, however, s a y s  not on ly  t h a t  temporary com- 
promises are necessary dur ing  t h e  lldemocrat ic" r evo lu t ion ,  bu t  
also t h a t  even dur ing  the%ocialistfl  r evo lu t ion  an a l l i a n c e  
can be s u s t a i n e d  wi th  a s e c t i o n  of t h e  bourgeois ie ,  as t hey  
are not  t o  be counted among t h e  enemy, W e  can ag ree  w i t h  Sun 
Ting-kuo t h a t  "Never before i n  h i s t o r y  has  t h i s  been w r i t t e n  
dur ing  t h e  stage of social is t  revolu t ion ."  

h i s  own theorists a heavy debt  for the- claim of o r i g i n a l i t y .  
Sun Ting-kuo s a y s  t h a t  "Regarding t h e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  between 
Ch inaPs  bourgeois ie  and t h e  working class, Chairman Mao b r i l -  
l i a n t l y  expounded the view t h a t  t h i s  Cont rad ic t ion  has  an an- 
t a g o n i s t  i c  a spec t  and non-antagonist ic  aspec t  " '' B u t  on t h i s  

(26) 

On second cons ide ra t ion ,  however, it appears  t h a t  Mao owes 

. * .  
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mat te r ,  Mao had merely selected one of f o u r  p o s i t i o n s  a r r i v e d  
a t  by va r ious  top- leve l  Chinese Communist t h e o r i s t s  du r ing  a 
conference sponsored by t h e  Ph i losoph ica l  Research Office, 
Academy of Sciences China. Stepanyane s ar t ic le ,  which had 
sparked a debate  i n  t h e  USSR, w a s  followed by a s imilar  debate 
i n  China. The conference,  held on 22 and 23 October 1956, 
heard t h e  views of (among others) theorists Kuan Feng, Feng 
Ting, Ho Wei, , Su % i n ,  and A i  Ssu-chi. Discussing t h e  "nature  
of t h e  bourgeoisie-working class c o n t r a d i c t i o n  dur ing  China 's  
t r a n s i t i o n  period," t h e  scholars a r r i v e d  a t  fou r  d i f f e r e n t  
pos it ions : 

One opinion held t h a t  t h e  hurgeois ie-work-  
i n g  class ?con t rad ic t ion  d u r i n g  China's t r an -  
s i t i o n  is of a dua l  n a t u r e ,  inc luding  antago- 
n i s t  ic  and non-antagonist  i'c contradict ion. 

One opinion held t h a t  t h i s  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  is 
b a s i c a l l y  non-antagonis t ic ;  b u t  there is an 
aspect i n  which antagonism is unavoidable. 
The method of peaceful t ransformat ion  is 
b a s i c a l l y  non-antagonis t ic ,  but  it inc ludes  
an aspect of antagonism in s o l v i n g  t h i s  con- 
t r ad ic t  ion. 

One opin ion  held tha t  t h e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  is 
antagonis t ic , ,  b u t  a n t a g o n i s t i c  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  
can be so lved  by asn-antagonis t ic  methods. 

One opin ion  held t h a t  t h e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  is 
a n t a g o n i s t i c  and the method of s o l v i n g  it 
is also an tagon ia t i c .  (27)  

.. . 

. . .  

. .  

. *.. 

. .  

What is t h e  e x t e n t  of MaoPs o r i g i n a l i t y  on t h e  matter of t h e  
c o n t r a d i c t i o n  between t h e  bourgeois ie  and t h e  working class? 
It is mere ly  t h a t  he appears t o  have selected t h e  second posi- 
t i o n  and incorpora ted  it i n t o  h i s  June 1957 article. 

Mao s L iber a1 izat ion  

I t  is on more practical matters t h a t  MaoOs February 1957 
speech and t h e  June ar t ic le  ( rev ised)  .based on it show real 
o r i g i n a l i t y .  In h i s  e f f o r t  t o  g a i n  the l o s t  confidence of 
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Chinese i n t e l l e c t u a l s  and t o  r e c t i f y  bu reauc ra t i c  practices 
of CCP cadres, Mao discarded a t  least one theory ,  one f i c t i o n .  
Mao exp l i c i t l y  rejected t h e  Communist f i c t i o n  tha t  there could 
be no contradict ion between the Communist  p a r t y  and t h e  populace, 
between t h e  "government and the masses...between those  i n  posi-  
t i o n  of leadership and t h e  led." (28) 

The first t i m e  t h a t  t h i s  f i c t i o n  came under attack b y ' l a o  
was i n a  publ ished d i scuss ion  of an enlarged  CCP p o l i t b u r o  meet- 
ing. On 5 April 1956, the  Chinese leaders made t h e i r  first 
comment on d e - S t a l i n i z a t i o n  and its shock-effect, p a r t i c u l a r l y  
after KhrushchevPs "secret speech" i n  February. The Chinese . 
comment, p r i n t e d  in t h e  Peiping Jen-min Jih-pao under t h e  t i t l e  
'*On t h e  Historical Experience of t h e  uictatorship of the  Pro- 
l e t a r i a t ,  (' conta ined  t h e  obdect ionable  s ta tement  t h a t  Y h e - .  ' 
e x i s t e n c e  of c o n t r a d i c t  ion's tje'tween the  ind iv idua l  and t h e  col- 
l e c t i v e  i n  a socialist  s o c i e t y  is noth ing  s t range . ( '  The state- 
ment w a s  o b j e c t i o n a b l e  t o  Moscow not  because it w a s  false, 
which obviously it w a s  n o t ,  b u t  because it w a s  unprecedented 
i n  Communist l i t e r a t u r e .  I t  exposed a long-standing Communist 

-.. 

. .  

, .  

. .  , )  

. .. 

. .  
I .  

f i c t i o n  as j u s t  that .  Furthermore, the  Chinese chase to apply 

and i m p l i c i t l y  r e j e c t i n g  Moscow as t h e  on ly  source of d o c t r i n e  
it to  a l l  "socialistft  c o u n t r i e s ,  once again by-passing MOSCOW I 

I 

i for Communist-led na t ions  .* I 

The second attack appeared i n  another  p o l i t b u r o  d i scuss ion ,  
which w a s  published in t he  Pe ip ing  Jen-min Jih-pao on 29 December 
i n  an ar t ic le  e n t i t l e d  Wore On t h e  Historical  Experience of 
t h e  Dictatorship of t h e  Fkoletariat." The article s t a t e d  t h a t  
among t h e  va r ious  non-antagonis t ic  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s ,  there w a s  
t h e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  "between the government and t h e  people in 
s o c i a l i s t  c o u n t r i e s  .ll T h i s  is i d e n t i c a l  w i t h  t h e  s ta tement  
made by Yao i n  h i s  a r t ic le  of June 1957. 

Whether Mao was r e a l l y  t h e  au tho r  of t h e  5 Apri l  and 29 
December 1956 s t a t emen t s  is c o n j e c t u r a l .  The Chinese leaders 
apparent ly  intended t h e  publ ished v e r s i o n  of the  p o l i t b u r o  dis- 
cuss ions  t o  appear  as t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  opin ion  of t h e  po l i tbu ro ;  

*Khrushchev stated p u b l i c l y  t h a t  Yao's thesis was no t  applic- 
able t o  t h e  USSR. 
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t h i s  was p a r t  of t h e i r  effort  t o  undercut  MOSCOW~S i m p l i c i t  
a t t a c k s  on Wao and h i s  " c u l t  of personal i ty .11  Mao is not  
mentioned once in e i t h e r  of t he  long  p o l i t b u r o  s ta tements ,  bu t  
it w a s  implied--as has a l s o  been stated--that t h e  CCP had 
made no mistakes i n  p o l i c y  since Mao took over  e f f e c t i v e  lead- 
e r s h i p  i n  1935, I n  any case, Mao was probably the  f i n a l  
arbiter, i f  not  t h e  au thor ,  of the p o l i t b u r o  s ta tements  which 
contained t h e  remarks on t h e  leaders - led  con t r ad ic t ion .  

Prior t o  Mao's February 1957 speech, h i s  campaign to mol- 
lify and ga in  t h e  confidence of non-Communist i n t e l l e c t u a l s  
hac? come under attack wi th in  China. The campaign, which had 
been sparked by Chou E n - l a i r s  January 1956 speech t o  i n t e l -  
l ec tua ls  and which had blossomed i n t o  t h e  "Hundred Flowers" 
movement by f a l l  1,956, w a s  openly criticized by some p a r t y  
members as ' 'harmful ' to  t h e  cause of socialism." This  bold 
complaint earned s e v e r a l  cri t ics among t h e  p a r t y ' s  l i t e r a t u r e  
and art cadres a s t i n g i n g  rebuke adminis te red  by t h e  p a r t y  
hack Mao Tun: 

Criticisms t h a t  have been made of t h e  "Hundred 
Flowers and Hundred Schools of Thought" l i n e  
g ive  t h e  impression t h a t  t h i s  l i n e  can be more 
harmful t han  b e n e f i c i a l .  It  has  sp lashed  cold 
water on t h e  face of i n t e l l e c t u a l s ,  who are in- 
s p i r e d  and animated by the new l i n e .  (29) 

Mao Tun w a s  not t h e  on ly  one t o  respond. In h i s  February 
speech, Mao Tse-tung h imsel f ,  r ead ing  from no tes ,  swept aside 
a l l  cr i t ics  and opened t h e  door f o r  direct cri t icism of t h e  
CCP. MaoOs l i b e r a l i z a t i o n  views went w e l l  beyond t h e  de-Sta- 
l i n i z a t i o n  p o l i c y  i n s t i t u t e d  by o t h e r  b l o c  leaders. Accord- 
ing t o  t e x t u a l  extracts of t h e  four-hour speech which appeared 
i n  t h e  New York Times on 13 June 1957 and which are "absolu te ly  
au thent ic"  i n  th-nion of Mr. Sidney Gruson, Mao warned 
members of t h e  CCP t o  brace themselves for  non-Communist c r i t i -  
c i s m :  

Marxism-Leninism is not afraid of criticism and 
does n o t  fear d iscuss ion . .  . . Marxism-Leninism 
must come o u t  to  meet criticism head on because 
only  in t h i s  way can it be s t r eng thened  and be- 
come a r e a l l y  great power and not  a new r e l i g i o n  
or taboo.. . .  The opinions a g a i n s t  t h e  p o l i c y  of 
"Hundred Flowers11 are t h e  r e s u l t  of fear of cr i t i -  
cism, fear of l o s i n g  the  monopolis t ic  p o s i t i o n .  

- 9 -  



Marx never s a i d  ,hat he shou ld  not  be cr,ticized. 
To those who do no t  fo l low t h e  teaching  of Marx, 
I would address  an o l d  saying:  ''He who does not  
a l low himself t o  be cri t icized dur ing  h i s  l i f e ,  
w i l l  be cri t icized a f t e r  his death." (30) 

I 1 

The Sovie t  d o c t r i n e  of "criticism and s e l f - c r i t i c i s m "  has been 
i n t e r p r e t e d  i n  many ways by var ious  Communist leaders. It had 
been des igna ted  by A. Zhdanov 89 t h e  new source  of social  de- 
velopment under "socialism." But criticism had always been 
of one p a r t y  m e m b e r  by another and no t  of t h e  whole p a r t y .  
No Communist leader i n  a p o s i t i o n  of authority-r to Mao 
(1957) has called for all non-Communists, for t h e  whole popu- 
l a c e  t o  engage i n  criticism of t h e  Communist p a r t y ,  and n e i t h e r  
does Stepanyan i n  h i s  d i scuss ion  of how t o  use  "cr i t ic ism and 

t o  s o l v e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  i n  a " s o c i a l i s t "  socdety.  
r* 

Thus, i n  a d d i t i o n  t o  h i s  s ta tement  t h a t  there is a con- 
f l i c t  o r  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  between t h e  leaders and t h e  l e d  even 
under "socialism," Mao's encouragement of criticism of t h e  
CCP from without and by the  whole populace for t h e  p u r p G  
-'party r e c t i f i c a t i o n "  is unprecedented i n  Communist litera- 
t u r e  and p r a c t i c e .  These ideas  have no Sovie t  p a t e r n i t y  and 
t h e y  represent Mao's c o n t r i b u t i o n  ( i n  t h e  face of i m p l i c i t  
Sov ie t  oppos i t ion)  t o  t h e  Communist d i scuss ion  of cont rad ic-  
t i o n s  under l tsocialism. ' t  

Mao's encouragement of criticism w a s  for t h e  s p e c i f i c  pur- 
pose of prevent ing  non-antagonis t ic  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  between lead- 
ers and l ed  from becoming an tagon i s t i c .  

Regarding one aspect of t h e  practical  matter of permi t t i ng  
criticism of t h e  CCP from without and by t h e  whole populace, 
Mao apparent ly  emphasized i n  h i s  speech t h e  va lue  of open d is -  
pu te s  between Communists and non-Chmunists. According t o  t he  
ve r s ion  of t he  o r i g i n a l  t e x t  a v a i l a b l e  t o  Mr. D r e w  Middleton (311, 
Mao suggested two consecut ive courses, F i r s t  w a s  t o  l e t  dis-  
pu te s  be carried on, i f  both sides wanted them. Second w a s  
to permit such d i s p u t e s  t o  reach t h e i r  end rather than  '%motla- 
e r i n g "  them halfway, even i f  this meant p e r m i t t i n g  t h e  d i spu te s  
t o  go on for days u n t i l  t h e  mat te r  was settled. I n  t h i s  way, 
non-Communist and Communist '*schools of thought I' contended 
a g a i n s t  each o t h e r .  1 

.) .  * /  

. _  .- 

. A :  * . 
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In  1957, there were many i n d i c a t i o n s  t h a t  Moscow disap-  
proved of Mao*s p o l i c y  of "many schools ."  Among these indi-  
cations was t h e  s u b t l e  a l t e r a t i o n  of the s logan  by a Sovie t  
s c h o l a r  who sa id  t h a t  people i n  t h e  USSR look w i t h  interest 
a t  t h e  Chinese p o l i c y  of p e r m i t t i n g  "many scholars1*  t o  contend. 

In  t h e  June  1957 ve r s ion  of h i s  February speech, Ma0 reit- 
erates h i s  statement t h a t  Marxism can be cri t icized. He adds, 
however, s i x  cr i ter ia  (no t  i n  h i s  February speech) as the  basis 
for  such cri t icism, two of which were designed t o  prevent  any 
s i g n i f i c a n t  p o l i t i c a l  attacks on t h e  par ty .  "Words and a c t i o n s  
can be judged r i g h t  i f  t h e y : .  . . (2) are beneficial ,  no t  h a r m -  
f u l ,  t o  s o c i a l i s t  t r ans fo rma t ion  and s o c i a l i s t  cons t ruc t ion ,  
and...(5) tend t o  s t r eng then ,  no t  t o  cast off o r  weaken, t he  
l eador sh ip  of t h e  Communist par ty ."  (32) Ma0 says  t h a t  of 
t h e  six cr i te r ia ,  these t w o  are " the  most important." He '- . .: 
t h a n  says  t h a t  t h e  cri teria were put  forward " in  order t o  
f o s t e r  and no t  h inder  t h e  free d i scuss ion  of va r ious  ques t ions  
among t h e  people." I n  making t h i s  s ta tement ,  he w a s ,  of course, 
aware tha t  free d i scuss ion  would thereafter exclude any po l i -  
t i c a l  matters. From t h i s  it w a s  on ly  a s t ep  to t h e  conclusion 
t h a t  h i s  o r ig ina l  concept of "Hundred Flowers" w a s  a dismal 
f a i l u r e .  But Mao has seemed r e l u c t a n t  t o  admit t h i s  and even 
today the s logan  "Hundred Flowers" is r e t a i n e d  p a r t l y  t o  dem- 
o n s t r a t e  c o n t i n u i t y  and t o  deny t h a t  f a i l u r e .  

Returning t o  Mao's February 1957 speech, i n  a t t a c k i n g  
bu reauc ra t i c  practices of CCP cadres, he m a k e s  another  innova- 
t i o n  i n  h i s  s ta tement  t h a t  l l s m a l l l '  strikes a g a i n s t  t h e  Com- 
munist a u t h o r i t i e s  would  be tolerated. In the  ve r s ion  reported 
by Mr . Gruson from Warsaw, Mao s a y s  : 

I 

I 

I 
' I  

I 
I n t e r n a l  antagonisms should be dealt w i t h  as soon 
as they  appear. Eht what t o  do i f  t h i s  is hampered 
by bureaucracy, which i n  t u r n  leads t o  demonstra- 
t i o n s  and strikes? Such i n c i d e n t s  should be con- 
sidered as warning s i g n a l s  t o  sectors of the  admlnis- 
t r a t i o n  where bureaucracy has made its n e s t .  

T 

In  t h i s  r e s p e c t ,  it can even be said t h a t  small 
s t r ikes  are b e n e f i c i a l  because t h e y  po in t  t o  m i s -  
takes committed. Of course, big genera l  s t r i k e s  
cannot be considered i n  t h e  same way because t h e y  

r i g h t f u l  gr ievances ,  b u t  are directed a g a i n s t  t h e  
regime i t se l f .  (33) 

1 are no t  fought t o  r e c t i f y  m i s t a k e s  or t o  s a t i s f y  
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Mao goes on t o  s a y  t h a t  "persuasion" rather than  reprisals o r  
force should be used t o  d issuade  workers from us ing  t h e  "method 
of small strikes." The same was t o  hold t r u e  f o r  str ikes b y  
s t u d e n t s .  When T i e n t s i n  Univers i ty  s t u d e n t s  went on s t r i k e  
in l a te  1956 t o  p r o t e s t  t h e  ex tens ion  of u n i v e r s i t y  courses  
by a year, CCP a c t i v i s t s  are sa id  t o  have t a lked  t o  t h e  s t u d -  
e n t s  "for t h r e e  days and three n i g h t s , "  r e so lv ing  t h e  d i s p u t e  
by c o n c i l i a t i o n ,  i . e .  by agree ing  t o  abolish t h e  ex tens ion .  (34) 
As Mao is sa id  t o  have put  it, t h e  proper conclusion f o r  a d i s -  
p u t e  w a s  either t h a t  those  who raised t h e  i n i t i a l  argument un- 
derstood they  were mistaken o r  t h a t  errors on t h e  par t  of t h e  
authorit ies were exposed and corrected. PSl M 80's concern 
here is with " r e c t i f y i n g "  bureaucracy among CCP cadres i n  o rde r  
to prevent  f u r t h e r  strikes. 

It was, of course ,  t h e  P o l i s h  press rather than t h e  Sovie t  
p r e s s  which r epor t ed  wi th  approval t h i s  professed wi l l i ngness  
of Mao t o  show a degree of t o l e r a n c e  for s m a l l  strikes and re- 
s o l v e  them by means of persuasion and c o n c i l i a t i o n .  Moscow 
remained s i l e n t  on the matter. 

f l ic ts  e x i s t  a t  times between leaders and t h e  led in ' ' social-  
ist" c o u n t r i e s ,  encouragement of criticism of t h e  CCP by non- 
Communists and the  whole popula t ion ,  and tolerat  ion of "small1* 
strikes and their  r e s o l u t i o n  through conci l ia t ion- -cons t  i t u t e d  
an implici t  rebuke of Soviet  methods. Ma0 cr i t ic ized S t a l i n  
fo r  h i s  " r u l e  of t e r r o r  and l i q u i d a t i o n  of thousands of Com- 
munists ,"  and went on t o  make a more gene ra l i zed  s ta tement  of 
Sovie t  exper ience  i n  a condescending manner: 

Three of MaoOs innovations--open acknowledgement t h a t  con- 

The Sov ie t  Union has many exper iences  t h a t  can be 
used for  t h e  b e n e f i t  of our  country,  e s p e c i a l l y  
i n  regard t o  i n d u s t r i a l  progress. But  o t h e r  ex- 
pe r i ences  of t h e  Soviet  Union cannot be neglected 
and we have t o  cons ider  them if on ly  not t o  repeat 
t h e  mistakes. (36) 

Maols s t a t emen t s  i n  t h i s  ve in  were no t  very f l a t t e r i n g  t o  Moscow. 
Furthermore, they  d i d  nothing t o  discourage f e e l i n g s  of nat ion-  
alism among t he  r e s t i v e  a n t i - S t a l i n i s t s  i n  t h e  b loc  who, l i k e  
Mao, wanted t o  avoid Soviet  "mistakes." There appears t o  be 
no d i f f e r e n c e  between these s t a t emen t s  and an t  i - S t a l i n i s t  state- 
ments on Sov ie t  I1mistakes" made by Gomulka. 
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Mao ' s "Real i s m "  

During l i b e r a l i z a t i o n  and pa r ty  " r e c t i f i c a t i o n "  i n  1957, 
Mao apparent ly  was anxious t o  prove t o  t h e  Communist bloc and 
n e u t r a l s  t h a t  i n  China a moderate a t t i t u d e  could be adopted 
by t h e  CCP toward non-Communists without  t he  dras t ic  repercus- 
sions of a T'Hungary.T' He w a s  in a cocky mood. In h i s  February 
speech, Mao played t h e  role of teacher, and probably thought 
himself a good one, much better than  his contemporaries i n  
other Communist p a r t i e s .  In d i s c u s s i n g  the kinds  of cont rad ic-  
t i o n s  which might d r i v e  a wedge between t h e  "masses and t h e  
leaders, Mao says : -. 

The leaders must show great f a r s i g h t e d n e s s  i n  not ic -  
ing  and s o l v i n g  these c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  by therpropqr  
methods and i n  t h e  r i g h t  time. Thase leaders who 
w i l l  no t  take n o t i c e  of these c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  or who 
w i l l  not be able t o  s o l v e  them by a proper  method 
are th rea t ened  by s e r i o u s  po l i t i ca l  danger.  And 
t h i s  may happen because not on ly  do they  not  keep 
up w i t h  the  course of h i s t o r y ,  bu t  also because t h e  
high p o s i t i o n s  t h e y  hold may i n c l i n e  them t o  sub- 
j e c t i v i t y  and cause them to  be b l i n d  t o  r e a l i t y .  (37) 

Mao seems t o  have designed t h i s  Socratic homily p a r t l y  as a 
warning t o  CCP cadres dur ing  pa r ty  r e c t i f i c a t i o n  and p a r t l y  
as an i n d i r e c t  means of say ing  t o  other Communist leaders i n  
t h e  bloc t h a t  he, Mao, is not  one ( l i ke  S t a l i n )  t o  be "b l ind  
t o  rea l i ty . "  

Mao be l i eved  t h a t  he was being rea l i s t ic  i n  acknowledging 
t h e  "leaders-ledlt c o n t r a d i c t  ion and pe rmi t t i ng  , even encourag- 
ing ,  open criticism of t h e  p a r t y .  In t h e  Gruson ve r s ion  of 
h i s  February speech, he s ta tes  t w o  reasons  for cont inuing  h i s  
"Hundred Flowers" policy. F i r s t ,  know your enemy: 

There need be no fear t h a t  t h e  p o l i c y  of "Hundred 
Flowerst1 w i l l  ydeld poisoned f r u i t .  Sometimes it 
is necessary  even t o  have t h i s  poisoned f r u i t  t o  
know what it is w e  are f i g h t i n g  against. For t h i s  
reason,  too, it has  been decided t o  pub l i sh  t h e  
f u l l  works of Chiang Kai-shek and even a yoluqe. 
of some of the-Voice of America broadca&ts'. It is 
not  enough t o  attack r e a c t i o n a r i e s .  We must-know 
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e x a c t l y  what t h e  r e a c t i o n a r i e s  want and what 
they  r e p r e s e n t .  (38) 

When, dur ing  t h e  ques t ion  and answer s e s s i o n ,  an incredulous 
l i s t e n e r  asked i f  it were " r e a l l y  necessary1* t o  publ i sh  Chiang's 
works and VOA broadcas ts ,  Mao gave a second reason  f o r  "Hundred 
Plowers,11 e.g. toughen your fo rces :  

The new gene ra t ion ,  which d i d  no t  f i g h t  face t o  
f a c e  wi th  imper ia l i sm and r e a c t i o n a r i e s ,  must know 
why w e  are c a l l i n g  on them t o  cont inue  t ha t  f i g h t .  
And another  reason.  We cannot breed flowers i n  a 
hothouse. Such f lowers  w i l l  be ne i the r  b e a u t i f u l  
o r  hea l thy .  We must s t r eng then  and harden them i f  
t h e i r  f r u i t s  are t o  be l a s t i n g .  (39) 

Was Mao more real is t ic  t h a n  h i s  incredulous and apprehensive 
ques t ioner?  Inasmuch as "Hundred Flowers" was a fiasco, pro- 
v i d i n g  I n t e l l e c t u a l s  w i t h  a means of undermining t h e  a u t h o r i t y  
of t h e  CCP and even of Mao himself,  it would seem that--from 
a Communist p o i n t  of view-the ques t ione r  was r i g h t  and Yao 
wrong: Wundred Flowers, '' as implemented between l a t e  February 
and e a r l y  June 1957, was a mistake. 

However, t h e  d e c i s i v e  test f o r  Mao's realism or l a c k  of 
it would not  be h i s  d e c i s i o n  in 1956 t o  begin a free cr i t i -  
c i s m  p o l i c y  (40) but  whether he would p e r s i s t  in it i f  it were 
c l e a r l y  a f a i l u r e .  Apparently o u t  of conce i t  and obst inacy,  
he d i d  indeed i n s i s t ,  for a t i m e ,  t h a t  t h e  p o l i c y  be sus t a ined  
and Made even more l iberal  d e s p i t e  s i g n s  of danger to  CCP 
p r e s t i g e .  For MaoOs name had been d i r e c t l y  associated w i t h  
*'Hundred Flowers" and he and h i s  p o l i c y  were admired i n  some 
p a r t s  of t h e  b loc  and the  free world. To h a l t  t h e  "Hundred 
Flowers" w a s  t o  admit personal  f a i l u r e .  S t a l i n  w a s  not  known 
f o r  admission of personal  f a i l u r e  and n e i t h e r  is Mao. 

Nevertheless ,  it was only  a p re t ense  of "Hundred Flowers" 
which was ' sQsta in6d  af ter  June 1957. When it was suggested t o  
Chou En-lai--who had established t h e  %oft" l i n e  on l i b e r a l i z a -  
t i o n  with Mao--by a foreign s tuden t  t h a t  t h e  CCP's ac t ion  i n  

. .  
( * I .  

c a l l i n g  a ha l t  t o  free c r i t i c i sm i n  June 1957 con t r ad ic t ed  
Mao's idea of "Hundred Flowers," Chou snapped t h a t  it was not  
a con t rad ic t ion  a t  a l l .  "Hundred Flowersv1 continues--but why 
uhould enemies of %ocialisrnt1 be permi t ted  t o  speak? 
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The image of Mao which emerges from these developments 
i n  1957 is t h a t  of a leader who bends theory  t o  f i t  h i s  view 
of what is needed on t h e  practical  l e v e l .  Beyond doubt ,  h i s  
view of what h needed on t h e  practical l e v e l  is sometimes 

in 1957 gave theory second place t o  practical  pol fcy .  He was 

c o n t r a d i c t i o n .  For example, Mao manipulated t h i s  concept in 
a rather  f l i p p a n t  way. In t h e  Gruson ve r s ion  of h i s  February 
spaech, he says :  

i 
obscured and d is tor ted  ( p a r t l y  by c o n c e i t ) .  Nonetheless, Mao I 

, n o t  r e a l l y  s e r i o u s  about t h e  concept of non-antagonism i n  

. . .it is p o s s i b l e  t h a t  t he  enemy-nation type of 
c o n t r a d i c t i o n  may evolve i n t o  8 non-antagonist ic  
type of c o n t r a d i c t i o n .  For ins tance ,  t h i s  would 
happen i f  Chiang Kai-shek would r e t u r n  Taiwan t o  
People ' s  China. In t h a t  case; it would become a 
pure ly  i n t e r n a l  matter of People's China and t h e  
d i f f e r e n c e s  would be of a non-antagonis t ic  type. (41) 

Thus, for reasons of s t a t e ,  l a o  removes the  idea of non-antago- 
nism from t h e  t h e o r e t i c a l  l e v e l ,  showing how it can be twisted 
and reduced t o  a tool  of p o l i c y ,  and a very  convenient tool 
indeed, s e e i n g  t h a t  it is he who decides what is non-antago- 
n i s t i c  and what is n o t .  

The Mao of 1957 attempted t o  storm the fortress of or ig in -  
a l i t y  once again as he had attempted in previous  years, and 
he d id  no t  t r y  half-hear tedly.  In h i s  February 1957 speech, 
Mao l e a v e s  t h e  great names of Communism i n  h i s  wake: 

These problems f i f  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  i n  " s o c i a l i s t  " 
society7 are nev in Marxism-Leninism. 
Engels d id  not  know about t h e s e  problems f o r  
obvious reasons .  Lenin mentioned them but  d id  
not  en la rge  upon them because dur ing  h i s  l i fe -  
t i m e ,  as a r e s u l t  of foreign in t e rven t ion ,  it 
w a s  diff icul t  t o  speak about i n t e r n a l  problems 
only. 

As for S t a l i n ,  his opin ions  can'be considered 
on ly  nega t ive ly  . The experience of t h e  Sovie t  
Union in t h i s  respect shows t h a t  S t a l i n  made t h e  
m i s t a k e  of s u b s t i t u t i n g  i n t e r n a l  d i f f e r e n c e s  f o r  
e x t e r n a l  antagonism, which r e s u l t e d  i n  a r u l e  of 
terror and t h e  l i q u i d a t i o n  of thousands of Com- 
munists .  (42) 

Marx and 
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I t  is i n  t h i s  way t h a t  Mao clears h i s  own pa th  t o  o r i g i n a l i t y .  I 
And when, following t h e  speech, h i s  eulogists searched every I 
s en t ence  f o r  an unique idea ,  it appeared t h a t  even Lenin was 
by c o n t r a s t  a novice on  t h e  matter of con t r ad ic t ions  under ''so- 
cialism." Thus In March 1957, Ouyang Yu-ching s a y s  t h a t  "Lonin 
had spoken of t h e  disappearance of antagonism and t h e  continued 
e x i s t e n c e  gf c o n t r a d i c t i o n .  B u t  no one has ,  with Chairman 1dao's 
c l a r i t y ,  set f o r  t h e  concept t ha t  we should acknowledge t h e  
e x i s t e n c e  f o r  a long t i m e  of c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  among t h e  people." (43) 

Ma0 ' 8 Pas it i o n s  Discredi ted 

That Mao went t o o  f a r f f o r  a Communist (and t h a t  he is de- 
termined no t  t o  go so far again)  in h i s  l i b e r a l i z a t i o n  po l i cy  
of 1957 is i nd ica t ed  by t h e  fac t  t h a t  three of h i s  f o u r  innova- 
t i o n s  are not  discussed by Chinese writers today. That is, 
of t h e  f o u r  (leader-led c o n t r a d i c t  ion,  non-Communist criticism 
of t h e  CCP, t o l e r a t i o n  of " s m a l l "  s t r i k e s ,  and t h e  non-antago- 
n i s t i c  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  between the  n a t i o n a l  bourgeois ie  and t h e  
working class) only t h e  l as t  one remains as an acceptab le  
matter for  d i scuss ion .  The rev ived  Wundrid Flowers" of 1961 
is not  the  'VIundred Flowerstr of 1957. 19ebate11 is permi t ted  
on ly  on academic s u b j e c t s .  The d i scuss ion  of p o l i t i c a l  s u b -  
jects which is f o s t e r e d  a t  t h e  "meetings of immortals" (shen- 
h s i en  hu i )  is j u s t  t h a t ,  i.e. it is fostered, guided, and con- 
t rol led i n  order t o  prevent  t h e  "negative" criticisms of 1937 
'from re-appearing. 

I n  h i s  June 1957 retreat from experimenting w i t h  l i b e r a l i -  
z a t i o n ,  Ma0 a l s o  went too f a r ,  in t h e  view of a t  least one kind 
of Communist. Mao came remarkably c l o s e  t o  g iv ing  a p u b l i c  
demonstrat ion of t h e  v a l i d i t y  of Tro tsky ' s  a n a l y s i s  of t h e  
na tu re  of bureaucratic-power r u l e  i n  the Soviet  Union. In  h i s  
The Revolution Betrayed (1937), Tro tsky  had argued t h a t  t h e  m overthrew the  power of a l l  clas- 
ses--other  than  t h a t  of t he  new Bolshevik bureaucracy--but 
f a i l e d  t o  a t t a i n  real "socialism1' as Marx and Engels under- 
s tood  it. Therefore ,  sa id  Trotsky, t h e  Soviet  bureaucracy 
was a unique t y p e  of class-rule: 

. .. 

. .  

Caesarism a rose  upon t h e  basis  of a s l a v e  s o c i e t y  
shaken by inward s t r i fe .  Bonapartism is one of 
t h e  p o l i t i c a l  weapons of t h e  c a p i t a l i s t  regime i n  
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its c r i t i ca l  per iod.  
t h e  same system, b u t  upon t h e  basis  of a workers' 
s tate t o r n  by t h e  antagonism between an organized 

S t a l i n i s m  h a v a r i e t y  of 

and armed Soviet aristocracy and th e unarmed t o i r -  
lng masses. - /eQphasis suppl ied /  - (44) 

In h i s  art icle On the  Problem of t h e  Correct Handling of Con- 
t r a d i c t i o n s  Among t h e  People, Pa0 i n d i c a t e s  which fo rces  main- 
t a i n e d  t h  e stabillt y of t h e  mainland regime dur ing  t h e  Hungarian 
r evo lu t ion  and its effect in China and, i m p l i c i t l y ,  du r ing  t h e  
f re8 criticism period of "Hundred Flowers. It 
nese aristocracy, so t o  speak, was the  main force: 

The ''armed" Chi- 

Of course,  t h e  conso l ida t ion  of our  s ta te  is not 

have a Communist p a r t y  and a L i b e r a t i o n  Army steeled 
i n  decades of revolu t ionary  s t r u g g l e ,  as  w e l l  as a 
working people t h a t  has been s i m i l a r l y  steeled. 
Our p a r t y  and our  arwd forces are rooted  i n  t h e  
m a s s e s ;  t h e y  have been tempered i n  t h e  flames of a 
protracted revo lu t ion ;  t h e y  are s t r o n g  and they  can 
f i g h t .  (45) 

p r i m a r i l y  due t o  t h e  suppress ion  of counter-revolu- . &  

> "  

t i o n .  I t  I s  due p r imar i ly  t o  the  fact tha t  we ,, ,r+ 1 

- c 

In t h e  passage immediately preceding t h i s  one,  Ma0 says tha t  
t h e  i n  Hungary "caused some of our  inOe l l ec tua l s  
$0 l o s e  their balance a b i t  but  there were no s q u a l l s  i n  o u r  
country.  **  T h i s  is probably an accu ra t e  s t a t emnt - - an  a c c u r a t e  
s ta tement  of t h e  e f f e c t i v e n e s s  of CCP c o n t r o l .  But it is 
also a comment of t he  degree to  which i n t e l l e c t u a l s  are tyran-  
nized i n  China. The ex ten t  of t h e  tyranny i n  China is con- 
cealed by its very  success:  f e w  i n t e l l e c t u a l s  care t o  incu r  
a persecut ion  which is c e r t a i n  t o  be thorough and e f f e c t i v e .  
Therefore ,  i n  t h e  revived "Hundred Flowers" today t h e y  "sup- 
por t"  t he  regime. They t r y  t o  avoid words and deeds which 
could be taken  by t h e  a u t h o r i t i e s  as a c o n t r a d i c t i o n  of par ty  
p o l i c y  and t h e r e f o r e  88 an a n t a g o n i s t i c  con t r ad ic t ion .  

.̂ . 
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