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ing clite is determined to save the structure and itself by constantly
changing the Republics’ leadership and re-Stalinizing at lower levels. The
task of re-Stalinization of the Ukraine has now fallen to V. V. Sheher.
Lytsky, formerly a chemical engineer and 2 member of the CPSU for 82
vears. Failure will mean Sheherbytsky will find himsell in the positian ol
his former {riend and comrade, Shelest. Shcherbytsky will have two op-
tions at his disposal in “normalizing” the Ukraine. He will either have to
take draconian measures against all manifestations of Ukrainian national
consciousness, arrest more cultural activists and former Shelest appaintees

B - call for a discussion of the nationalities question and implement the

results of this discussion.

The second course, the only possible resolution is ruled out for the
X -time being, not because Sheherbysky would be opposed in principle
(principles do not exist for a man like Shcherbytsky who at the drop of a
hat'is willing to smear his former comrade Shelest) but because he does
not have support for it within the Politbure,

All indications are that the first course of action has been selected by
the Kremlin. The forecast is for a long, bitter struggle resulting in a’ fur-
ther polarization of the population and possible radicalization of dissident
forces. In May 1872, a1 the time of Shelest's removal, an unsigned letter

appeared in Ukrainian samizdat which gave the following characteriza-
‘tion of the coming situation: .

“The change in_climate jn public lifc in the USSR, in this direction is an
extremely dangerous symptom. A number of evenus—the invasion of
Czechoslovakia by Soviel armies, a secret veto of the exposure of Stalinist
arbitrary rule and even of compiling the materials of the 20th Congress of
the CPSU, the hounding of Alexander Sohlzhenitsyn, endless zeminders o
intensify the ideological mruggle—all these evoke prolonged anxicty, for
they indicate a tendency which is capable of leading to a new 1937 . .,
“The suppression of national consciousness, multiple arrests of leading rep-
resentatives of the Ukrainian intclligentsia, theeats, blackimail, persecution,
and countless mast searches serve as a dangeraus reminder of the fact that
the year 1937 began in 1933; it began with repression against national
cultural activists. Herein the reason for our warning. ..

e

Rowmas Kurcinnsky works as a researcher on Soviet nationalilics prob
frins andd i o cantributor to the Ulrainian language monthly, SuBasnist.

Hesven snd Earilh Changa Places:

Br. Han Sayin's View of Mac Tse-tung

Raya Dunayevskaya

Maa niade it pessible, by employing the sentenee “One divides into two,” 10 have
this concept ‘asimilated, both Intellectually 2nd emotionally. by millions of
people who would have been unable to conceptualize “the unity of opposites.”
'I"‘l:led phrase har now become so familiar that it is heard every day, even from
children.

THE VERY TITLE OF Di. HAN Suvin's Biograrny of Mao Tseung-—~The Aorming
Detuge: Mao Tsetung and the Chinese Revolution 1893-1954%— suggests that
the reader will be confronting a plienomenon of vast propottions. So vast
that the auther has roinzd a new religious vecabulary—-"nation-man,” “man-
ocean”t “Unrelenting as flood, as water, the Revolution is Mao's whole being,
thought and action, He merges with the moving tide’ within the ocean body
of the Chinese Revolution. It is impossible 10 separate them. The one is the
other.” Not only are they inssparable but: *, . . the revolution made Mao

‘Tsctung a3 much as Mao Tectung made the revolution, But ihe choice was-

his"" As for the 1893 in her utle, its only relevance to the Chinese Revolution
is that it was the year of Mao's birth, ;

" A deseription of Mao at age six swimming in the lotus pond becomes the
oceasion for leaping ahead to the “Cultural Revolution,” although this volume
ends with 1954; “Thera is a connection in Mao between this addiction to
swimming and the decisive movements of his mind. Sixty yeazs later, on July.
16, 1966, Mao Tsetung would swim the Yangtze river at Wuhan the duy
belore rewrning to Peking to lead the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution.
The act was symbolic; for the Gultural Revolution would bt a flood, sweeping
away many accepted symbols, renewing the freshness of revolution, renewing

-his own youthiul exploits through yet another gencration of rebels.”

Should such panegyrics turn readers {rom the book, they would Le missing
a phenomenon by no means restricted to an author addicted to hyperbole,
whose imagiration, like love, is “a many splendored thing.” The uuth is that
there is a veritable flood of articles, pamphilets, books, films, television specials
and discussions {including Tulsonie praise of Dr. Suyin's work by the dean of
scholarly Chitwse cxperts; Profestor John K. Faitbank, who surely knows
bewter), o)l of which testily to a new “culture.” Bourgeols writers close their
eyes to the Chinese rrality becauss it is-imperative that our state-capitalist age
learn if Mio can achicve primitive accomulation of capital through the many
unpaid hours of labor “willingly” given by workers to the state, if Mao cun
simultancously keep the nation unified at a high Jevel of dedication and pack
a nuclear punch sufficient to impress the superpowers and especially, #f Mao's
China uin become a counterweight to Russia’s global ambitions.

* Little, Brown and Company, Bosion, 1972, $12.95.
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Da, StyiN's PANEGYRIC MERITS CONSIDERATION, not because of the uncritical
Taves it gor, but because her work is not governed by these bourgeois motives.
Far her, ny “ifs" exist; all are achievements, preducts of the invincible “Thought
of Mao Tyetung, It all began, i not aciually at bind, surely at the age of
six. And when her vivid imagination and tlent for fiction do not suffice 1o
prove a point, cvents become symbols of “facts” a decade or a full half-century
later, Nothing hangs suspended, nothing is accidental, everything is continusus
and “dialectieal.” The chapters are titled 'in fuch a way that the Great Pro-
fetarian Cultural Revolution is foreshadowed by the revolt of May 4, 1919,
cailed the “First Cultural Revolution”; the “Second United Trome” with
Chiang Kaishek following Mao's rescue of Chiang from arrest by his own
troops i3 preeeded by the “First United Fronty"” stretched to cover not only
the alliance with the Kucmintang proposed by Lenin bue it continuition by
- Mao, who remained in it long beyond any other leading Communist. Indecd,
the chapter, “The Ways Divide,” is concerned far more with Mao's frctional

bareles than with the counterrevolution. ‘The 192527 Revolution and Chiang’s .

counterrevolution merit no chapter headings of thelr own, and when “The
Ways Divide” is followed by a chapter entitled “The Betrayal,” the ruggestion
is that the betrayal in quesdon occwrted “from within,” s ’
"This book js the first volume of 2 two volume biography and is itsell
divided -into wwo parts. Part I takes us from Mao's birth through the Long
March and Par IT {from Yenan to the Korean War, One always divides into two

whether it is thie unity of opposites or the divislon of opposites, The discovery-

of the Culwral Revnlution so governs Dr. Suyin's thinking that she reads it
back into Mao's genius in 1937, when he wrote On Contradiction. Shc forgets
that prior to the Sino-Soviet conflict the line was “two unite into one,” that
Russo-Chinese friendship was “zternal” and “unbreakable”

Since this volume covers the period of the Korcan War, Dr. Suyin is
faced with the dilemma of weating this touchy topic. She can hardly avoid
calling the war imperialistic or speaking hanshly about the United States.
Her solutton is another leap ahead, this time to October 26, 1971, “twenty-one
years almost to the day when Chinsse volunteers came to North Korea,” the
Jay that China gained atdmission to the Uniwd Nations General Asseiubly
and Sceurity Council. This leap frees her to conclude: “That this: ‘conversion
.of contradiction’ could occur without ¢ war was due to Mao Tsetung, to his
consummate - patience, vision, and effort.” In other words, speak softly to
the U.S. . ’

Now LeT Us TURN To DR SuviN's one truly original picce of amalysis, her
treaiment of the Hunan Report of 1927, history rewritten as fiction. Curiously,
Han Suyin gives Mao's famous Hunan Report relatively liule space. There is, of
course, Toutine praise: “In its passionate yet profoundly logical sweep . . . the
report will remain onc of the world's great literary documents as well as a
political manifesto . . . ‘There is not only analysis, but also a plan, deniled and
minute, for erganization and leadership . . .** However, by squeczing the report
into the chapter "The Ways Divide,” she focuses on “the appalling muddle,”
the “backdrop of confusion, intrigue, betrayal” against which Mao produced
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the mmterpicce. The “intrigue and betrayal” refers, not to Chiang and the
Kuomintang, but o the leademship of the Communist Party, espechlly its
chaivman, Ch'en Tuhsiu,! from whom Mao had learned all he knew of
Marxismy, but whom Dr. Suyin describes as providing “ineflectual, fabby
non-Jeadership,” and earrying out a “policy of capitulation, practically handing
the leadership of the revolutionary movement to the counterrevolutionary
leaders of the Kuominiang," Slanders and - the rewriting of history? arc not
unusual among Mao’s followers;' the curious feature here is the methodology,
the manner in which they are introduced at precisely the place in the biography
where they divert attention from Mao's Report on an Investigation of the
Peasant Movement in Hunan3 Why? :
In the first place, the Report did nof contain a “plan.” Its eloquence
flows, not from any “plan, detailed and minute, for organization and leader-
ship,” bue irom a description of the spontancous revolutionary activity of the
Hunanese peasanury. The vision is spelled our: “In a very short time, several
hundred million peasants in China’s centrzl, southern and northern provinces
will rise like a tornado or tempest—a force so extraordinarily swift and violent
that no power, however great, will be able to suppress it. They will break
ihrough all the wammels that now bind them and push forward along the
roaid to liberation,” The Report s full of revolutionary fervor supgesting a
perspective that was quite new for Mao, one he did not entértain before the

I+ The only reason Li Ta-chao who, along with Ch'en Tu-hsiu, founded the Commu-

" nlst Party in China, cscapes stander is that he was gruesomely murdered by Chiang

Ral-shek on April 6, 1927, before Mao even dreamed of state power, Far a serfous oh-
jective study of the origins of Communism in China which tells a story quite dificrent
frum thenpne that passes Tor history in China and from [ellow-travellers Jike Dr. Han
Suyan, see Maurice Mebsner, Li Ta-chao and the Origing of Chinese Marxism. (Cam.
bridpe: Harvan] Usivenity Press, 1967). '

L. The deluge of books on Chinc 1 so endicss, the rewvitdug of history by state powers

. % much eazier to obtain that it is almost impossible to get to the source material.

Here are a few of the fndispensable books on the 1925~27 Revolution and the Yenan
period: Leon Trowsky, The Problems of the Chinese Rrvolution (contains Appendices
Iy Zinovicy, Yuyovitch and Nassunov); Harold R. Isaaes, The Tragedy of the Chinese
Hevolution (the original 1938 edition Is now unobtalvable and Professor Isancs has
token tiberties with the vevised edition; neverdheless, especially since the Ysnaes collection
contains eriginal documentation, is at the Hoover Tnstitute, it is an invaluable sourec;
Brandt, Schwartz and Faitbank, 4 Documentary History of Chinese Communism; C.
Martin Wilbur and Julle Ho, Documents on Communism, Natianalinn and Soviel
Advisers; M. N. Roy, Revolution and Counter-Revolution in China; North and Eudin,
M, N. Roy's Mission to Ghina; Denjamin Schwarlz, Chinese Communism' and the Rise
af Mao; Exdgac Snow, Jted Siar Over Chinn; Jerome Chen, Mao and the Chinese Revo-
hition,

& Dr, Suyin spends a lob of dme criticizing the early Chinese Gommunist leadenlip
for its neglect of Mao's Report on Hunan, 1927, without ance mentioning that je wus
transhited into Russizn and publishedd by Bukharin, The further frony in this episnde
arises in belated contraversies in Lhe Wesl, Thus, Professor Witllopel tried to support
his thesls that Man wat mercly Stalin's echo with the fact that Bukharin had pub-
lished the Hunan Report, as though the pivotal controversy between ‘Trotsky and
Stalin an the Chinese Revolution and the fact that Bukharin “needed” the Hunan
Report to “prove” ihat the revolution was continuing in China were incouseyuential.
Prolessor Schwantz dots & finer job on the period. See the debate between them in the
China Quarterly (Numbers 1 and 2, 1960). :
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1425-27 Revolution, But, as we shajl ace, there is a reason for Dr. Suyin's
fictional account.

Han Suyin wants both to predate Mao's view of the peasantry as an
unconquerable revolutionary foree and, at the same time, to suggest a theory
that is simply not to be found in the Report: the outfanking of the cities
by a peasant amniy operating from a stt base, Now that actually happencd fwo
treades later, at which point Mao succeeded in converting his practical experi-
cace into a “new Universal.” So far as Dr. Suyin is concerned, the Revoluzion
of 1925.27 had kegun in 1924, at the time of the “Firs: United Froni" with
the Kuomintang, more specifically in April of that year when the Kuomintang
set up a Peasant Institute which Mao would head, For har, 1925 was noe so
wmuch the outbreak of revolution as the year “dhe city-oriented lefuists in the
Party” dared to consider Mao ‘rightwing” whereas, she writes, with his
reirn to the village of Shagshan *“he had begun to see the problem of the
Chinese Revoluton in the utterly concrete, down to earth, yer incomparably
farger vision that was to be known as Mao Toetung Thoughe”

How, with such hintory-twisting flights of fancy, could she be expecied
to record the fact that, as early as 1925 (al the August Plenum) Ch'en Tu-hsiu
had proposed that the Chinese Communist Party withdraw from the Kuomin-
tang, while Mao coutinucd his collaboration until Fall 19274 Detween February
aml Scptember of 1527, the forces of counterrevolution were telcased by
Chinng Kaishek. In April, Cliang corried out the masacre of the Shanglui
workers, True, Stalin continued the united front for ancther five months;

true, the tragedy was prolonged by adventurist “city-taking,” but the August-

conference, which removed Ch'en Tu-hsiu from leadership, scur Mao fo fead
the Autumn Harvest Uprising,

The Central Committee, far from the battlefield, may not have had
the right to accuse Mao of "military opportunism™ and “bLetrayal” .when,
confromed by overwhelming force and triemphant counterrevolution cvery-
where, he “abandoned” Changsha and retreated to the countryside. The real
roint, the important point, is that Mao in September-October 1927 was a
different person than the Mao of January-February 1927, While the peasant
smasses had appeared to be a spontancous and overwhelming force at the
beginning of the year, the enveloping counterrevolution was having a disintegrat.
ing cffect and Mac began to rely more and more heavily on the Anny, his
army, considering it the vanguard,

. Be chat as it may, Dr. Suyin, with nearly a halbcentury of hindsight,
preoccupied with identilying philosophy with military bartles, and unencum-
bered by the suffering of the Chincse masses during it period, begins to
roam the countryside for new acts, She fs armed with Mao's statement: “The
long, open struggle for power now began,” amd adds witls foreseen hindsight:
“It would last twenty-two years.”

Sbhe tells us that she has done her own rescarch and begins to fill in
“dhetails,” offering readers a map which extends the view of the Autumn
Iarvest Uprising, September-October 1927, to the establishment of Juichin

4. A grod antidote to Dr. Swyin on this peclod is the seliolaely chapter, "Colliboration
with the Ruomintang” in Stuart Schram, Mao Tse-tung.
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Central Base, January-June, 1920, As against the 34 pages she devoted to the
original Hunan Report, she devotes 40 pages to the Autumn Harvest Uprising
and the first “red base.* More important, she writes of the period of the
Autumn Havvest Upriing es i Mao already knew that it was “the first step
taken . . . toward the creation of a new kind of revelwtionary war—that of
‘the countryside sumounding the cities'. . . .” by predating ihe later-period
theory to 192427, Dr. Suyin is able to tell a straight, simple, coherent sory;
its total faliity poses no hindrance. On the contrary, she goes on to describe
Mao's struggles for leadership, firse against Li Li-zan and then zgainst Wang
Ming, as though Mao symbolized “the revolutionary masses” and the other
contending Tevolutionary tendencies were ‘‘the entmy.”

Another 68 pages bring her to the climax of Part' I: the Long March,
Her talent with words, and a stuaning selection of photos, help make this
cvent live, but even here her predilection for quoting 1971 interviews as
though they were spoken in 1935 (neither a 36-year time lapie nor life under
a monolithic sute power seems to have adumbrated the intetviewers' memories
or sharpuess of focus) puts her account in second place to Edgar Snow whe

told it all in 4% pages in Red China Today.

Philosophy snd Power in Ha-ppy Cohabttation

Mao's philosaphic textz, wrilten in Yenan, Ou Practice and On Caulmrﬂcﬂm.h
ure 1oday Marxist classicr . ... peasants and workers now licrate apply the
dialerties Iearned by reading Mao to their work, They Iram to “think like
Mao™, . . From lrrational, unscientific, feudal conscloisness to the use of 2
scientific approach to phenomena i3 a thousund years' !mp in l.hc history of
man's maturation of spirit,

‘TWo CONTRADICTORY nonmm—-nﬁlimy and philosophical—faced Dr. Suyin
in writing Part II of The Morning Deluge, As is her wont, she treats contradic
tions as a unified whole, while dividing any naturally unified whole “inte two."

"So enamored is she of the Cultural Revolution’s slogan, “one diyvides into two,”

ihat she predates it some 30 years by analyzing the two eusays, On Practice and
On Contradiction, as though in the mid-1950s they had been governed by
the mid-1963s discovery that “one divides into two.” All of which is supposcd
to prove Mzo’s most original contribution to the Marxist-Leninist dialectic.
It is true that Mao quotes® Lenin's On Dislectics, and central to the very
voncept of dinlectics is the unity and struggle of opposites, but Mao was not
to coin the expression “one divides inte twe” (if indeed he and not
publicist did so) for another three decades. In any case, more crucial than
a specific formulation is the specificity of the historic period which gave birth
te one avticulation rather than another, -

Concretcly, in the Yenan period Mao was undx..puted Chairman, -in 2

&, Cnic never knows (rom the manper in whicl notes are ofticially appended to wric-
ings whether thicy arc requoted by Maa fram Sialin (hix History of the Cominunist Parly
of the Soviet Union scomd to Rave heen the varitable hille of dthe Ghinee G0 am)
it included his cssay On Dialectical Muterinlism), or qpoted from Lenin or, Tmfeed,
whsether they hadt ever been appemded by Mao at all, since the date of publication far
a forcign work is never the date the wirk wan written but rathee the latesy dute
published, .
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position both to scc policy for a new united frent with Chiang against the
Japanesc invasion and to transform that policy inte a “philosophy” governing
all activity by a new rectification campaign within the Party. This campaign
“remolded” everyone’s thought, especially that of the youth who seemed 100
concerned with “book learning.” Mao was famous in those days for statements
about Marx's theory being less wseful than “cow dung” which has practical
uses, Han Suyin is righe when she says that Mao always considered On Practice
the more impornant cssay, although On Contradiction became the one most
often quoted. In both, however, he wed a totally new, non-Hegelian, anli.
Marxian methodology, denuding philosophic categories of their objective
content. By dividing the question of contradiction in two; by separating the
“principal” contradiction (the cconomic base) from the “secondary” onc
(superstructure) ; by intreducing 2 further division between principal contradic-
tion and principal “aspect” of contradicion; and, finally, by interchanging
principal and sccondary so that either can be the other, Mao Tsc-tung, that
master of substitution, emptied the basic philosophic category, contradiction,
of its class content, So sclf-conscious was he about his revisionlum that, in self-
defense, he added: “While we recognize that in the general development of
histary the material determines the mental, and social being determines social
consciousness, we also . . . and indeed must . , . recognize the reaction of menal
on material things, of social consciousness on social being, and of (he supur-
structure on the cconomic base.”

Dr. Suyin is so impressed with Mac thut she italicizes the last half of

the sentence and, in underlining Mao's Teversed relauomh:p ol superstructure
to buse, she concludes' “This paragrapi: is plangene with mcanmg. for it is
the key to the whole process of cultuial revolution (which is an idea trans-
formation) as motive force for a material trznsformation {pushing the basic
_structures of revolution forward).” We should not be at all surprised by this
updating: after all, Dz Suyin had previously assigned the following views to
the Mao of 1918, not yet evan a Marxist: *'Already in creating the New People's

Staly Socicry, Mao Tsewung held the germ of the idea which would come to lull

blossoming at e Cultural Revolution: the conscious remodeling of man sl
his oulvak, which in turn transforms the world.” All comes to pass just as
she knew it would, . ‘

However, it is not Shaoshan in 1919 but Yenan in 193547 that is decisive
in Mao's life. He had survived Chiang's five “extermination campaigns”; he
had atrained undisputed Ieadership of the Party and the Army—twoe institutions
that were to be one, decidedly not a *‘'one” that “dividcs into two”; and in 1948,
the year of the disolution of the Comintern, the “rectification campaign
reached its peak: It was in 1943 that the Thought of Mao Tsetung began to
be mentioned as an entity. It would be consecrated at the Seventh Congress
in April 1945

It does not follow, however, that Mao thereby made 2 phenomenal contri-
bution to Marxism and criginated o whole new era in thought {world thought,
mind you; Dr. Suyin does nat seule for the “Sinification™ of Marxism). Nor
did the “consceration” of Mao Thougiut signily preparation for a social revolu-
tion of the scope of the October Revolution in Russia. Indeed, Dr, Suyin
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subtitles the Yenan period “Second United Front,” which shows what a distance |
backisard had been travelled, Whatever one thinks of the “Sian Incident” of
December 1956, whea Mao undertook to save Chiang Kaishek from his own
officers, it should be understood that Mao's policies of that period arouscd
spontancous mass oppesition. The students who called for a “Second Lenin
Front” were just as serious in their armed oppesition 1o the Jupancse invasion
as any of these who followed the Mao line8 But it was the pariotc war of
resistance, fought as sich, that transformed thie Chinese Communin Party inlo
A mass movement representing a genuine national liberation strugple and at
the same time allowed the alliance with the United States.

LvEn ThoveH The Morning Deluge covers the period of civil war which,

of course, ended the U.S. alliance, Dr. Suyin uses that alliance to walk soltly
about the United States today. She manages to remember Mao's “often repeated
helief that the forces of history werc bound io bring the twe peoples together
again in Friendship, It was due to his clearly stated principle of peaceiul
coexistence, stated in }944 and in 1949, and curicd out the years through”
At which point, on the very last page of her work, she reflects op the whole
of Mao's life, especially the two decades since he came to power, and wriles:
“During those two decades, the people of Chita, under the leadership. of -
Mao Tseteng, had carried on the construction of New China. They had
rebuilt their country, had leamed new ways of Ihoughl and " bchavior, ad
made “heaven and earth change places.’*
Fnced with such genuflections, what can onie say?

6. The jacket bluth rlaims that Dr. Suyl-n spent 1o Jess than “15 years In research, read-
ing ana documenting the warks of other writers,” hut there s no tmce of even so0 fa-

mous an onsthe-spot scurce as My Yenan Nolebooks by Nym Wales (Mrs, Edgar Srow), - g

(See the five volumes called the Nym Wales Collection on the Far East in the Hoover
Institute, 1959-1061.) 1 happen to have been with Trotsky during those auclal years,
1037-38 when, in the midst of amswering Lhe fantastic charpes feveled at him during
the Moxow Frame-Up Trials, he wax rulullying the 1W25-27 Revolution in China
because he wat wriling the ‘Introduction to Hareld Isaaes' book, My feeling 4 that
had Trotsky known the extent of the Chinese Left Qppenitlon’s epposition to Mao's
polley, he woulil have been a great deal more optisidstic shout ahie whole situation,

-

RAYA DuNAYEVSKAYA, National Chairwonten of News & Letlers Conmit-
tee, is the author of Marxism and Freedom and a contributor io Notes on
Women's Liberation. Her new work, Philosophy and Revolution: From
Hegel to Sartre and from Max to Mno. will be publizhed by Dell in
October.




